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

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ECON OMY

Ministerial Statement
MR DRIAN BURKE (lBalga-Premier) [2.22

p.m.J-by leave: Over the last three years
Australia has experienced a period of strong
economic growth. The annual economic growth
rate has been running at between four per cent
and five per cent; and the key economic indi-
cators show that Western Australia has been
leading Australia. For example, between
February 1983 and May 1986, employment
grew in Western Australia by 13.8 per cent,
compared with 10.9 per cent for Australia as a
whole. Between the March quarter last year
and this year, retail sales were up nationally by
I I per cent, but in Western Australia by 14 per
cent. In the 12 months to September 1985-the
latest figures available-new fixed capital ex-
penditure by private enterprise in this State
was up 22.5 per cent compared with the period
to September 1984. The national figure was
only 15.2 per cent. New fixed capital expendi-
ture in the mining industry fell by 6.4 per cent
across Australia in the 12 months to September
1985 compared with the 12 months to
September 1984, but in Western Australia it
rose by 19.9 per cent. And the value of new
residential buildings approved in Western
Australia was up 16 per cent in the 12 months
to March 1986 compared with the 12 months
to March 1985. Nationally, the figure was only
3.3 per cent.

We have a rich endowment of mineral and
agricultural resources, complemented by hu-
man resources of a skilled, well-educated,
healthy, and energetic population. These fac-
tors, coupled with our geographic good fortune
in being part of the Asian-Pacific region which
includes some of the world's most dynamic
economies, ensure that Australia need never be
a poor nation. With initiative, enterprise, and
sound management, all these elements should
combine to provide an assured future for
Australia and especially for Western Australia.

However, the success of the last few years has
masked underlying structural problems in the
national economy and in the public sector, in-
cluding the public sector in Western Australia.

There is no crisis and no cause for panic
measures that would cause disruption and un-
certainty and undermine confidence. But if our
generous inheritance is to be preserved and
enhanced rather than squandered, the time has
come for firm and decisive action.

The need for structural change that has been
apparent for some years can be ignored no
longer. Nationally, this means action to keep
the economy stable and growing. In Western
Australia, it means action to address the new
international trading regimes to maintain our
national economic lead. For the public sector
across the nation, including Western Australia,
it means action to adjust services to levels that
are more realistic in the light of the revenue
that Governments can reasonably expect to
raise.

Nationally, the structural problems to be
addressed centre on the current account deficit
and industry protection. The trend in terms of
trade is particularly serious for Western
Australia because our export income is largely
dependent on the prices of mineral and agricul-
tural commodities. In the seven months to
January, such commodities represented about
70 per cent of our total exports. A further struc-
tural problem to be addressed at the national
level is the malaise in much of the nation's
manufacturing industry. Large sections of
Australia's manufacturing industry, principally
the so-called smokestack industries centred in
south-eastern Australia, have found it easier
over the years to lobby for high tariffs and
other tirade barriers than to work at innovation,
new technology, and investment to be
internationally competitive.

For Western Australia, we must pay more
attention to diversifying our economic base
and especially to adding value to our raw ma-
terials by doing more processing of them before
they leave the State. To date, we have largely
been content to make a quick profit from sell-
ing the raw produce of our mines and farms on
world markets rather than processing it prior to
export.

In the public sector, both here and across
Australia, the challenge of structural change is
to wind back expectations and demands to a
level more consistent with the resources that
government can reasonably expect to take from
the community. In Western Australia the diffi-
culty is that the number of functions being car-
ried out by the Government and the quality of
the services provided continue to rise at a
faster rate than the revenue which supports
them.
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Clearly, a day of reckoning must eventually
come and in Western Australia it has arrived.
The appropriate response to all these challenges
of structural change is responsibility from all
those making demands on the nation's econ-
omic resources. Just as the fruits of growth over
the last three years have been shared by most
members of the community, so must the bur-
dens of change be shared equally.

In this context, I should make reference to
the significant contribution that has been made
to Australia's outstanding economic perform-
ance of the last three years by the Australian
work force through the prices and incomes ac-
cord. Despite the denigration of the accord by
some conservative politicians and antediluvian
business leaders, its contribution to economic
recovery has been of enormous significance. It
has delivered predictability in wage move-
ments and improved productivity, and has
resulted in significantly reduced levels of in-
dustrial unrest and falls in real labour costs in
each of the last three years. Overall in this
State, we have had the lowest level of working
time lost through industrial disputes in 14
years. So the Australian work force has already
delivered an outstanding example of responsi-
bility and restraint.

The same cannot be said for all sections of
the business community, some of whom have
been happy to take the fruits of recovery with-
out making any significant contribution them-
selves. In March this year, profits represented
14.6 per cent of gross non-farm domestic
product, up substantially from 12.9 per cent in
March 1983. But despite the high levels of
growth and the leap in profits, new investment,
especially in plant and equipment, has been
disappointing. In addition, much of the busi-
ness community has been gripped by a
takeover mania that consumes business effort
in unproductive activity. This corporate war-
fare adds nothing to the nation' s economic per-
formance, but adds considerably to the nation's
foreign debt. By contrast, domestic sources of
venture capital for innovation are bard to find.

The Western Australian Government be-
lieves, therefore, that a period of stringency is
needed to preserve our competitive advan-
tages, to ensure that the opportunities for the
future are nmaximised and to address the struc-
tural problems at the various levels of th~e com-
munity that I referred to earlier.

But, equally, it is imperative that the
consequences of the firm decision-making that
is required fall as fairly as possible across the

community and that they do not fall solely on
the shoulders of the work force.

In the context of the need for Australia's cost
structure to be reduced significantly to enhance
our international competitiveness, the Com-
monwealth Government has foreshadowed
new submissions to the Commonwealth Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Commission on
national wage case matters. One submission
will be that the hearing of the national wage
case scheduled for October should be deferred
until after I January. If the commission accepts
this submission, the effect will be to restrict
national wage case increases during this calen-
dar year to one, almost certainly a 2.3 per cent
indexation adjustment. A further submission is
expected to be that there should be further
discounting of national wage adjustments.

The Western Australian Government is pre-
pared to support the Commonealth in such
submissions to the commission. It will also
urge the Commonwealth to give more teeth to
the Prices Surveillance Authority and to con-
duct a full examination of the taxation effects
and implications of corporate takeover activi-
ties, including borrowings for such purposes.

We believe that such measures are a necess-
ary and fair adjunct to the submissions to the
commission, and they are an integral part of
the fair sharing of the burden.

IMPLICATIONS FOR STATE FINANCES

On taking office in 1983, the present State
Government recognised the structural prob-
lems that have developed in the public sector in
Western Australia over many years. The prob-
lems have arisen partly because of the quicken-
ing pace of change and partly because of the
failure of successive Governments of both pol-
itical persuasions to establish mechanisms to
continuously appraise and modernise the func-
tions and operations of government. We have
been at pains to establish procedures that over-
come the organisational rigidity that has been
built into the public sector in this State. The
release last Thursday of the State's first white
paper-"Managing Change in the Public Sec-
tor"-was an important step in this process.

The overhauling of all the machinery and
functions of the State Government has not
been and cannot be achieved overnight. We
expect it will take several more years to com-
plete the overhaul that is required with func-
tions being changed, abandoned, or scaled
back. Essentially, the problems we are address-
ing are the failure to reform in the past and the
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growth of functions and services at a rate faster
than the revenue that can reasonably be raised.

However, the matter has become more ur-
gent this year because of the conjunction of a
number of factors. In 1986-87, the State
Government faces an overall budgetary situ-
ation of historic proportions, described by
senior Treasury officers as the most serious
they can recall. Expected revenue for 1986-87,
assuming no changes in revenue sources, is
$3 265 million, an increase of only five per
cent. The inflation rate for the year is expected
to be between 6.5 per cent and seven per cent
and the population is expected to grow by two
per cent, a higher growth rate than in any other
State.

The amount departments seek merely to
maintain existing activities at current levels-
that is, with no growth and no initiatives-is
$3 571 million, resulting in a shortfall between
expenditure and revenue of $306 million, or
slightly less than 10 per cent of the current
year's Budget. While there is often such a gap,
the magnitude of the problem for the financial
year ahead is demonstrated by the equivalent
gap for 1985-86 having been only $26
million-less than one-tenth of the present fig-
ure.

Contributing factors include-

changes in Commonwealth-State
financial arrangements;

deterioration in mineral revenues be-
cause of the international trading con-
ditions;

the need for the public sector to mini-
misc its impact on the capital markets to
ease inflationary pressures and leave moom
for the private sector; and

the structural problems within the State
Government itself to which I have re-
ferred.

Commonwealth grants make up 46 per cent of
the revenue currently taken into the State's
Consolidated Revenue Fund. In 1980-81 ' the
figure was 51 per cent. The decline reflects the
cutbacks in Commonwealth payments to the
States. The major component of Common-
wealth assistance is the financial grant and in
1980-81, the total grant to all the States was
22.1 per cent of Commonwealth taxation rev-
enue for the previous year. In 1985-86, it was
about 19 per cent. Western Australia's loss
from the fall in the State's share of Common-
wealth tax revenue is equivalent to about $230
million in 1986-87.

At the recent Premier's Conference, Com-
monwealth-imposed stringencies cost Western
Australia an estimated $52 million, without
taking into account the cut in authorised
borrowings for semi-Government authorities-
the so-called global borrowings. In real terms,
the figure is much higher. The losses occurred
in specific purpose grants, the capital grant, the
government borrowing programme and the
fringe benefits tax.

On the capital side, we accept the need for
the public sector to make room in the capital
markets for the private sector, easing pressure
on interest rates. Indeed, at the Premier's Con-
ference, alone among the States, we volun-
teered a cut in our global borrowings of about
20 per cent in real terms. However, the Com-
monwealth also cut the government borrowing
programme by about 30 per cent in real terms.
This means that increasingly the State and its
authorities will have to rely on their own re-
sources to fund capital works. This means more
pressure on internal revenue sources which
means more pressure on taxes and charges.

Territorial revenues to the State will fall con-
siderably in real and money terms in 1986-87.
An important component in this is the
expected decline of about 17 per cent in real
terms in mining revenues. This figure demon-
strates the impact on State finances of the in-
terngtional trading problem.

In view of the time, I turn now to the detail
of the measures we propose, dealing firstly with
expenditure.
EXPENDITURE STRATEGIES

Our expenditure strategies fall into two
broad categories: Cutting government pro-
grammes and cutting labour costs.
Pro gram me costs

I have already spoken about the need for
public sector borrowings to be reduced. Apart
from the impact they have on capital markets,
debt-servicing costs are a burden on the
Consolidated Revenue Fund. In 1986-87, debt-
servicing costs are estimated at $390 million,
up $50.6 million or 14.9 percent on 1985-86.

To contain costs, only the most urgent of
new works will proceed in 1986-87, with pro-
jects valued at about $140 million being de-
fetred indefinitely. These include-

the new Lands Department building in
the city;

additions to Parliament House;
offices for the Department of Conser-

vation and Land Management;
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Perth Museum extensions;
the Esperance regional offices for the

Department of Agriculture; and
hospital redevelopment programmes.

Debt-servicing costs for these projects were
estimated at $22 million in a full year.

The interest subsidy for home loans from
building societies and credit unions is to be
discontinued from 15 July. This is estimated to
save $2 million a month on current outlays,
though these were expected to fall substantially
over the coming months as interest rates fall,
obviating the need for the scheme. We believe
it would be unreasonable, in the current
interest rate climate, for building societies and
credit unions to substantially raise their
charges to borrowers as a consequence of the
cessation of the Government scheme. Indeed,
we believe that an interest rate of 14.5 per cent
for loans will be realistic in the near future. We
will be monitoring movements in interest rates
closely to ensure that falls are passed on to
borrowers.

As the Budget-framing process continues
over the next two to three months, we will be
identifying a number of areas of Government
activity in which cuts totalling more than $100
million dollars will be applied. However, a
number of savings have already been identified
and will be acted upon ahead of the Budget-

As a general rule, from next month over-
seas and interstate travel by those travel-
ling at Government expense, except Minis-
ters and departmental heads, will be econ-
omy class instead of first class as at present
for many Government employees.

No new bookings are to be made for
corporate advertising by departments and
authorities. I stress that this does not apply
to the advertising of competitive services
or to campaigns such as the immunisation
campaign.

The Government is proceeding to enter
into a master advertising contract through
which all advertising space in newspapers
and advertising time on radio and tele-
vision are to be booked. Creative work and
scheduling of advertising will continue to
be done by the agencies appointed by de-
partments and authorities.

Parliament Week is to be discontnued.
The Department's Industrial Develop-

ment Canberra office will be closed at the
completion of the State's bid for the sub-
marine project.

Western Australia's United States office
will be closed on 30 September when the
present contract with our representative
expires.

The Land Resources Policy Council will
be abolished.

The State Batteries will be established
on a commercial basis.

The full-year savings of these measures are
estimated at between $4.5 million and $5
million. I stress that this is very much a pre-
liminary list and it will be necessary to identify
savings of more than another $100 million be-
fore the Budget is brought down.

The Legislative Assembly's Public Accounts
Committee, on which all panties are
represented, is to be asked to act as a "waste
watchdog" on public sector outlays. The
Government believes this all-party body can
play a significant role in helping eliminate
waste from government and in assisting with
the process of structural change.

Finally, the Government has reluctantly de-
cided to postpone the implementation of major
pre-election commitments involving expendi-
ture. 1 emphasise that this is a postponement
for one year, not an abandonment of those
undertakings. However, there are some we re-
gard as being of such an urgent nature that they
will proceed in 1986-87. Principal among these
are the 50 per cent concession on motor vehicle
registration for age pensioners who hold the
pensioner heath care card, and the traineeships
for young people.
Labour costs

Wages and salaries account for more than 60
per cent of the State's Budget and, conse-
quently, any programme of expenditure re-
duction must impact in this area. However, it
would be patently unreasonable to expect the
Government work force to bear a substantially
greater burden than others in the community.

Despite all that is said about Government
employees from time to time, the State
Government has many employees of outstand-
ing ability and exceptional dedication. As a
whole, the Government work force is not more
or less virtuous than any other and is entitled
to be treated as such. Nevertheless, there are
some aspects of Government employment
practices that are more generous than those ap-
plying generally in the community. Conse-
quently, we believe the review we have
undertaken is justified, especially as no signifi-
cant existing benefit will be removed from cur-
rent employees.
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Standing Orders Suspension
MR CARR (Geraldion-Minister for Local

Government) [2.41 p.m.]: I move, without no-
tice-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pended as is necessary to enable the time
for the Premier's remarks to be extended.

Question put.
The SPEAKER: To be carried, this motion

requires an absolute majority. I have counted
the House; and, there being no dissentient
voice, I declare the question carried.

Question thus passed.

Ministerial Statement Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Thank you, Mr

Speaker, and I thank the members of the Oppo-
sition.

We are to set about trying to effect an overall
reduction in the public sector. We have set our-
selves a target of reducing total State Govern-
ment employment by three per cent by 1 July
1987. We believe the target is achievable with-
out retrenchments by natural attrition and vol-
untary redundancy arrangements, as well as
forced redeployment. It will, however, inevi-
tably mean some restrictions on services. It will
also require existing staff to be redeployed in
some cases and in otber cases existing staff to
take early retirements.

The initiative will mean a shedding of about
3 000 employees with an estimated full year
saving of $65 million. The reduction will be
accompanied by a continuation of the compre-
hensive review of Government functions that
has been going on for some time. This will
enable the more effective utilisation of the
Government work force through redeployment
and retraining, in accordance with the prin-
ciples laid down in the white paper "Managing
Change in the Public Sector" released last
Thursday.

Members might be aware that last month, in
response to the looming budgetary problems,
the filling of vacant positions in Government
employment was frozen, as was the appoint-
ment of temporary relief staff. That freeze is to
continue. Exceptions will occur only where
they have the specific approval of the Minister
for Budget Management and only when ex-
treme difficulties are likely to occur, such as
where the non-replacement of a teacher would
mean a class was without a teacher. The result-
ant savings are estimated at $15 million in
1996-87.

There will be a six-month moratorium on all
reclassifications in Government employment,
except for those arising from the Public Service
Board's determinations on broadbanding.
Legislation will be required to implement this
decision and will be introduced shortly.

The present system of flexitime in Govern-
ment employment is to be ended, pending an
immediate review arising from complaints
from Public Service managers about the impact
of the system. Exceptions will be made to meet
special compassionate circumstances.

The State Government will not enter into
any more agreements for 38-hour weeks, nine-
day fortnights or 19-day months and we will
review the operation of existing agreements.

At present, various qualifying periods apply
for long service leave in different sectors of
State Government employment. All are more
favourable than those applying in the private
sector. Generally speaking, white collar
Government employees qualify for long service
leave every seven years. Generally, blue collar
employees qualify for their first long service
leave after 10 years and then at seven-year in-
tervals. We do not propose to alter the
entitlements of any present State Government
employee.

However, in future, all new Government em-
ployees will have to serve 10 years before quali-
fying for their first long service leave and
another 10 years before being entitled to more
long service leave. Thereafter, they will qualify
for long service leave at seven-year intervals.

The superannuation entitlements of mem-
bers of the State superannuation fund are more
favourable than those generally applying in the
private sector. There has also been consider-
able pressure from public sector employees and
unions for changes because of the perceived
inability of the existing scheme to adequately
service the needs of employees. A recent review
of the fund revealed an unfunded actuarial
liability of a massive $4.9 billion-and this for
a scheme catering for only about 30 per cent of
the Government work force.

The State Government's pension expendi-
ture is expected to rise by 36.8 per cent in
1986-87, despite our action in 1984 to use
surpluses in the hind to meet the cost of pen-
sion indexation. The cost of the scheme to the
taxpayers is out of all proportion to the number
of people it serves, its attraction to those eli-
gible for membership and what the community
can reasonably be expected to bear. It is a situ-
ation that has been building up for many, many
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years and is a classic demonstration of the
structural problems in the public sector that
have been left unaddressed for far too long,
While it would be wrong to water down the
benefits of existing members and pensioners,
membership of the current scheme will be
closed on 30 June-that is, the scheme will be
ended for new admissions on that date-pend-
ing the completion and introduction of a new
contributory service scheme. Transitional ar-
rangements will be provided in the new scheme
to retrospectively cover people seeking
superannuation coverage for the period be-tween 30 June and the introduction of the new
scheme. The introduction of the new scheme
will, over the decades ahead, save taxpayers
hundreds of millions of dollars.

Earlier I outlined the approach we will be
making on national wage matters. A deferment
of even three months of national wage de-
cisions would save the Consolidated Revenue
Fund an estimated $34 million in 1986-87.
And for every one per cent by which the
national wage decision is discounted in 1986-
87, the saving to the Consolidated Revenue
Fund is an estimated $9 million.

The decisions I have announced today have
not been made easily, but we believe they are
necessary and will make a significant contri-
bution to the ongoing task of attending to the
public sector structural problems that have
been building up for many years.
REVENUE STRATEGIES

I turn now to the revenue strategies to be
adopted by the Government.

I should point out that in terms of bridging
the budgetary gap of $306 million that I
mentioned earlier, expenditure cuts are
expected to account for about 70 per cent of the
total and revenue raisings for only about 30 per
Cent.

In total, the specific taxat ion measures, I am
announcing today will raise an estimated $77.5
million in 1986-87 and $84 million in a full
year.
Payroll Tax

There are to be further payroll tax con-
cessions for small business. The basic payroll
tax exemption level is to be increased from
$220 000 to $250 000, freeing an estimated 500
to 700 small businesses from paying payroll
tax. This latest alteration to the exemption
level means that in our first four years in office
we have doubled it or increased it by more than
three times the amount necessary to keep pace
with inflation.

In addition, there is to be a further cut in the
rate of payroll tax for all businesses with an
annual payroll of less than $1 million. For these
businesses, the rate will be cut from the current
four per cent or more to 3.75 per cent. For
businesses whose annual payrolls are more than
$1 million, the rate will increase according to a
sliding scale until it reaches 4.75 per cent, the
current maximum rate, at annual payrolls of
$ 1.8 million.

All businesses with annual payrolls of less
than $1.8 million-about 90 per cent of those
who pay the tax-will therefore benefit by pay-
ing less tax under the new arrangements. For
businesses with annual payrolls of more than
$1.8 million, a new maximum rate of 5.7$ per
cent will apply. This new maximum rate is still
below the maximum rate applying in three
other States and the lowest rate applying gener-
ally in other States is five per cent, compared
with the 3.75 per cent we propose.

The changes are to apply from I August and
legislation will be introduced shortly. The over-
all effect of these measures is to increase pay-
roll tax revenue by an estimated $28.5 million
in 1986-8 7 and $ 34 million in a full year.
Liquor Licence Fees

Liquor licence fees are to be increased from
seven and eight per cent to I I per cent, but
with the introduction of a concessional rate of
seven per cent for low alcohol liquor. The
concessional rate will apply to undiluted liquor
with an alcohol content of less than 3.8 per cent
or wine with an alcohol content of less than 6.1
per cent.

As is the case now, liquor with an alcohol
content of less than two per cent will be
exempt. The new tax is expected to add I c to
the cost of a glass of beer and 4c to a bottle.
Licensees are generally to be provided with
three months' notice of the increased rates and
payments on the basis that the new rates will
not be required until October.

Estimated additional revenue in 1986-87 is
$ 10 million and $13 million in a full year. The
enabling legislation will be introduced shortly.
Fuel Franchise Fees

The existing fuel franchise levy is to be lifted
by 2c a litre to increase funds available for
transport purposes. As a result, the levy on
motor spirit will rise to 4.1 7c a litre and on
distillate to 5.95c a litre. This will result in the
State Government impost being about nine per
cent of the cost of a litre of petrol and about 13
per cent of the cost of a litre of distillate.
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Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is it not strange that the
Opposition does not mind when we cut back on
long service leave, eliminate flexitime, and
knock a State Public Service superannuation
scheme on the head! its members rub their
hands together.

Opposition members: We did not.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course members
did. When we say we will appear before the
national commission and support further wage
discounting and a deferment of the national
wage case there are "ums" and "h" of ap-
proval. But when we talk of trying to make sure
business bears its fair share, what do we get
from the Opposition?

Mr Clarko: Tell the truth!

Mr Williams: Do not talk nonsense.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition has not
come up with an original economic thought in
its life.

The existing 100 per cent exemptions for on-
farm and off-road uses will be continued. The
increases are to take effect from 1 July and are
expected to raise an additional $39 million in
1986-87.

Legislation will also be introduced shortly to
establish a transport tmust fund into which all
revenue from the fuel franchise levy is to be
paid to ensure its use for all transport-related
purposes, principally, though not solely, on
roads.

Other Measures
Hospital bed charges are also to be increased

in 1986-87, though the amount of the increase
depends on the settlement of talks with doc-
tors. The increases will be announced shortly.
As is usual practice, departmental fees and
charges are to be reviewed with a view to in-
creases in line with inflation or with the rises in
the associated costs.

OVERVIEW
As outlined earlier, the specific taxation

measures I have just announced will raise rev-
enue estimated at $77.5 million in 1986-87 and
$84 million in a full year-

The Consolidated Revenue Fund savings I
have outlined amount to around $90 million in
1986-87, in so far as it is possible to achieve a
wholly-accurate estimate because of
uncertainties associated with the national wage
case.

Further, much greater savings will be ident-
ified and made in the lead-up to the 1986-87
Budget because we are determined once again
to balance our Budget. Our target for the 1986-
87 Budget is no real growth in outlays.

There is no denying that the measures I have
outlined today are tough. The standard of
Government services is certain to fall when the
full range of 1986-87 budgetary measures are
applied. The only alternative is even higher
taxes and charges than have already been
imposed. That is just not sustainable.

We have aimed and will continue to aim in
the Budget-making process to spread the bur-
den as fairly as we can, but it will be our
objective to impinge most lightly on the lowest
income earners and the agricultural sector. The
reasons for making those two exceptions
should be obvious.

These measures are designed to bring about a
leaner public sector that will have the capacity
to provide the community with a reasonable
standard of services and to play its pant in
maintaining Western Australia's economic
leadership.

In saying that it gives me no great pleasure as
a Labor Premier to announce measures
designed to wind back the working terms and
conditions of wage and saary earners
employed by the Government and those affec-
ted in the private sector by the terms and con-
ditions enjoyed by those Government em-
ployees.

At the same time there is no alternative, and
the measures which have been announced to
wind back the conditions enjoyed by public
servants and Government employees generally,
the reductions in absolute terms in Govern-
ment employment numbers, and the decision
to appear before the national wage case hear-
ings, are perhaps odd things for Labor Premiers
to be announcing as their intention. Neverthe-
less, they are necessary.

The zero growth budget which we brought
down in October will mean necessary re-
ductions in services which will cause some
hardship in some parts of the comnmunity.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) 12.56 p.m.J: As the Premier tells
the House of the decision to cut services, cut
benefits, and increase taxation, observe the gal-
lery! It is so full of Government advisers that it
is overflowing. That is a measure of what this
Government is really about.
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Before I deal with some of the issues raised
by the Premier, I would like to place on record
that the Government has refused to allow me
to respond to the Premier's statement at a later
time today or tomorrow, although a request
was made, firstly through the acting Leader of
the House. The Premier insisted that a re-
sponse be given forthwith. I then wrote to the
Premier and set out the reasons. With less than
two hours' notice of his 23-page economic
statement, knowing as he did that I had a com-
mitment following a party meeting to attend a
farewell to the American Consul, it would not
have been unreasonable to allow this response
to be given at a later time. However, that re-
quest was refused.

Mr Wiliams: He is running scared.
Mr HASSELL: He certainly is. He has reason

to run scared because in 1983, when this
Government was elected, it promised to keep
taxes and charges down. It invented a strategy
to take people's minds off massive increases in
State taxes and charges. Pant of that strategy
was a reduction in Public Service salaries.

In 1986, having been the Government before
the election as well as after the election, when it
promised to keep taxes and charges down, the
Government has come up with this economic
statement as a strategy to take people's minds
off the massive increase in State charges and
taxes.

This whole statement and what it is about is
a monumental con. There is no other fair or
reasonable description to give to it.

An Opposition member A fraud!
Mr HASSELL: It is a fraud and a con. It is

undoubtedly the most dishonest approach
made by a Premier to this Parliament for many
years.

There are two foundations on which the
Premier has claimed justification for the an-
nouncement of substantial'increases in State
taxes in the very week following substantial in-
creases in State charges, and only 20 weeks or
less since an election in which the Government,
and the Premier personally, promised to keep
those 10 the rate of inflation or less.

Some justifications are given. The first is the
difference between the available revenue in the
next financial year and the proposed expendi-
ture. It is all centred around this so-called $306
million gap.

Let us look at that aspect because it is the
foundation of the Premier's statement. It is a
$306 million gap between what was obtained

from the taxpayers last year and what the de-
partments expect to spend in the next financial
year. Let us keep to the simpfistics. What the
Premier has presented to Parliament today is
the expenditure required by departments to
maintain existing services which represents an
increase of 15.4 per cent on last year's Budget
expenditure.

In other words, the Treasurer of the State has
come to the Parliament and to the public of
this State seeking credibility in claiming that
this Government will provide the same services
this year and next year and requires 15.4 per
cent more money. That is the basis on which
this bundle of claptrap has been presented
today; 15.4 per cent more money to do exactly
what has been done this year. That in itself is a
comment on the Government which this
Treasurer has run for three years. It is a com-
ment that he is prepared to accept as a feasible
proposition that the people of this State should
pay 15.4 per cent more for the same services
and the kind of efficiency and ministerial con-
trol which has been exercised over State depart-
ments and over the Governiment, when it can-
not in these straitened times with reduced in-
flation carry out its job without increasing its
expenditure by more than twice the rate of in-
flation which this Premier tells us is needed to
maintain the services with no increases.

Let us take the position one step further, The
Premier has mentioned to the House and in the
public arena on a number of occasions that he
is allowing for an I11 per cent increase in the
salaries and wages component of the Budget in
the next year. That is his figure. 1 understand
that the figure will in fact be about nine per
cent when it is finally worked out.

Mr Brian Burke: They are not wage in-
creases, they are salary costs.

Mr HASSELL. I did not say they were wage
increases.

Mr Brian Burke: You did last week.
Mr HASSELL: I did not say they were wage

increases last week either. 1 quoted from the
Treasurer's circular to his departments.

That 11 per cent increase is to apply to about
65 per cent of the Budget. That 65 per cent
relates to salaries and wages. Mathematically,
that means that the increase for the balance of
the Budget that the Premier has been prepared
to accept from his departments to provide the
same services next year, that is the increase for
the non-salary wages component, will be 24 per
cent.
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We have this large document which consists
of 23 pages of the Premier's statement seeking
to justify cuts in services, cuts in benefits to
public sector employees, and substantial in-
creases in State taxation.

Mr Brian Burke: Could I point out that you
have your figures back to front?

Mr HASSELL: The Premier was heard in
relative silence from this side of the House. I
have been dealing with this matter as best I
can, given that the Premier has insisted that my
response should be immediate. I think that the
Premier should shut up and allow me to make
the points I wish to make.

Mr Brian Burke: I was trying to correct some
of the mistakes you were making.

Mr HASSELL: The point is that the Premier
has presented this weighty document which is a
part of a strategy or tactic designed to paint the
Government out of a corner into which it
painted itself before the election when it made
certain commitments to the public, none of
which it will now honour because I take it that
this $306 million gap does not include the
fulfilment of any of this Government's election
pledges.

The Premier has told us about the $306
million gap and the 15.4 per cent increase in
spending that his departments, under his con-
trol, have proposed relates only to the pro-
vision of existing services. That, of course, rep-
resents an increase in the non-salary
component of the Budget expenditure of some
24 per cent. That is the basis upon which the
Premier has come here with this document
outlining and seeking to justify reductions in
services, reductions in benefits to public sector
employees, and increases in State taxation.

Let the House be reminded of the commit-
ments made by this Government only 18 to 20
weeks ago, before the State election. Those
commitments were to maintain the State with
lower increases in taxes and charges and not to
allow them to exceed the rate of inflation. That
promise was broken last week with the in-
creases in charges and it is being broken again
this week with these increases in State taxes.
Just as the Premier was wrong about the out-
come of the Premiers' Conference he is also
wrong about the gap he seeks to use to justify
these charges. He is wrong to accept that the
depantments require increases in funding. He is

wrong to accept that this Government is so
inefficient-

Mr Brian Burke: The whole purpose behind
this statement is that we are not accepting
those estimates the departments are making.
That is why we have the cutbacks.

Mr HASSELL: The Government is accepting
those estimates as a basis for an increase in
taxation.

The natural growth in revenue, on the
Premier's own admission, will be five per cent.
Is that not enough for a responsible Govern-
ment-one which has heeded the revolt of the
community against increasing levels of taxation
and charges? Is that not enough in a situation
of restraint and control? Is that not enough for
a Government which has a genuine commit-
ment to reducing the burden and the cost of
government across the board?

The Premier talks about spreading the bur-
den-spreading the weight changes across the
community. The reality is that the only group
exempted from the burden of accepting these
changes is the Governiment itself. The Govern-
ment has not been prepared to exercise the
restraint or the control, or impose the disci-
plines necessary to keep expenditure down.

The $306 million gap is a false figure, falsely
presented to create a false picture. It has been
put forward to create an impression. It is part
of a strategy designed to mislead, just as the
Premier came back from Canberra and misled
the people about what had happened there,
with a number of statements about the loss of
revenue at the Premiers' Conference.

There was no loss of revenue at the Premiers'
Conference; in fact there was a substantial in-
crease in the State's revenue. At the Premiers'
Conference this State's revenue went up from
$1 422 million in the current financial year to
S1 533 million in 1986-87-a gain to the State
of$l113 million.

The Premier is apparently seeking to divert
from the revenue significant funds to put into
capital works. Once again, that is a decision of
the Government made post-Premiers' Confer-
ence. The decision was not caused by the
Premier's Conference; the Government de-
cided that it would tax the public of Western
Australia more because it is not prepared to
make the necessary cuts and reductions in the
State's capital spending.

Let it be seen what the Premier is really
doing with this statement-he is substantially
increasing taxation in this State. Let it not be
overlooked that, after all the words that were
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used by the Premier about payroll tax, the re-
ality is that there will be an overall increase in
payroll tax. There will be increases also in
liquor tax and fuel tax, as well as an increase in
hospital bed charges. This latter increase will
no doubt result in an increase in insurance
costs for the people who insure privately. That
will add further to their burden.

This economic statement represents failure
on every front of the Government's perform-
ance. Firstly, it represents failure to tell the
truth about the financial situation in the State,
because it is a strategy and a con. [t is part of a
deal to try to divert attention. It is the 1986
version of the 1983 strategy to divert attention
from the substantial increases in taxes and
charges. I predict that it will not succeed. The
Government will not get away with this.

Secondly, this statement represents failure
because it presumes that it is acceptable to
present, as something to be contemplated and
dealt with, an increase of 15.4 per cent in
Government spending to maintain the same
services.

Standing Orders Suspension
MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [3.15 p.m-]: I

move, without notice-
That so much of Standing Orders be sus-

pended as would enable the Leader of the
Opposition to continue his response to the
Ministerial Statement made by the
Premier.

The SPEAKER: Before putting the motion, I
advise members again that this motion needs
an absolute majority of the House. If, when
putting the motion, I hear a dissentient voice, I
will have to divide the House. The question is
that the motion be agreed to.

Question put.
The SPEAKER: I have counted the House

and have satisfied myself that an absolute ma-
jority is present and the motion is passed.

Question thus passed.

Debate Resumed
Mr HASSELL: I thank members for the ex-

tension of time, and I will not delay the House
long.

This statement represents failure because it
is brought to the House on the basis of the
acceptance by the Government that it will take

a 15.4 per cent increase in spending to main-
tain existing services in the next financial year.
The Government has failed in its
administration because it has allowed that situ-
ation to arise. The Government used to talk
about efficiency and efficiency audits-we
heard about them every second day, and about
controls and accountability, and how this
Government was improving the operations of
government.

We have today heard a new expression-
structural change. The Government is saying
that, now it does not have the previous
Government to blame for the revenue shortfall,
it is going to blame the structures of Govern-
ment that have been in place for many years-
structures that it must replace. That allows the
Government to reach back further into the past
to blame its failures on anyone but itself.

This economic statement represents failure
to honour undertakings and to do things that
the Government promised to do a short time
ago. How much of the statement is directed to
reductions in the Public Service? Let the
Government be reminded for a moment of its
1983 strategy on the Public Service.

I refer to the Premier's Press release No.
P83/380 of 22 June 1983, which was three
years and two days ago. We did not have an
economic statement then-we had a five-page
Press release. Pant of that Press release was
about the Public Service, the efficiency of
Government, and all the things that were going
to be done to make sure that the Government
was better. The Press release reads in pant-

The State Government today announced
the first of a series of measures to cut
Government spending, improve efficiency
and impose tighter financial control over
Government activities.

That was in 1983, and we have just heard the
1986 version. It continues-

Announcing the measures, the Premier
and Treasurer, Mr Brian Burke, said the
initial savings from the measures in 1983-
84 would be about $29 million, but the
greatest impact would be on government
financial management in the medium and
long term.

Where are the results of this financial man-
agement? Three years and two days after those
promises were made the Government has now
come along with an economic statement which
calls for an increase in taxes, a reduction of
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services, and a reduction in the benefits paid to
Government employees. To continue-

The new financial management and control
measures are-

expanding the role of the Auditor-Gen-
era[ to enable him to check the efficiency
of government departments and agencies.

Where is the Auditor General's report which
tells us that it is efficient for these Government
departments to need 15.4 per cent more money
next year to carry on the same work as they did
this year? Where is the efficiency audit of those
activities? The list of measures continues-

the introduction of a programme of
performance budgeting.

Where are the performance budgets which
justify this monumental failure of performance
on the part of the Government? I refer again to
the release-

a new computer-based system for capital
works budgeting.

Where is the evidence which proves that this
has reduced the burdens?

new organisational and operation pro-
cedures for government Stores.

The release continues-
an expansion of the responsibilities of

the parliamentary Public Accounts Com-
mittee.

We have heard it all before, even to the poor
old Public Accounts Committee. It comes into
this year's economic statement just as it did in
1983.

Mr Court: I think the chairman gets a car out
of it.

Mr HASSELL: The chairman gets a car out
of it. And that no doubt is a monumental piece
of progress in the Government's efficiency pro-
grammes and in its efficiency auditing. Perhaps
the chairman uses the car to drive to see the
Auditor General.

The list of measures continues-
the establishment of a priorities and

planning committee to review existing
government activities within the context of
the 1983-84 budget. The committee will
review all areas of government activity to
identify expenditure that can be reduced
and functions that can be dispensed with.
The committee-which is a Cabinet sub-
committee-will operate concurrendly and
with the assistance of a review of all
government functions that has been begun
at the government's direction by the Public

Service Board. It will recommend to Cabi-
net further cuts in government expendi-
ture.

What do we have in 1986? The release con-
tinues-

We will be making further cuts in
government expenditure before the budget
comes out

Members in this place have heard it all before.
1 turn now to the subject of public servants.
The Public Service is the whipping boy for the
Premier every time he has a Budget problem
after an election-or so it would seem. Mem-
bers on this side of the House have seen it twice
before, but we will not have a chance to see it
happen a third time. The release continues-

a reduction of 50 per cent in the rate at
which government employees are replaced
when they retire or resign. The expected
savings are $ 15 million. On May 30, Cabi-
net suspended all new or additional staff
appointments until further notice.

I do not remember that notice ever being given,
but nevertheless Mr Bantholoinneus was en-
gaged last week to fulfill the undertaking chat
every bloke who has ever stood for the Labor
Party or been a member of the Labor Party is
given a job somewhere.

Mr Court: Did he get a car?
Mr HASSELL: Of course he did. They all do.

The Government has a fleet of cars. It may talk
about $6 million for a fringe benefits tax, but
that is a bit of pie in the sky. The list continues
as follows-

A small staff monitoring unit has been
established within the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet to deal with requests
to the Treasurer from Ministers for exemp-
tions from that decision.

And so on. It continues as follows-
Mr Burke said a continuing total freeze

on staff and non-replacement of those who
left would lead to some breakdown in es-
sential1 services, but the government's ad-
vice that a cut of 50 per cent in the replace-
ment rate was practical, The policy would
not necessarily fall equally on all depart-
ments and agencies, but would take ac-
count of essential needs and the govern-
ment's priorities. This would enforce a
more efficient deployment of existing re-
sources.

That was in 1983. It was only words, words,
and more words. Members on this side have
heard it all before and we are hearing it again in
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the statement which was dished up to us this
afternoon by a Government which believes that
a State can be governed by words and not by
deeds. After reading that 2983 announcement,
I refer now to an article in the Sunday Times of
1 June 1986, which reads as follows-

THE public service in WA has grown 11
per cent since the Labor Government
came to power-despite a guarantee by the
Premier, Mr Burke, to reduce numbers.

It is clear, is it not? This is a total con. It was
from the beginning, it is now, and it will con-
tinue to be while this State has a Government
which is not committed to anything which it
has promised, even promises made on the eve
of a State election, even when the promises are
made by the man who leads that Government.
It is really at heart and at base a dishonest and
cynical fraud.

TREASURER'S ADVANCE
AUTHORIZATION BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from I I June.
MR COURT (Nedlands) [3.26 p.m.]: I ap-

preciate the opportunity to be able to say a few
words on this piece of legislation, particularly
as it comes following the economic statement
which has just been given by the Premier. What
a weak apology that was for three years of non-
performance from the Government.

We are now approaching the fourth year of
this Government, and we have over the years
seen the Government going through its pro-
grammes of reckless spending, but today, as the
Leader of the Opposition so ably said, we are
now merely having a re-mun of the Premier's
1983 exercise when he outlined what he was
going to do then.

We have no reassurances today. In the last
couple of weeks the Premier seems to have
been on some sort of business bashing exer-
cise-business is not pulling its weight, busi-
ness is not investing as it should, and so on.
One only has to go out and talk to people in the
community, or to go along to the different
rallies which are being held these days to know
that the message is coming through loud and
clear as to why business is not investing. It does
not fully understand yet the ramifications of
the Federal Government's fringe benefits tax
nor its capital gains tax. Very few people, even
in the professional fields, have been able to
properly understand the complexities of that
legislation.

One has only to look at the hospitality indus-
try. It saw its sales decline immediately the
entertainment tax was introduced. After three
years of Labor Government people generally
can see the State going down. It is being
crippled, and I believe it is about time that
something positive was done by the people op-
posite to put some confidence back into our
community. These terrible things are
happening to our economy because of the ac-
tions of the Labor Government. and it must
change.

I would like to take the opportunity in this
debate to cover a couple of areas of concern to
me. One in particular was highlighted over the
weekend in the Press. That was to do with the
concern expressed by the Trades and Labor
Council and the Confederation of WA Industry
about the way this Government is going about
trying to attract a major defence contract to
this State, the submarine construction contract.
I would like to stress to this House that the
Opposition has always offered its full support
and co-operation to this Government on any
matter to do with defence, whether it be the
Government's attempts to encourage defence
spending for Western Australia, or trying to
encourage more defence bases or more of our
defence forces being made available in this
State. Whenever the Government has
announced initiatives in this field, the Oppo-
sition has publicly supported those initiatives,
because it has been concerned for some time
about the level of defence spending in this State
and the level of defence forces based here.

However, the Opposition in recent times has
become concerned, as other people obviously
have, including the TLC, at the way the
Government has been going about attracting
this major contract to Western Australia. I was
a little surprised, in fact, that the TLC took it
upon itself to publicly come out and say that it,
in conjunction with the federation, would like
to see the Premier himself become directly
involved in trying to win that particular sub-
marine contract for this State. I think it was
really a show on no-confidence by the TLC-
the supporter of the people opposite-in the
Deputy Premier.

Last year Peter Horobin, who was the head
of the Government's submarine project, gave
the Opposition a first-class briefing on how the
project was progressing and what the Govern-
ment was trying to achieve. Some of the things
outlined by him have been achieved, and that
is most commendable. The basing commit-
ments, the submarine escape training facility,
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and the submarine training school were com-
mendable initiatives and we have certainly
been supportive of what the Government has
been able to achieve. Opposition members at
the briefing were impressed with the way the
deal seemed to be progressing and the way the
Government was trying to attract the project.

However, the feedback we have been getting
from people involved in trying to win the con-
tract is that WA is starting to slip behind. As
the Minister for Defence Liaison knows only
too well, a lot of companies in Australia are
involved and are having to deal with all the
different States attempting to win contracts, be-
cause the companies do not know which State
is to be given different pants of the contract.
These companies have a good understanding of
how the system is worked.

Mr Bryce: Which companies?
Mr COURT: I will not name specific

companies.
Recently the Minister made a public

statement along the lines that we needed a
sound industrial relations package in order to
help attract this project. Indeed, again this
morning he repeated those words in a
statement, saying that one of the important in-
itiatives to be put in place was making sure the
parties concerned could put together an indus-
trial relations package which would help a
company and make it easier for the Federal
Government to decide to give the contract to
this State.

I realise the significance of this requirement
and, indeed, I wrote to the Minister saying that
the Opposition wanted to offer its full cooper-
ation and assistance in helping to prepare such
a package, because it realises that this contract
will go on for many years; whichever State wins
it will see the contract continue for perhaps 20
years. Governments change and it is important
that there is an understanding on both sides
about what must be achieved.

In reply to my letter the Minister said that he
was happy to arrange for a briefing to update
the Opposition on the project. I think that was
about 20 May, and officers of the Industrial
Development Department gave us another
good briefing, for which we are very grateful. I
thank the Minister for allowing that briefing to
take place.

At that briefing the different steps the
Government was taking to try to win this major
construction project were again explained-the
same steps that it had been explained to us
were taking place a year ago.

What is of concern to us is that the feedback
we are getting is that WA is not looking good in
its attempt to win this project. We in the Oppo-
sition have the distinct impression that the
Federal Government has said, "Okay, you
chaps can get so much; we have given you what
you are getting. The other States will get the
rest of the goodies."

Mr Bryce: Did you say that at the briefing?
Mr COURT: The Minister could have sat in

on the briefing if he wanted to know exactly
what took place. I am prepared to tell him what
took place. We were very frank and we went
through the Government's steps in detail,
asking a lot of pertinent questions.

One casual question I asked was, "What has
happened to Mr Peter Horobin?". We were
told that he had resigned on the Friday pre-
vious to the Monday on which the briefing was
held. I had asked the question because he was
the person taking the public profile in trying to
attract this project. We had not been in league
with the TLC on this exercise.

Mr Bryce: I am surprised. You are dealing
with a mischievous individual.

Mr COURT: Mr Meacham?
Mr Bryce: Yes. Didn't you know he is known

as "mischievous Mr Meacham"?
Mr COURT: What a terrible thing to say.
Peter Horobin is a leading naval expert,

highly regarded in naval circles throughout
Australia, and he is the person who achieved a
preat deal in the time he was with the Govern-
ment. I do not know the inner workings of it
all, but it was a sad day that he resigned. Actu-
ally, I had to laugh at the following comment I
read* in the 21 May edition of The West
Australian-

A spokeman for Mr Bryce said that Mr
Horobin had neither resigned nor been
dismissed.

After reading that I do not know how he left-
by some means in the middle apparently.

The official story in the Press was that the
project had moved into a project-management
phase and did not require the skills of Mr
Homobin. That was the information we were
given at the briefing when I asked my question.
It seems strange, because Mr Horobin is an
engineer.

Mr Bryce: What?
Mr COURT: He has an engineering back-

ground, although perhaps the Minister can cor-
rect me. The Minister's department already
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employs a first-class project engineer, who is no
doubt employed to help put together the
project phase of this contract.

Mr Bryce: Who is that?
Mr COURT: I think his name is Phil

Ralston.
Mr Bryce: If the torpedos are as far off the

mark as you are, it will be a waste of time
winning the project.

Mr COURT: From what we have been told
from officers of the Minister's department, that
is his name. Phil Ralston was a senior army
officer whose skill is in project management,
and he is an engineer.

Mr Bryce: He is not a project engineer.
Mr COURT: That is certainly how it was

explained to us.
Because of the seriousness and importance of

this project, the Opposition has been trying to
find out what really has been taking place in-
side the Minister's department, because stories
which have been coming out are certainly very
conflicting. It seems to boil down to the fact
that many people believe that the Government
is not really dinkumi about trying to win the
construction phase of this project. That con-
cerns us. As I mentioned earlier, those
companies around Australia that are trying to
be a part of this contract are saying that, a year
ago Western Australia was in a superb position
to win the contract, but it is now slipping back.
We certainly should be in a superb position to
win the contract, because we have everything
going for us to enable us to win it.

South Australia is coming on very strongly. It
has a Minister who is very competently backed
by Premier Bannon. I do not know who is re-
sponsible for their PR work, but they seem to
be doing the right thing at the right time in a
team effort.

Mr Bryce: What do you mean by that?
Mr COURT: Our local newspapers tell of

Premier Bannon's being in Western Europe
talking to the Swedes and the Germans, or
being in America talking to somebody else. He
and his Minister-I think his name is Jim
Duncan-work as a team in this way. Neville
Wran is the same; he has kept a very high pro-
file in this exercise. Even Premier Gray from
Tasmania seems to have got in on the deal and
he is putting forward a very good case as to why
Tasmania should receive more defence funds.

We do not hear a great deal about our Minis-
ters in Western Australia. The Minister is shak-
ing his head. I will give him a recent example of

a matter that concerned me. On 6 June this
year The Australian issued "Defence '86". This
supplement is regarded as the best defence sup-
plement ever produced in Australia. It has
taken a few years to build up to that promi-
nence. I read this supplement. It was significant
that it came out around the time the Dibb re-
port was released. I looked at the first page of
the supplement-no doubt the Deputy Premier
has seen this supplement-and began reading
it. The first page talks about many submarines
being in Sydney Harbour. I inform the Deputy
Premier that I have almost hit a few of those
submarines when sailing on Sydney Harbour.
These submarines seem to go up and down the
harbour with reckless abandon.

Mr Bryce: That is pretty reasonable. That is
where they are based.

Mr COURT: I can assure the Deputy
Premier the submarines are always in Sydney
Harbour on weekends. On Saturdays and
Sundays they are always back at home base.

Reading through this supplement, I noticed
articles by various defence personnel and ad-
vertisements by the Premiers of the various
States. John Cain advertised; New South Wales
under Neville Wran has lodged a lot of adver-
tisements; Joh Bjelke-Petersen and Robin Gray
have editorials. Look at the articles on this page
headed, "Queensland is ready to assume the
lead"; "Tasmania has unquestioned ability".
John Bannon from South Australia has placed
an advertisement. The only item I could find
from Western Australia was a small advertise-
ment inserted by the Deputy Premier's depart-
ment under the heading, "Towards a more se-
cure Australia".

Mr Bryce: Do you want us to beef up adver-
tising?

Mr COURT: Not advertising, editorial con-
tent. There is not one editorial from Western
Australia in this supplement and that concerns
me. I do not believe in extravagant advertising,
and members have heard my comments on it.
This is a major defence supplement. I took it
upon myself to ring The Australian and ask,
"Could you tell me why Western Australia was
not featured in this major defence sup-
plement?" This supplement is regarded in the
industry as being of great importance, and cer-
tainly the editorials and the effort the other
States have put into this supplement highlights
that fact. I was told that the Western Australian
Government was given plenty of notice that
this supplement was being put together and its
editorial did not arrive until the day after the

696



[Tuesday, 24 June 1986]19

supplement was printed. That concerned me
because Western Australia missed an oppor-
tunity. I know many Western Australians do
not read The Australian newspaper, but people
who are interested in defence would read it and
would get the impression that New South
Wales, Tasmania, Victoria, South Australia,
and Queensland are vitally interested and are
fighting to get not only the submarine contract,
but also some of the many other major con-
tracts listed in the article.

Mr Bryce: What was the date of the publi-
cation?

Mr COURT: It is 6 June 1986, only a couple
of weeks ago. The impression one gets from the
supplement is that Western Australia is not in
the defence business, and that is disappointing
because the Deputy Premier and the Premier
both have departments which are quite capable
of putting forward this sort of informatio n. The
Deputy Premier informed us, in answer to a
question today, that he has a number of people
specifically working on the submarine project.
The Department of Industrial Development
has 100-odd employees, indicating there is no
shortage of people who could assist in this mat-
ter. If the Premier's Department was respon-
sible-and I think it might have been respon-
sible in this case-for submitting the editorial
to this supplement, someone has slipped up.
We have heard from the Premier's utterances
in recent days, and the fact that he has had to
bring in an economic statement today, that
Western Australia is struggling; Western
Australia is having problems. Western
Australia is not experiencing the economic
good times it has been used to for the last 20-
odd years and we are now finding ourselves in
a situation where we will have to accept a
cutback in our standard of living, as the
Premier said.

That rea~y admits defeat. This State badly
needs major construction projects of this
nature to help things along. Such projects not
only would help the heavy engineering indus-
tries, but also they would assist the high tech-
nology and design industries about which the
Deputy Premier speaks so often. They could
get stuck right into such a project.

When I was in Holland a year or so ago I
talked with people who do tank testing for sub-
marine designs and I was obviously told that
the Dutch were greatly in favour of Australia's
purchasing Dutch submarines. The Australian
Navy decided against that because they were
too expensive; but it was interesting to note
that the technology and expertise being used to

design these submarines is very similar to that
being used to des 'ign 12-metre yachts off
Fremantle at present. In Australia we now have
a team of people who are leaders in the world
in this area of design activity and at the mo-
ment they are based in Western Australia. We
should ensure we do not lose this expertise. I
know I am digressing a little here-I am sure
the Deputy Premier realises this-but I point
out the winged keels being used on yachts at
present require the same testing expertise
which is used in designing submarine shapes.

The Deputy Premier might be surprised to
know that the Opposition does meet the TLC
from time to time-I inform himn we have not
met in recent months so there has been no
liaison in relation to this exercise-but during
the couple of meetings I have attended during
the last year or so one matter that the Oppo-
sition and the TLC agreed upon was the need
for major construction projects in Western
Australia with a high level of Western
Australian content.

Mr Bryce: Do you support the concept of the
Industrial Supply Office?

Mr COURT: One does not need to establish
an industrial supplies office to achieve a higher
Western, Australian content.

Mr Bryce: So you do not-
Mr COURT: We should have efficient, effec-

tive personnel at the moment-
Mr Bryce: So you don't support it?
Mr COURT: Let me finish. The present de-

partment is capable of introducing efficient
purchasing arrangements.

Mr Bryce: So you don't?
Mr COURT: I do not care what the Deputy

Premier wants to call it. If the Deputy Premier
took the time-no doubt he has done so-to
read one of our policies which lists changes we
would like to see in the present activities of
Government departments he would see the in-
itiatives we support. We are very concerned
that Government departments which spend
hundreds of millions of dollars, even thousands
of millions of dollars, a year, do not spend
enough of that money in Western Australia. A
new department does not need to be estab-
lished to make sure money is spent correctly.
Current employees should be doing an efficient
job.

The one thing that the TLC and we agree on
is the need for major projects with a high level
of Western Australian content. This one is
ideal. The Premier and the Ministers con-
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cerned should get their act together to try to
win that project. The Opposition has said
already that it will provide all the support the
Government needs. I would like to think that,
now the TLC has its concerns off its chest, all
parties can come up with a plan to put the
project back on the rails.

Another project about which we do not hear
much and one which I believe the Government
should be attempting to attract to this State is
the major Army training facility proposed by
the Federal Government. There has been much
objection by the rural community to the estab-
lishment of this facility in New South Wales
and Victoria. I believe that a Government in-
quiry is caking place at this time into whether
the Army training facility should be built in
either of those States. It is an ideal opportunity
for this Government to attempt to attract it to
this State. I know that the powers that be in the
East, and particularly in Canberra, do not like
the idea of an Army training facility of that
nature being established in Western Australia.
They seem to be opposed to spending any
money in this State. The Deputy Premier
knows that it is a battle to get those people
interested in basing anything in Western
Australia.

I believe that the Deputy Premier and his
department have had little involvement in try-
ing to win that project for this State- I received
an answer to a question only minutes ago. The
question requested information on how many
people within the Industrial Development De-
partnment are working directly towards winning
the submarine project and the Army training
facility for Western Australia. The answer, as it
related to the Army facility, was that one de-
partmental officer is working part-time on that
exercise. Another Government department
might be involved, [ do not know; but I would
have thought that a project of this size would
certainly come within the responsibilities of the
Minister for Defence Liaison and that more
effort would be made to try to win that project.

There is no doubt, when one looks at the
things required for the establishment of that
facility, that Western Australia is ideal. I be-
lieve that members opposite--certainly the
member for Kalgoorlie-agree that Kalgoorlie
is a good central point for the facility to be
based. Its establishment requires a number of
things. A lot of land is required because tramn-
ing is carried out on tanks and artillery, and
there is much good land in that area. Good
transport facilities are also required. What bet-
ter transport can one get than a standard-gauge

line across this country? An established town
nearby is also necessary.

I think the people in Canberra are baulking.
They do not like the idea of having a major
Arny facility centred around Kalgoorlie. That
concerns me. Certainly the infrastructure avail-
able is as good as anywhere in Australia.

Mr Bryce: Would you believe that the De-
partment of Defence does not accept that,
topographically Or geographically, the area it is
looking for exists anywhere near Kalgoorlie. It
is talking about artillery exercises and tank ex-
ercises. There may be other parts of Australia
which are suitable topographically. It has not
been a political judgment; it is a judgment of
the Department of Defence.

Mr COURT: I am sure that there are three
and a half thousand reasons why the Depart-
ment of Defence does not want to put an Army
training facility in Western Australia. It is this
Government's job to overcome those
objections and to have it established in West-
ern Australia. That is what Governments
should be about. It should not listen to
bureaucrats who say that the topography is not
right. I would have thought that the topography
around Kalgoorlie is typical of the topography
of 90 per cent of Australia.

I have been told that the other area which is
considered to be ideal for training exercises is
in the Kimberley. I believe that an exercise is
being planned currently to take place in that
area.

Mr Taylor: One was held a couple of years
ago-

Mr COURT: Yes, Port Hedland was taken
over, as I remember. Ten thousand were not
needed to do it; one person did it on a Sunday
afternoon.

The whole idea of a training facility is to be
able to move people around quickly. I think the
exercise is being planned for 1987. That area
typifies a lot of the rugged country that we have
in the north of our State; and we have heard
much recently about defending the north of our
country.

I am sure there are many objections to basing
this facility around Kalgoorlie. Let us over-
come the objections and put up a good case for
its establishment in that area. I believe that it
makes sense to put it in the Kalgoorlie region.
Western Australia might have only about 10
per cent of the population of this country but
we all know that we produce about 22 per cent
of the export income and that is a good enough
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reason to have more of our defence forces
based here.

I am concerned about why the Stale Govern-
ment is not making any noise about the estab-
lishment of the facility in Western Australia
when one considers the amount of investment
that would be involved. I have been told that
there has been a conflict of personalities. We all
know about the conflict that occurred between
the TLC and the Deputy Premier. We all know
that the Deputy Premier and the Federal Min-
ister for Defence share an electorate and seem
to be able to get on when they talk about sub-
marines. However, the member for Kalgoorlie
seems to be in conflict with the Federal Minis-
ter for Defence. I am not sure whether it is
because of his outspoken comments about what
sort of submarines the Australian Navy should
have. I think at one stage the member for
Kalgoorlie attempted to take legal action
against the Government to stop it from going
ahead with its proposal to buy Swedish and
German submarines. Apparently the member
for Kalgoorlie was keen for the Federal
Government to buy British submarines, and
nuclear submarines at that. Perhaps that is the
difficulty for the State Government. It certainly
does not seem keen to push for the establish-
ment of the Army training facility in Western
Australia. I suggest that that conflict be
eliminated so that the Governments can work
as a team, at both State and Federal level, to
have the Army training facility established in
this State.

This matter has been of concern to the Oppo-
sition for some time. It was necessary for both
the TLC and the Confederation of Western
Australian Industr to get a message to the
Premier advising him that not enough was be-
ing done to win this contract. Not only does the
Government have to get its act together on this
matter, but also it has to explain why it is not
doing more to attract the Army training facility
to Western Australia. The Opposition offers its
support to make sure that that facility comes to
this State.

The next point about which I wish to speak
relates to the purchase of Western Australian-
made goods. The Prime Minister, in recent
times, has been using all sorts of excuses about
why this country is not performing well and
why our balance of payments situation is
deteriorating.

One thing the Prime Minister suggested was
that Australians should buy Australian made
goods because we seem to have been con-
ditioned to buying imported products and we

have lost any drive we might have had to pro-
mote locally made products. What I suggest to
the State Government is that it reverts to an
old-fashioned idea and reactivates pride in
Western Australians to purchase locally-made
goods. I am sure the Government can
reactivate the campaign whereby Western
Australians are encouraged to buy products
which carry the Western Australian birthmark.
The Prime Minister may suggest that
Australians buy Australian-made goods, but it
is time the State Government gave its support
to local manufacturers. Western Australians
seem to have lost the drive to buy locally-made
goods.

For a small cost the Government could
reactivate the campaign to buy local products.
In the 10 years in which the previous campaign
was in place a generation of Western
Australians became conditioned to looking for
the birthmark and buying Western Australian-
made products. This State has the most to gain
from such a campaign because it has to import
a lot of its products not only from the Eastern
States, but also from overseas.

If we are genuine about providing jobs for
our children and creating more jobs in Western
Australia, we must be genuine about instilling
pride into Western Australians to buy locally-
made goods.

The original campaign was initiated in 1969
and surveys show that it increased people's
awareness of and encouraged them to buy
locally-made goods.

As I said previously, I know it is an old-
fashioned idea and that it is not an initiative of
this Government, but it is the type of campaign
which Western Australians can get behind. In
this way we would be helping this State instead
of resorting to buying products from other
States and from overseas.

I appreciate the opportunity to say a few
words about the concerns that are being
expressed publicly in the defence area. For
many years Western Australia has not received
its fair share of defence spending and Govern-
ments of both political persuasions are to
blame. This State is now in a prime position to
start winning its fair share of defence spending
and this Government should get behind proj-
ects such as army training and submarine fa-
cilities.

I refer to the Premier's economic statement
which members in this House heard earlier
today. It is of considerable concern to the Op-
position that this Government has been in
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office for nearly four years and we find that the
average working person in this State is
confronted with a miserable plight. The
Premier now tells this House that people in this
State will have to accept cuts in their standard
of living. One of the joys of living in Australia
was that we could rely on the standard of living
improving and we all had confidence in this
country and were optimistic about its future.
However, that is disappearing.

I do not think that members opposite fully
understand the disincentives associated with
the taxation package which they supported last
year. They did not fully understand the effect
of cutting out negative gearing on rental hous-
ing; the true effect of the capital gains tax; the
true effect of the entertainment tax; or the ef-
fect of the fringe benefits tax.

Mr Thomas: The imputation of company
dividends-

Mr COURT: When does that start?
Mr Thomas: It will encourage investment.

Mr COURT: The member for Welshpool. is
talking about the imputation of company divi-
dends and I ask him when that will come in.

Mr Thomas: That is not the point. It is part
of the package.

Mr COURT: If we are lucky, it will come in
next year. The level of company tax is part of
that deal and it will also go up. If members
opposite want to support the Federal Govern-
ment's taxation policy-and they did so last
year-they had better do so now because one
by one they are backing away from it. We have
the new member for Maylands saying that he
does not want a fringe benefits tax and that we
should have a broad consumption tax- Where
was the member for Maylands last year when
this Government was supporting the Federal
Government in the introduction of its tax pack-
age?

Mr Hassell- He never spoke out before the
election.

Mr COURT: It is quite timely and a clever
thing to do to dissociate oneself from the fringe
benefits tax now that the reality of that form of
taxation has been felt.

I was interested to hear the Premier say that
the Government should cut back on wasteful
corporate advertising being undertaken by
Government departments. How long has the
Opposition been saying that? One had only to
turn on the television prior to the last election
to see advertisements showing people walking

through daisy fields advertising the Water
Authority and other Government departments.

The Industrial Development Department not
only spent a fortune on its advertising, but also
its advertisement was made in the Eastern
States.

Mr Hassell: What about the Lotteries Com-
mission?

Mr COURT: I do not know about that.
Mr Brian Burke: The Lotteries Commission

has not been subject to any direction.
Mr COURT: The people of this State have

witnessed a large sum of money being wasted
on television advertising by this Government.
The advertising did not stop after the last elec-
tion; it is still continuing.

I made the point recently that I watched a
television programme which highlighted the
closure of the Fabcast factory, which was to
take place the following day, and in the follow-
ing advertisement break, the Industrial Devel-
opment Department was advertising that the
department was established to help the people
of Western Australia. Members opposite must
realise that it costs a lot of money to run such
an advertisement, and I am not taking into con-
sideration the money which is spent making it.

Mr Hassell: The Water Authority still runs
the advertisement.

Mr COURT: That is typical of the waste of
money by this Government. The advertise-
ments may have helped the Labor Party get
back into Government, but they must stop. The
Government is saying that it must restrict
spending in Government departments. The
Opposition has been saying that for a long
time;, the waste of money must stop.

Every time the Chairman of Committees or
one of the Government advisers is given a car
it costs this State money. You, Mr Deputy
Speaker, should not have a smile on your face.
You have been in business and should know
what it costs to run a car. It is not just the cost
of buying the car-

Mr Hassell: I would be surprised if he re-
members how much it costs to run a car, he has
had a Government car for so long.

Mr COURT: This Government has had its
spending sprees and it is time it set an example
to the people of this State.

Last week I said in this Parliament that I was
concerned about the last-minute spending by
Government departments. Members opposite
thought it was smart to be silly about it. I came
up with an idea that the system should be
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reversed; incentives should be introduced to
make it worthwhile for Government depart-
ments to come in under budget to be frugal and
to show responsibility and efficiency in
Government affairs. Members opposite
thought it was funny, but the next day the
Government said it would look into this prob-
lemn because it realised that it was not a silly
matter and that a great deal of money is wasted
in the month before the end of the financial
year.

Mr D. L. Smith: The Public Accounts Com-
mittee decided to do something about that last
year.

Mr COURT: The Public Accounts Com-
mittee decided it would do something about it
the day after I made my comments in the
House. It may have been a coincidence but it is
an example of the type of thing that has to be
done to cut back on wasteful expenditure.

Governments must set the example. If they
do not do so, they cannot preach to people that
they must accept restraints. The Premier is
wasting his time telling the business com-
munity that it has to pull its weight. It has been
squeezed dry. The sad thing about this taxation
package is that it is not yet fully understood by
the business community. When it is, the confi-
dence required by the income producing sector
of this economy will drop. People will not risk
money or make the sorts of investment de-
cisions necessary to get this country back on
the rails without confidence.

The Premier must try to instill that confi-
dence, instead of hitting everybody over the
head with what he expects them to accept. The
Premier should have taken the lead when the
tax debate was on last year. He should have set
an example. The Government is now bemoan-
ing the effect the tax will have on our mining
industry. Members opposite have been to
Brazil. The member for Fremantle, the Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy, knows the sort of
competition we are up against. He knows what
effect the fringe benefits tax will have on that
industry. He knows that, if he now fights for
the exemption of that industry-

Mr Parker: I did fight for it. I fought for it for
six months.

Mr COURT: The Minister did not say "boo"
in this House.

Mr Parker: That's absolute nonsense! I will
send you the speeches.

Mr Hassell: They sat there and voted against
every motion we put up against the tax pack-
age.

Mr Parker: We wouldn't vote for your stupid
little motions. We did some real work on the
subject. We got some major concessions,
although not as many as we would have liked.

Mr COURT: It has become very popular for
members opposite to dissociate themselves
from those proposals, but the point I want to
make to the Minister is that although his going
out and fighting for exemptions for that indus-
try is a good thing, other industries in this
country will still suffer. Other industries are
also battling.

Last night, I was speaking to a gentleman
who is in the hospitality industry. He has hotels
and similar operations throughout the State.
Mr Deputy Speaker, you would be well aware
of the problems of staffing hotels in remote
parts of this State. This gentleman has become
very concerned about the effect the fringe ben-
efits tax will have on his country operations. It
is not only the mining industry which will be
adversely affected by the tax. It is not only the
rural community that will suffer. Every indus-
try in this country, particularly those in remote
areas, will be affected. Those in remote areas
will be the worst affected because good benefits
must be provided in order to attract staff to
places like the Kimberleys. Those are the sorts
of problems that are being thrust upon business
operators in this country. It is a serious situ-
ation and one of concern to me.

The Premier's statement today does not
achieve a great deal. We will not see an im-
provement in conditions until there is a major
change in the Government's attitude towards
ways of helping the business community.

I support the legislation before us today. It
provides funds to the Government until the
Budget is brought down some time in
September.

MR HJASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.15 pi.m.]: The Treasurer's Ad-
vance Authorization Bill 1986 is subject to the
Financial Administration and Audit Bill 1985,
which was passed and became an Act in the last
session of the Parliament. That Act in turn was
formulated to replace the Audit Act of 1904
and to increase the accountability of the public
sector.

The aim of the Treasurer's Advance
Authorization Bill is to set a monetary limit of
$150 million and to determine the purposes for
the operation of the Treasurer's Advance Ac-
count for the financial year, as set out in sec-
tion 8 of the Financial Administration and
Audit Act.
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The purposes for which the Treasurer may
make advances are listed in section 5 (1)(a), (b,),
and (c) of the Bill. They are the usual public
works and services to allow the Government of
the State to proceed until the appropriations
are made in the Budget.

This Bill reflects a traditional parliamentary
procedure which is to give the Government a
certain amount of money-not nearly enough
to carry it through the whole year-to keep it
going until the Parliament has had the oppor-
tunity to consider the Budget. The Bill will en-
able the Treasurer's Advance Account to be-
come a statutory account recording moneys
withdrawn from the public bank account for
the Treasurer to make advances at his dis-
cretion and to keep Government more account-
able.

The Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill
will lapse at 30 June each year. I assume that
this one will not lapse at that time or we might
be in a lot of trouble.

Mr Cowan: Its big problem is that it might
not get started.

Mr HASSELL: That is right.

The Treasurer's Advance Account payments
will be charged against the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund or the General Loan and Capital
Work Funds pending parliamentary appropri-
ation the following year when new projects and
appropriation are needed. Advance payment
for other purposes will be recoverable from the
relevant public authorities and offices.

This Bill appears to adhere to the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985 and the
substance of the Bill fonmilises the authoris-
ation power of the Treasury. The legislation, of
itself, has the support of the Opposition as part
of the normal budgetary process.

I take the opportunity presented by this de-
bate-which allows for general matters to be
dealt with-to deal with a matter of some
interest to the Parliament. It is noteworthy that
the Parliament has not yet seen presented the
Government's proposals for electoral change. It
is significant that none of those have come for-
ward, although they have been greatly heralded
and much trumpeted by the Government.
Interestingly, there has been very little said on
the subject in recent weeks. The Government
has not spoken so much about its proposals for
electoral change. Indeed, after the incredible
and amazing events at Geraldion, that is per-
haps not surprising.

Geraldton saw the moment of truth for the
Government on the subject of electoral change.
After the meeting at Geraldton the then Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services who was
also the former Minister for Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform resigned and left the Govern-
menit in disgust and, indeed, dismay at what he
saw going on. Never has there been such an
indictment of a Government by a Minister as
that by Mr Arthur Tonkin when he resigned.
He accused his own Government of dishonesty
and lack of integrity, the very issues that we
have raised time and again in relation to the
activities of the Government in a number of
areas, particularly financial areas. Mr Tonkin,
as the Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices, in a personal and confidential letter to
the Premier dated 26 April 1986 said-

I hereby tender my resignation from the
Ministry. Such resignation is to be effec-
tive immediately. I have informed the
news media of my decision.

He informed the news media before he told the
Premier because he wanted to make sure that
there could be no turning back. Such was his
disgust and determination. He went on to say
some very significant words-

To hear my colleagues say, as they did in
Geraldton on Sunday night, that we must
make absolutely sure that the bill, which
will contain the promises we had made to
the people at the election, is defeated was
to hear betrayed all that I have tried to
stand for as a member of the Australian
Labor Party. The fact that I made the
promise on the part of the Government
makes my own position untenable.

I had never thought it possible that I
would hear such a betrayal of basic Labor
principles from people whom I believed
were my comrades in arms. I cannot con-
tinue to serve in a Government from
which I feel totally alienated.

Further, I believe that such an insincere
attitude to the question of electoral reform
will be communicated to the people. This
will have a disastrous effect upon the
Government and upon the cause of elec-
toral reform.

If our main purpose is to stay in Govern-
ment and if we are prepared to be
corrupted in the pursuit of that imperative,
then we must pant company.

That was not the Opposition saying those
things; it was a Minister of the Crown referring
to that political party being corrupt. It was the
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Minister who attended that Cabinet meeting in
Geraldton and who heard what his colleagues
were plotting. He heard that they had no inten-
tion of carrying out the policies of the Labor
Party as enunciated to the people at the elec-
tion only a few weeks beforehand.

It is interesting that twice in the one day we
are able to see on the record-not as a result of
assertions by the Opposition but on the
record-that this Government is no more com-
mitted to fulfilling its election promises than it
is to joining the Liberal Party. Its only interest
is to maintain itself in office.

On Sunday, 20 April, or the next morning,
the Cabinet meeting in Geraldton was
confronted with the reality that it had done
well under the Western Australian electoral
system and it would be extremely uncomfort-
able to make the changes that it had professed,
and indeed advertised for years.

As we drove around the city we would see
bumper stickers proclaiming: "Everyone's vote
should be equal. Let the people decide." Where
did that principle go when this Cabinet got to
Geraldton? Mr Deputy Speaker, I can tell you
where it went; it went out of the window, be-
cause amongst others, the member for
Geraldton discovered the inconvenience of
principle over pragmatism.

Mr Parker Just wait and see; let our Bill go
through.

Mr HASSELL: Yes. The member for Morley-
Swan said what he felt when his colleagues
said, as they did in Geraldton on that Sunday,
"We must be absolutely sure that the Bill is
defeated."

Mr Parker Let it through.
Mr HASSELL: Of course the Government

must make sure that the Bill is defeated. We
might contemplate also the words which ap-
pear on page 2 of the Minister's letter of resig-
nation. It reads-

It seems that this Government is tread-
ing the same cynical path trodden by the
Tonkin Government when its Legislative
of Western Australia bill, with its attend-
ant five minutes speech by the Minister,
facilitated the union of conservatives on
both sides of the Parliament in their
ridicule of those who would introduce into
Western Australia a decent and honour-
able electoral system.

Strong words.
Mr Parker: Will you agree that it is not an

equitable electoral system?

Several members inteijected.
Mr HASSELL: Mr Deputy Speaker!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: Thank you, Mr Deputy

Speaker. He said this-
I wish you well. Pragmatism in politics is

necessary. But there is a line beyond which
we should not go. When that line has been
reached is a matter for judgement by each
individual person. I believe that there has
been a betrayal of basic principles. Such a
course of action makes politics an ephem-
eral plaything.

Those words are an apt description of the ac-
tivities of the Premier and Government of this
State. It is an ephemeral plaything; a game to
be played to obtain and maintain office, un-
founded in principle, in honesty, or in integ-
rity.

The announcement of this matter came as a
bombshell. The media was excited. Issues were
raised and comments were written. Then all
was silent. The ex-Minister did not make any
further statements, and the Government did
not make any statements, for obvious reasons.
Everything went away.

There came into my possession written evi-
dence which shows why the then Minister did
what he did and why he said what he did. The
Cabinet minute of what happened at Geraldton
spells it out. The Cabinet minute considered by
this Government amounts to a misnomer. This
gang of political plunderers sitting around a
table in Geraldton was considering a Cabinet
minute.

What is the minute about? It is about how
the Government can plunder the electoral
system and keep itself in office; how it can put
up a front and have it defeated so that it can
satisfy its commitment to the Democrats and
satisfy the people in its own party.

Mr Parker: Let the Bill through.
Mr HASSELL: The Government will not do

anything at all in the hope and trust that at the
next election it might gain ultimate control of
the Upper House under the present system so
that it can achieve that all on its own.

There is all this high-sounding talk to the
Democrats about a fair electoral system. That
went out of the window when the Cabinet min-
ute was considered at Geraldion. When that
Cabinet minute was considered and discussed,
the minute which led the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services to resign in disgust
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and refer to betrayal of basic principles, the
game was being played!

What that Cabinet minute at Geraldion
showed was that the Government was looking
for an excuse to blame the Opposition for the
defeat of its legislation so as to justify Com-
monwealth interference in the State's Consti-
tution; at the very least to let it off the book.

What political swindlers! What dishonest
people to have undertaken such a course of
action!

The Cabinet minute also showed that the
Government was not looking for a bipartisan
approach to electoral reform but wanted its
own legislation defeated to enable it to go for-
ward with the same system in the hope that it
might gain power in both Houses and thereby
have the capacity to make it permanent, as is
its real intention.

The Cabinet minute indicates that this
Government has seriously considered the legal
ramifications of avoiding the constitutional
provisions requiring that there be a refer-
endum.

Let me remind the House again of the slogan
for which this Government is responsible: Let
the people decide! Let me remind the House of
all the arguments put up by this Government
when its legislation was defeated, about how
the Liberals were not prepared to allow the
matter to go to a referendum. Yet members of
this Government sat around a Cabinet table in
Geraldton and considered the provisions of a
Cabinet minute which contemplated how they
could perhaps avoid the requirement to have a
referendum; how they could perhaps, under the
law, repeal the requirement to have a refer-
endum and thereby avoid that for all time.

It also showed that they contemplated a
substantial increase in the number of members
of Parliament, at enormous cost to the people
of this State, at a time of financial difficulty, as
a way of satisfying their electoral ambitions
and protecting themselves. What a cynical, dis-
gusting operation it was that went on at
Geraldton! No wonder the member for Morley-
Swan, the Minister who had fought out this
issue for years on their behalf, resigned in dis-
gust. No wonder he told the Government he
was not prepared to sit there and be part of it.
No wonder he said that pragmatism had gone
absolutely beyond the bounds of decency and
integrity. This Government was shown up by
its own lengthy Cabinet minute, a 12-page
analysis of how it could avoid the law and in-
crease the size of the Parliament, of how many

percentages would apply, and of how the
Government could set up a system which was
neither more nor less than an abrogation of
everything the Minister had said.

I remind the House, too, that on Tuesday, 10
June, the member for Floreat, the shadow Min-
ister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform,
asked the Minister for Parliamentary and Elec-
loral Reform this simple question-

Is the Government considering increas-
ins the number of members of Parliament
as part of its consideration of parliamen-
tary and electoral change?

Members should note those very simple words.
The quick reply from the Minister was-

I am sure that all the people present in
the Chamber today will be delighted to
know that the Government is not contem-
plating increasing the number of members
in the Legislative Assembly or the Legislat-
ive Council...-

Mr Bryce: That is right.

Mr HASSELL: But it did contemplate it.

Mr Bryce: Correct, we did, in the past. But
we made a decision not to.

Mr HASSELL: Indeed, the Government
made many decisions, and I know a bit about
some of those decisions, too; and at the right
time I will tell the House all about it.

Here we have a minute in which the Govern-
ment looks at the possibilities of having a Par-
liament with an increased membership of
something like 69.

Mr Bryce: Look a bit closer; there was
another option of 83.

Mr HASSELL: This Premier, who came into
the Parliament today and made an economic
statement-I would have thought it was a
budgetary statemrent-about restraint and con-
trol of Government, and repeated the 1983
claptrap about exercising restraint and control,
sat in Geraldton with his Cabinet colleagues on
20 April and contemplated a Legislative As-
sembly of 69 members.

Mr Spriggs: That would take some advisers!

Mr HASSELL: My word!

Mr Bryce: If the Leader of the Opposition
were prepared to look a little closer, he would
see there was another option for 83 members.
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Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier is now
admitting what he has never told the public
before, because he has been caught out once
again, along with his colleagues, in the monu-
mental dishonesty and lack of integrity of this
Government. Within weeks of the election they
were sitting at a Cabinet table contemplating
the avoidance of legislation which requires that
people be given a vote on changes to the Con-
stitution. That was the first thing, and the sec-
ond was that they were contemplating increas-
ing the number of members of Parliament
substantially so as to fit in with their devious
plans for electoral change.

All of this serves to vindicate the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
Not that I agree with him, nor with his pro-
posals in the past, nor with his view on this
matter; but at least, of all those sitting on that
side of the House, one of them-and one
only-had the decency, the honesty, and the
integrity, to say that there was a limit to cyni-
cism and dishonesty. This Government will
now find that yet another example of its monu-
mental dishonesty has been put on the record
and will stand against it-for the second time
in one day!

We are here to debate a financial measure
that relates to the way in which this State is
governed in terms of expenditure. The State is
said to be in bad shape, to have a deficit of
$306 million between what the Government
departments want to spend next year and the
increased revenue that will be available. Yet
look at this Government's financial record. We
see that over three years, after past promises,
there is a substantial growth of I I per cent in
the Public Service. If the Government had kept
its promise in 1983 in relation to increases in
Government services, there would be no
financial problem today.

We see that the Government has told a whole
series of half-truths to the Parliament about its
involvement with Mr Gadenne and his concert
flop. We still have not heard half the story, nor
half the truth. We still do not know what Mr
Gadenne got out of it. We have heard a lot of
rubbishy stories about Mr Gadenne forgoing a
fee.

I challenge the Premier and Treasurer to
stand up and tell this Parliament that Mr
Gadenne received no fee and no expenses for
the Gadenne concert, did not have a trip to
(23)

America on the taxpayers of this State, did not
have trips-

Mr Spriggs: Did not have a Government car!

Mr HASSELL: -did not have a Govern-
ment car-and did not have trips to the East-
ern States when the Gadenne concerts were
performed over there. Think of it! The Govern-
ment brings a series of international performers
to Western Australia for a Year of the Visitor
concert which is intended to attract people to
Western Australia, and the man appointed by
the Government to organise that concert went
from the disaster which he made here to the
same series of concerts in the Eastern States.
That is not a comment on the incompetence of
Mr Gadenne-which was monumental-but
on the incompetence of this Government.

Mr Williams: The Premier took full responsi-
bility.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, indeed, the Premier took
full responsibility because he was busy protect-
ing his baby, his plaything, the Western
Australian Development Corporation. It was of
course that corporation which was involved
from the outset in organising the concert on
behalf of the Government.

Mr Thomas: You have had some pretty
hopeless business ventures.

Mr Laurance: Most were designed to create
jobs. How many jobs will this concert create?

Mr HASSELL: That is true. That bit is right.
The programme cost $203 000 and only 5 000
people turned up at the concert on 5 April.

When they got to Canberra on 12 April it was
sold out! The Western Australian concert was
put on at the risk and cost of the taxpayers of
this State to promote the Year of the Visitor.
The man organising the concert did not make it
exclusive to Western Australia-which a child
in first bubs should have been able to work out
was the very essence of having the concert in
Western Australia. It was a disastrous flop in
Western Australia and the promoter had the
gall to accompany the touring party to the east-
ern States to attend sell-out concerts.

This Government is dishing up these people
to this State as supposedly being capable of
dealing with matters on behalf of Western
Australia. Although the Premier, perhaps
magnanimously and perhaps for real political
purposes, accepted full responsibility, let it be
recorded that this is the work of the Western
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Australian Events Foundation Ply Ltd which is
a subsidiary of the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation, Its business directors are
the very people who are suing a member of
the Opposition because they do not like public
criticism of their work. When they are involved
in such monumental incompetence at the ex-
pense of the taxpayers of this State they will be
subject to public criticism and all the account-
ability that we can bring to bear despite the
roadblocks to that accountability that have
been erected by this Government.

The Premier and members of this Govern-
ment talk about financial administration and
audit, committees to examine this, committees
to examine that, a new role for the Public Ac-
counts Committee-we will see how keen they
are for a new role for the Public Accounts Com-
mittee when we propose that there be
transferred to that committee for investigation
some of the activities of the Western Australian
Exim Corporation, another one of the
Premier's playthings, another one of his organ-
nsations-and financial responsibility, yet at
this time of hardship, did members notice how
many pages were contained in the Premier's
statement today? There were 28, but nowhere
in those 28 pages did the Premier announce
that he would give up his two extra Ministers;
not on his life. They will not be given up.

Mr Williams: And the 14 advisers he will
need for each Minister.

Mr HASSELL: What is going to be given
away? The financial record of this Government
is appalling but, more importantly, the record
of integrity of this Government is in uatters.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [4.44 p.m.]: I want to
make a brief contribution to this debate and to
begin basically where the Leader of the Oppo-
sition left off.

Mr Bryce: Are you going to talk about the
Bill?

Mr MacKINNON: I will talk about whatever
I feel like talking about because this is that type
of debate. I choose to begin with the Premier's
economic statement to the Parliament.

At the outset, the Leader of the Opposition's
contribution to the debate this afternoon, given
that he had very little time in which to prepare
his response to the Premier, was one of the best
contributions that I have heard in this Parlia-
ment in recent times; it clearly showed the in-
adequacy of the Premier's statement and
showed it up for what it was.

Mr Cart: I thought you spent more time in
the Chamber than that.

Mr MacKINNON: I was here all the time.
The Premier's statement delivered two basic
messages to me: firstly, that the Premier com-
pletely misunderstands the economic situation
facing Australia today; or if it was supposed to
be an economic statement, it failed in that re-
spect. Secondly, the document itself failed to
make any really tough decisions.

Over the 12 weeks since the Premier
returned from the Premiers' Conference we
have been led to believe that, on behalf of the
people of Western Australia, the Premier
would make some really tough decisions be-
cause of the very tough future we are facing.
The Premier has clearly reneged on that re-
sponsibility and has not faced up to any of the
really tough decisions that he should be making
in our hour of economic crisis.

The Premier's misunderstanding of our
economic situation is no more clearly
expressed than on page 4 of his statement
where he said-

In March this year, profits represented
14.6 per cent of gross non-farm domestic
product, up substantially from 12.9 per
cent in March, 1983.

He then went on to say-
But despite the higher levels of growth

and the leap in profits, new investment,
especially in plant and equipment, has
been disappointing.

It amazes me that the Premier repeats that
statement which has been mouthed for so lone
by people like Simon Crean, members of the
TLC in this State, and others-the fact that the
real problem in Australia at the moment is that
profits are healthy; so it is the failure of the
private sector to invest. The Premier, Simon
Crean, and others in the union movement
would have us believe that that is the real prob-
lem. It is not surprising to me that the business
community will not invest, when one looks at
the economic performance of the current
Government, at the record levels of interest
rates which they will have to pay if they borrow
money to invest, and at the very uncertain fu-
ture they are facing in Australia today.

The Federal Treasurer, who is supposed to
be in charge of the economy of Australia, and
has been for the last three years, indicates to
the people of Australia that Australia is about
to become-if it is not already-a banana re-
public. The Premier has the cheek to come in
here and to say that despite all of this, new
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investment has been disappointing. He is dis-
appointed that businessmen have flat taken
that opportunity. The Premier, the Deputy
Premier, and members of the Government
have long been supporters of the Prime Minis-
ter's and Mr Keating's econotmic policies,
which policies have deliberately discouraged
investment, so it is no surprise to the Oppo-
sition that Australia is in the situation it is in
today. It is not only the Opposition which has
said the present situation was inevitable.

I recall having read an article by Des Keegan
in The Australian of June 1984-

Mr Parker: He is a good economic commen-
tator?

Mr MacKINNON: I think he is an outstand-
ing economic commentator.

Mr Parker: l am sure you would.
Mr MacKINNON: lHe said in June 1984 that

Australia was heading for banana-like econ-
omic symptoms. Two years ago he said we
would be in the position that no less a person
than Paul Keating has admitted we are in
today.

Mr Parker: Get what he said right. He said if
you went to GNP growth rates of less than
three per cent over a consistent period that was
the road down which you would be heading.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister does not be-
lieve we are heading down that road?

Mr Parker: I am telling you that is what he
said.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister does not be-
lieve there is an economic crisis in Australia at
all.

Mr Parker- I did not say there was not an
economic cnisis.

Mr MacKINNON: That is strange when the
Premier has come to the Parliament today and
delivered an economic statement and one of
his own Ministers says there is no economic
enis's.

Mr Parker: I did not say that.
Mr MacKINNON: He said the Federal

Treasurer does not believe we are in any danger
at this time.

I cannot understand why we were here today
listening to an economic statement. For the
benefit of the Minister for Minerals and Energy
and for other members in this House I will give
an explanation about the failure of the Premier
to face up to those necessary, tough economic
decisions. Let us look at the first really tough
decision the Premier made. The first commit-

ment given by the Government is on page 5 of
the Premier's statement. The Premier states
that the Government will seek to have the
national wage case, which is scheduled for
October, deferred until I January. Is that a
tough decision for the Premier to make? He
will argue for the case to be deferred from
October to 1 January!

Mr Parker: It is $30 million out of the
pockets of people who work for him.

Mr MacKINNON: He will save the Govern-
ment $30 million-it is not a button off his
shirt and is not a tough decision. It is a logical
decision that should have been made! If the
Premier wanted to make a tough decision he
should argue, at the appropriate time, for a
deferral of the national wage case until such
time as the economic situation in Australia had
recovered.

If the Premier were dinkum about making
tough economic decisions he would publicly
retrace his steps in relation to the productivity
case which the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations and the Government totally support.
Let me remind the House exactly what the
Government's position is in this State. I refer
to question on notice 206 in which I asked the
Minister for Industrial Relations whether he
supported the three per cent productivity-
superannuation case. His answer was, "Yes".
The next question I asked him was what would
be the estimated cost to the State Government.
His answer was, "$75 million".

It is interesting to note that on page 13 of the
Premier's economic statement he said that the
specific taxation measures he was announcing
today-increased payroll tax, liquor licensing
fees, fuel franchise tax-are estimated to raise
$77.5 million. What do we find? We Find that
today the Premier has made an economic
statement to the Parliament within which is
included savage taxation increases across the
board in areas which will affect every person in
WA. What will that money be used for? It
will be used to fund the three per cent pro-
ductivity-superannuation case which is
estimated to cost this Government $75 million
per annum-a case which this Government
supported. The Government paid for people to
go to Melbourne and argue in favour of that
case in the Australian Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Commission.

If the Premier were dinkumn and wanted to
be a man of stature and make tough decisions
which would give real direction to the people of
Western Australia he would walk away from
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his Government's previous decision and would
ensure that the three per cent productivity case
did not proceed. Of course, the Premier has not
made such a decision. His own Ministers are
running away from the fact that this has been
the Government's aim and have not revealed
what it will cost.

The Minister for Minerals and Energy has
had the temerity to say certain things in this
House. Today, I addressed a question on notice
to him asking whether the Government had
budgeted to cover the fringe benefits tax and
the three per cent productivity case. I then
asked what was the estimated cost to the State
Energy Commission in each case. The Minister
has refused to answer my question.

Mr Parker: I told you what we had budgeted
for increased labour costs.

Mr MacKJNNON: Perhaps the Minister can-
not understand English, or he went to the
wrong school. I ask him again what will be the
cost to the commission in each case. The Min-
ister has refused to answer that part of my
question. Why does he not tell this House how
much the three per cent productivity case will
cost the commission? If the Minister is not
perpared to answer my question I inform him
that I have better things to talk about.

Mr Parker: Are you prepared to listen?
Mr MacINNON: The Minister for Min-

erals and Energy will not answer my question.
Mr Parker: It has never been envisaged that

the three per cent productivity case will be
introduced this year. That is the first point.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister must have
come down in the last shower. Everyone in
Australia knows that the decision will be
announced soon and that the case will begin
from I July this year.

Mr Parker- You are wrong.
Mr MacKINNON: No, I am not wrong. That

is exactly the position. Whatever the position,
the Minister for Minerals and Energy is telling
me that the State Energy Commission has not
budgeted for the three per cent productivity
case. Why does the Minister not admit what he
has budgeted for?

Mr Parker: A 10. 1 per cent increase overall.
Mr MacKINNON: It comes back to the same

point; that is, the Minister will not indicate
what is the cost.

The Minister for Minerals and Energy has
had far more experience than the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Water Re-
sources, but I asked the latter the same ques-

cion-what will the three per cent productivity-
superannuation increase cost the Water Auth-
ority and whether that had been taken into
account in the recently announced increase in
charges? At least he had the honesty to admit
that he did not know the answer. He is a new
Minister; however, he is still a Minister of the
Crown, yet he came into this Parliament,
having been to Cabinet asking for a rate in-
crease, not knowing the answer to my question.

The Premier comes into this House and asks
us to take his economic statement seriously, yet
both the Minister for Minerals and Energy and
the Honorary Minister assisting the Minister
for Water Resources refused to answer my
questions. As I said, the Honorary Minister as-
sisting the Minister for Water Resources did
not know the answer.

If one looks at page 13 of the economic
statement one finds that the revenue increases
to be gained from the decisions made today
will be $77.5 million which will merely serve to
pay the three per cent productivity-
superannuation case. Whether it is partly
introduced this year is academic; it will be
introduced, and the cost measures included by
the Government today will cover this exercise
on which the Government has embarked.

Dr Gallop: More money will be available for
investment in Australia.

Mr MacKINNON: That was an interesting
statement. The Premier came into this House
today and said that despite the high levels of
growth and leap in profits, investment in new
projects has been declining. The member for
Victoria Park now says that by putting money
into the hands of unions it will be invested and
the problems of Australia will be disposed of.
The member for Victoria Park made a good
maiden speech, but he is making very poor
in'terjections.

I refer now to tough decision number two.
Mr Court: Whom do you reckon is the econ-

omic illiterate in this case?
Mr MacICINNON: I think he sits on the

other side of the House between the Deputy
Premier and the Minister for Education.

Few of the "really tough" decisions are
contained an page 9 of the economic
statement. If members turn to that page they
will see the tough decisions the Premier has
made today. He made the tough decision that
Ministers and departmental heads will travel
first class. That was a really tough decision and
I bet he lost hours of sleep over it! He stated,
.'except Ministers and departmental heads".
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The Premier did not say that only Ministers
and departmental heads will travel first class.
He said that many Government employees will
travel economy class. I wonder how the ad-
visers will travel?

Mr Parker: Economy class.
Mr MacKfl'NON: I hope I live to see the

day that they travel economy class. That was
really a "tough" decision.

The next "tough" decision was that no new
bookings are to be made for corporate advertis-
ing by departments and authorities. It does not
state that there will be no corporate advertising
but only that no new bookings will be made. As
the member for Nedlands said, for month after
month we have been suffering these ridiculous
advertisements on behalf of the Water Auth-
ority, in addition to advertisements for other
Government instrumentalities. It is time this
decision was made, but of course, it was a
"tough" decision.

Parliament Week is to be discontinued. I bet
the member for Morley-Swan was the only
member to lose any sleep over that decision.
The Premier certainly did not. The Premier's
statement shows that he did not face up to any
really tough decisions.

I refer now to questions asked in Parliament
which will give an example of the Premier's
tough decisions. In answer to question 465 in
which I asked whether it was a fact that he had
granted the member for Warren the use of a
Government car, the Premier replied, "Yes".
That was a "tough" decision? The member for
Warren is an ordinary backbencher; he is a
member whom I respect personally and like.
He is a nice fellow and he has been given the
use of a Government car. The Premier has of
course told the member for Warren that he will
not be a member of the Cabinet but as a pay-
off, and at taxpayers' expense, he will be given
a car on which the Government will also pay
the fringe benefits tax.

In the next part of the question I asked why
the member for Warren had been granted the
use of a car for private as well as business use.
The answer to that question is startling. The
Premier said it was because the member would
be performing the role of special adviser to him
on agricultural matters.

I knew the Minister for Agriculture was bad,
but I did not know he was so bad that the
Premier could not rely on him for advice and
had to appoint a special adviser on agricultural
matters-the member for Warren-and pro-
vide him with a car. Does the member for War-

ren have a separate office and secretarial sup-
port?

Mr Evans: I do have a little niche.

Mr MacKINNON: All the mod cons laid on
and a car provided at a time when the Premier
comes into this House and asks the public to
tighten their belts. He is tightening his belt by
looking after his mates, those whom he has left
out of positions elsewhere.

Let us turn no further than to another mem-
ber on that bench, the member for Mitchell
who is Chairman of the Public Accounts Com-
mittee, Why on earth is the Chairman of the
Public Accounts Committee provided with a
car?

Mr D. L. Smith: Do you want to know the
history of it?

Mr MacKINNON: I do not particularly care
what is the history. The fact of the matter is
that the two members of this Parliament who
thought they would be included in the Cabinet
but were not, have been paid off at the tax-
payers' expense and they are now provided
with the use of a car and, of course, the fringe
benefits tax will be paid thereon. So much for a
Premier who was making, so he said, really
tough decisions.

If the Premier were really dinkum and
expected the public and the Parliament to take
him seriously, would he not have had the
honour or guts-whatever one wants to call
it- to come clean and provide us with a list of
his advisers, inforning us who they are and
what they are paid and provided with? One
would think that a man who wanted to be taken
seriously would provide that information and
also not run away, as have the Minister for
Minerals and Energy and his other Ministers,
from advising us of the impact on the com-
munity of the three per cent productivity-
superannuation case. One would think so but
the Premier continues to hide behind answers
of great length, full of gobbledegook saying that
he is not prepared to provide that information.

Neil Bartholomaeus, Philip Vincent, and
Graham Hawkes are but three failed Labor
candidates who are now on the Government
payroll. The members for Cockburn,
Welshpool, and North-East Mertropolitan
Province are all in this Parliament by courtesy
of the taxpayers of Western Australia.

The Premier believes that we should sit here
and take that economic statement seriously. I
for one do not.
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"Tough" decision number three refers to the
State superannuation scheme. What tough de-
cision did the Premier make? All he said was
that the current scheme will be closed on 30
June and a new one will be implemented there-
after. If members go to the CSA or talk to any
public servants with a modicum of interest in
the State superannuation scheme they will be
told that the scheme has been under review for
the past 18 months. I applaud that move and
the review under way. The Premier said that
the new scheme will be implemented from and
backdated to 1 July. Everybody in the Public
Service knew that. I have been to meetings
attended by these people and talked to them
about the review and the changes. Yet the
Premier has told the Parliament he has made a
really tough decision in stating that the current
scheme will expire on 30 June. He has said that
the Government will get rid of the old scheme
and a new one will be introduced. We all knew
that; it is not news and neither is it a tough
decision.

Of the 22 decisions announced today by the
Premier, in my view only one would be tough if
implemented. I refer to the decision mentioned
earlier by the Leader of the Opposition to re-
duce the number of State Government em-
ployees by three per cent. However, if the
Premier's previous track record in reducing the
size of the Public Service is any guide, that
commitment will not be met either.

Tough decisions have not been made. No
cuts were made in the number of Government
advisers. They were not sacrificed and neither
were the benefits enjoyed by them. No cuts
have been applied to the Premier or his Minis-
ters; they will continue to travel first class,
drive LTD cars, and enjoy all the benefits of
ministerial office. Worse than all that, not even
the facts surrounding important decisions are
made public. For example, what will be the
impact upon the Government and the people
of Western Australia of the three per cent pro-
ductivity-superannuation case?

In conclusion, I will briefly touch on the
manner in which the Minister for Agriculture
has misled this Parliament and attempted to
hide behind his colleagues in relation to the
matter prior to the last election of distributing
information to employees of the Main Roads
Department.

I will quote to the House from the debates of
last week to illustrate how the Minister got
himself tied up in knots and has, in my view,

deliberately attempted to mislead this Parlia-
ment. During the debate last week, I said-

So in other words you are admitting that
the ALP had direct access to lists of all
Main Roads Department employees and
the lists thereof were supplied directly to
officers of the ALP?

Mr Grill said-
They were not addressed individually to

people at their home addresses.
There is nothing unclear about that. The Minis-
ter signed the letters and be should have known
to whom they went. When I pointed out to the
Minister in the Parliament that I actually had a
copy of that letter and an envelope, individu-
ally addressed, the Minister then said, "It was
supplied to me and ALP members put the list
together, yes."

The Minister was caught out. He was trying
to give us the impression that he just sent out a
general circular letter, that names and
addresses were not divulged secretly to any-
body else. Clearly, of course, when the facts
were presented to him, they were.

Further on in the debate, I said-
The letter bears the signature of "J. F.

Grill, Minister for Transport". It is the
Minister's letter. It was forwarded in an
envelope addressed to one of my electors
who drew it to my attention, and the Min-
ister is telling me he does not know who
prepared the letter.

In response, Mr Grill said, "Not specifically". I
then asked him if it was a group of people and
whether they were employed by the Govern-
ment. Mr Grill replied, "No". I asked him if
they were members of the ALP, and he replied,
"They were not employed by the Government,
no.",

I repeated the question. I said, "It was
forwarded in an envelope addressed to one of
my electors who drew it to my attention, and
the Minister is telling me he does not know
who prepared the letter." Mr Grill replied,
"Not specifically". He did not know the people
who prepared the letter, yet in today's The
West Australian, in an article which was, as I
understand it, compiled by a journalist not
from a Press statement but from a discussion
with the Minister, Mr Grill had this to say-

Mr Grill said that he had written the
letters and also paid for them.

They had been prepared for distribution
by Labor Party members working on his
campaign committee.
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I cannot relate these two things. He says that he
does not know the people specifically, yet in
today's newspaper admits that the people who
actually prepared the information were party
members working on his campaign committee.
The Minister wants us to believe that he does
not know the names of the people working on
his committee.

Thirdly, in the article he went on to say that
he had initially thought that most had been
addressed to the employees care of the MRD
centres where they were employed, and that no
address list had been given to the ALP.

Again, Mr Speaker, I come back to you. The
Minister is either totally incompetent or dis-
honest. The letters went out above his signature
and on his letterhead, yet he wants us to believe
that he did not know they were personally
addressed, nor that the information had been
supplied to people in his party-members of
the ALP.

I believe that the action taken by the Minis-
ter is a very serious one, and it is one to which I
take offence-and I know that many people in
the Public Service do too. Again I ask questions
of the Minister, which I intend to put on the
Notice Paper as he refused to answer them last
week. The questions are-

(1) Is it the Minister's practice to provide
lists of staff members to non-Govern-
ment groups on request?

(2) If not, on what basis did he make staff
lists available to ALP members prior
to the last election?

The Minister can hide behind Standing Orders
and points of order-he does not have to
answer the questions. But the point has to be
made and will be made, and the Minister' s ac-
tions in this regard will not go away. We will
not be overlooking these actions, and neither
will be the thousands of Main Roads Depart-
ment employees who received the letters; and,
more importantly, the thousands of public ser-
vants in Western Australia who see the Minis-
ter's actions in this instance as being a tremen-
dous abrogation of his responsibility to respect
confidential information which they provide to
Government.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [5.15 p-mj: I wish to
contribute fairly briefly to this debate in order
to draw to the attention of the House some of
the ludicrous comments that have been made
by speakers opposite in addressing themselves
to the debate.

It has been suggested this evening that some
of the decisions we have made are tough-
whether or not they are tough is immaterial; if
people do not want to regard them as tough
that is good-the question is whether they are
of any significance in terms of the future of this
State. It has been suggested also that we are
engaged in some monumental hoax or fraud
and that there is absolutely no truth in the
statement that we, or the Commonwealth
Government, or anyone else, are being frugal
with the funds which are available to us.

Let us look at two or three issues that have
been raised by members opposite.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you believe that provid-
ing the member for Warren with a Car is an act
of frugality?

Mr PARKER: It is about time the member
started addressing himself to some economic
issues and not to the peanuts-the few cents-
that are involved in whether the member for
Warren has a car.

Mr MacKinnon: You might think they are
peanuts, but the people of Western Australia
don't.

Mr PARKER: Let me deal with a few real
issues. The first real issue concerns this State's
revenue at the hands of the Federal Govern-
ment. The position is that, had the Fraser
Government's tax-sharing arrangements-

Mr Laurance: That's history!
Mr PARKER: Just wait until I have finished.

The Fraser Government's time is not very long
ago. It is just over three years ago. Had its
revenue-sharing arrangements applied to the
State-and let us remember who is talking
about the frugality of the various Govern-
ments-in terms of the share of Common-
wealth taxation revenue applicable to Western
Australia alone, this State would have been in
receipt of $260 million per annum more than
we in fact receive. The reason that we are not in
receipt of that money is that the current Hawke
Government, in two successive stages, has
changed the formula for appropriating funds to
the States in order to cut back on expenditure.

Mr MacKinnon: So the Fraser Government
gave us too much?

Mr PARKER: I do not say that it gave us too
much-it varies according to the particular
economic circumstances at the time.

Mr MacKinnon: That is what you are saying.
Mr PARKER: What I am saying is that dur-

ing the time of the Fraser Government, the
State received what in current-day terms would
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have been $260 million more as its share of the
Federal taxation system moneys than it cur-
rently receives. That is $260 million which we
have not got. But this State has taken a respon-
sible position, as the Premier has said. I was
with the Premier last year at the Premiers'
Conference and he has done the same thing this
year. We have been part of the process of trying
to wind back the proportion of the GDP of this
country that is involved in the public sector.

The impact of the Commonwealth cutback
means that this and every other State has had
to reduce very substantially, from the levels
which were achieved under the Fraser Govern-
ment, the proportion of GDP which is attribu-
table to the public sector. It has gone down,
despite the fact that welfare and other pay-
ments are still at very high levels.

That is the first point. On that point alone,
putting aside the points concerning the prob-
lems we have with our own territorial revenue
raised by the Premier and others and which I
do not wish to raise again, in terms of Federal
revenue we are $260 million worse off than we
would have been had that system prevailed.

Maybe from the macro-economic point of
view, for the benefit of the country as a whole,
that is a good thing because it does wind back
public sector expenditure; but it certainly cre-
ates major difficulties for the State.

In his contribution, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition sought to say that the Premier's
statement contained no decisions of any signifi-
cance . Let us get some understanding of this.

Mr MacKinnon: Be truthful. I said he made
no tough decisions.

Mr PARKER: No tough decisions. Well, I do
not know what is "tough". I am not here to be
macho about these things. Whether it is tough
or soft, the important thing is, what is the sig-
nificance of it? How does it impact in terms of
the employees of the Government, and in
terms of the future?

Let us look at long service leave, and remem-
ber the rhetoric of the Opposition when it was
in Government. It used to rail against anything
that unions wanted, but if it had made this
decision four years ago-which was the last
opportunity it had to make it-we would not
now be in a situation where some people, in
two or three years' time, will be entitled to long
service leave. They would have had to wait
another six years.

Maybe it is not tough to have made the de-
cision, but it will have a very significant impact
on this State's future outlays.

What it means is that new public servants
and other Government employees will have to
wait 10 years for each of their first two long
service leaves. Members opposite, when in
Government, never had the courage to do that,
despite the fact that the private sector em-
ployees get long service leave only after 15
years of service.

Not only does this have an implication for
Government outlays, but inevitably when one
group of workers has a particular standard over
other groups of workers, those other groups as-
pire to that standard as well, which is quite
understandable and right. If we allow a stan-
dard of seven years for long service leave to
remain, obviously this will put pressure on the
private sector, as there has been, for other
people to expect their 15 years' service require-
ment to come down to the public sectors'
seven-year level.

We have not only saved ourselves and future
Governments of this State substantial amounts
of money but, importantly, we have also made
it less likely that those sorts of things will flow
through to the private sector and impact on the
private sector's costs in this area.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
that he had known for a long time that we
would do what we have done with
superannuation.

Mr MacKinnon: For I8 months.
Mr PARKER: That is nonsense. The Deputy

Leader of the Opposition should have been at
the meeting this morning when we told rep-
resentatives of the CSA and other groups about
our decision. They were not aware of it. Again
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is totally
confusing two different issues. One is the re-
view of the existing scheme and of the current
contributors to the scheme. This is ongoing and
will also result in a change for the people in the
existing scheme. The other issue is a completely
different decision made to close off that
scheme.

Mr MacKinnon: It was expected.
Mr PARKER: No, it was not. The effective

rate of contribution to the current scheme by
the taxpayers of this State is 25 per cent of
salary. This scheme applied when members op-
posite were in Government, and before. It has
applied when we have been in Government
also. We have made a decision to cut off that
system because there is no economic justifi-
cation whatsoever for the taxpayers of this
State to be contributing an effective rate of 25
per cent of salary to an unfunded scheme, quite
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apart from the point the Premier made earlier
about the unfunded liability of the scheme on a
proper accrual basis. Our decision will wind
back very substantially the amount of taxpayer
outlays that go into that area. This has impli-
cations for our own outlays-huge implications
amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars in
the years to come.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a wonder the member
for Victoria Park is not opposed to this, be-
cause he believes that if the money goes into
superannuation it will be the economic miracle
that turns Australia round.

Mr PARKER: The Deputy Leader of .the Op-
position is very dishonest tonight: He
dishonestly staled what the Federal Treasurer
said and what I said and now what the member
for Victoria Park said. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition should at least try to be honest
in debate in this House.

As I was saying, this has implications not
only for our own outlays but also for the pri-
vate sector. People in the private sector nat-
urally look to the Government sector and say
that if the public sector has a better scheme for
public servants who retire at 60 or 65, why can
they not get the same benefit. Again, we cannot
blame anyone for saying that and we should be
able to understand that those pressures arise.

Not only has our decision had a major im-
pact on future outlays of Governiments of this
State, but also it will have a huge impact on
pressures facing the private sector.

Mr MacKinnon: How can you say that?
Mr PARKER: I can say that now the effec-

tive rate of contribution will not be anything
like 25 per cent, when the normal rate in the
private sector is closer to 10 per cent.

That is another area where it is very clear
that major changes are taking place which will
not only affect State outlays but, importantly,
will also affect the competitiveness of the pri-
vate sector. No longer will there be that press-
ure for private sector employees to compete
with an overgenerous State system.

The third area to which the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition referred was the three per cent
superannuation claim. Very briefly I will take
the House back through the facts of the matter.
Not just during the time of the Hawke Govern-
ment, the Fraser Government, or the Whitlani
Government, but right through all Govern-
ments, back to and including the Menzies
Government, a fundamental of the wage fix-
ation system was that if there was a pro-
ductivity increase-that is, an increase which

could be measured in that way-it would be
reflected in an increase in wages. That was the
case, whether right or not, that historically oc-
curred during all that time since the Menzies
Government.

Firstly, with this three per cent
superannuation case, the ACTU must show
that there has been a three per cent pro-
ductivity gain, and the present case is ongoing.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you believe it has
proved that?

Mr PARKER: I am not in a position to
judge.

Mr MacKinnon: If you don't believe that,
why has the Governiment gone over there in
support of that?

Mr PARKER: The ACTU has to show that
that has occurred, and I am now trying to ex-
plain to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
how it works. A threshold point has to be
reached. Assuming they reach that, any of the
Governments to which I have just referred
right back to the Menzies Government ac-
cepted that this increase was simply reflected in
a wage increase. The suggestion is now that the
increase be put into a superannuation scheme.

The real nub of what is upsetting the Oppo-
sition and many other of the conservative
forces in our society, is not that the money wrill
be pranted. Whether .X or .Y is granted is one
argument, and both the Prime Minister and we
have already said that any increase should be
deferred. For the edification of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, it has never been the
case that it would be implemented in the
Government sector or in the private sector on I
July. The case was going to be decided and then
a phase-in arrangement was to be negotiated.
That has always been the decision. It was cer-
tainly not to start from I July.

Secondly, the implementation is to
delayed even further than the phase-in basis.

be

Mr MacKinnon: Has that decision been
made?

Mr PARKER: It is being sought before the
commission now.

Mr MacKinnon: Are y ou arguing in favour of
that deferral?

Mr PARKER: Yes, and we have already said
that.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you have people there
now arguing in favour of it?

Mr PARKER: I do not even know that the
case is on now-
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Mr MacKinnon: You don't even know if
there has been a decision.

Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker, it is one thing to
answer interjections; it is another thing
altogether to answer constant prattling.

It has never been the case that it would be
introduced as of 1 July. Both the Common-
wealth and the State Government believe there
should be a deferral.

Thirdly, it has always been the case that it
would be phased in over a period of time.

Fourthly, the conventional way of handling it
would simply have been for any increase to be
reflected in a wage increase; this would have
happened during the time of those Govern-
ments I mentioned earlier.

What really irks members opposite is not
that there should be an increase but the fact
that some of the funds will be going into union-
involved superannuation funds, where workers
will have an influence in the investment of the
funds. That is completely ideologically unac-
ceptable to the Opposition. It is also a very
fundamental difference between the Oppo-
sition and the Government, because the
Government believes that workers have a right
to be involved in the investment of their funds.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a non-contributory
basis as opposed to a contributory basis.

Mr PARKER: It is the workers' money. It is
three per cent that would otherwise have gone
into their wage packets. This time it will be
going into their superannuation. We believe
workers have a right to be involved in the in-
vestment of their funds, and that is a very
substantial difference between the Government
and the Opposition.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the
sitting, on motion by Mr Cowan.

IQuestions taken.I

Sitting suspended from 6.00*0o 7 IS p.m.

MR COWAN (Merredin) (7.17 p.m.]: Per-
haps we can dispose of the Bill before the
House very quickly by saying that the National
Party supports this measure.

However, I think it is appropriate that, like
other members on this side of the House, I use
this opportunity to comment on the ministerial
statement made by the Premier earlier this
evening. Members would be aware that Stand-
ing Order No. 118 precludes any member other
than the Leader of the Opposition or his
delegated representative, from speaking in re-
ply to a ministerial statement. But I think per-
haps it will serve as a lesson to the Government
not to make ministerial statements when it has
a Treasurer's advance Bill before the House
because members can speak on any subject dur-
ing such a debate and the contents of the minis-
terial statement have given the opposition
something to comment on.

For a long time now the public has
perceived, rightly or wrongly, that whenever
economic restraint has been imposed on the
people of Western Australia, those people who
had the advantage of being employed by the
Public Service did not share the burden of
those measures. At long last this Government
has been prepared to tackle the issues in a way
which will reduce the distinct advantage that
people in the Public Service have over those
who work in private enterprise. I refer particu-
larly to the changes to long service leave
entitlements and the State superannuation
scheme. I commend the Government on being
prepared to tackle these two issues. When re-
sistance to these measures starts to manifest
itself within the Public Service I hope that the
Government will not cave in and change its
thinking.

The topic I wish to discuss is the State fuel
franchise levy. It is a great disappointment to
the National Party that the Government has
seen fit to raise half of its additional $77.5
million revenue from this one source. We made
a statement earlier this year that country
people, although they represent less than 30 per
cent of the State's population, pay in excess of
42 per cent of this levy. It is not hard to see that
whenever the State's fuel franchise levy is
increased, country people bear the great burden
of this tax. The levy discriminates against rural
Western Australia, and now that the Govern-
ment has seen fit to increase the rate of the levy
by 2c a litre, clearly country people will be
asked to pay more.

Inevitably the Government will say that it is
fair enough because the majority of funds are
returned by way of expenditure on roads in
country areas. For that reason part of the min-
isterial statement made by the Premier causes
us a great deal of concern because the Premier
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foreshadowed changes to the trust fund into
which revenue from the State fuel franchise
levy is to be paid. At the moment this money
can be used only for road maintenance or con-
struction. However, the Premier said that legis-
lation will be introduced shortly to establish a
transport trust fund into which all revenue
from the fuel franchise levy is to be paid to
ensure its use for all transport-related purposes,
principally, though not solely, roads.

I hope we shall not see the use of funds from
this source for transport-related purposes if
those purposes could be interpreted as some-
thing like the MTT, Westrail or the Perth to
Fremantle railway line, that would be total mis-
appropriation of funds. From my point of view
I envisage great opposition, certainly from the
National Party, to any measure which proposes
to change the direction in which moneys from
the* State fuel franchise levy can be used for
purposes other than road maintenance or con-
struction.

An Opposition member: There must be a
change to the Act.

Mr COWAN: That is what is proposed. We
cannot comment in any detail until we see the
amendment, but when the amendment comes
forward, if it has only a broad definition of
where money can be spent I can give the
Government an assurance that there will be no
support for it from the National Party of
Australia.

I understand that this legislation before us
must be passed through both Houses and
proclaimed before I July.

It is not my intention to speak for long, but I
want to place on record the attitude of the
National Party towards the very substantial in-
crease in the State fuel franchise levy. We have
always believed, ever since 1979 when this
measure was introduced to replace the State
road maintenance tax, that the Government of
the day, whether Liberal or Labor, would see it
as a revenue-raising bonanza rather than as
something which could be properly applied,
and in a way which shows a fair degree of
restraint.

When the road maintenance tax was repealed
in 1979 it raised $5 million for revenue for the
State. The fuel franchise levy in this next
financial year, 1986-87, will raise roughly $90
million. Quite clearly the Government must
start looking at other ways and means of
finding revenue.

We object strongly to the rate at which the
levy is now being paid, but we will object even
more strongly if, in the future, the revenue
raised from this source is directed away from
moad maintenance and construction. About the
only thing the levy has going for it is the fact
that it cannot be spent in any other area.

The Federal Government uses taxation on
oil for consolidated revenue funds. Unlike oil
revenue for the Commonwealth, the State can
use this levy only for road maintenance and
construction at this stage. That is its one saving
grace.

We will be opposed strongly to any shift in
that direction for the fund, so we look with a
great deal of concern to the fact that legislation
is proposed which will be extended in other
areas. I am giving the Government fair warning
that this will not be considered favourably by
the National Party.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [7.26 p.m.]: I take
this opportunity of contributing to the debate
on this Bill and refer the House to September
last year, when the Opposition said in no un-
certain terms that the State Government
should take a message to Canberra, and that
message should incorporate a statement
suggesting that the Federal Government not
continue with the various taxes it was propos-
ing at that stage.

The State Government at the time was not
prepared to listen to the Opposition. It thought
it knew everything about the economy and how
it would perform in the next six months. It
declined to take any message to Canberra. In
fact it supported the various propositions
which the Federal Government put forward at
that stage. They included the fringe benefits
tax, the abolition of negative gearing in respect
of properties, and many. other taxes which
would affect business.

As the new year came around it was very
obvious, from reading the economic journals,
that the financial writers around Australia were
very concerned at just where our country was
going, and obviously where the State of West-
ern Australia was going. Again the Opposition
pleaded with the Government to take notice of
the downturn which was occurring in the econ-
omy and to do something about it. We
suggested that the Government give consider-
ation to offering more incentives to business
rather than imposing additional taxes.

Moving on a few months, we then found the
Premier of Western Australia telling us that
Western Australia was doing fine-it would
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outshine the rest of Australia. While that
sounded fine, some concern was expressed as
to whether that was actually going to be the
case.

Moving towards the Premiers' Conference
we saw a change in the style of the Premier and
a change in the various statements he was mak-
ing in respect of the State's economy, and also
in respect of the Australian economy.

At around that time, Mr Speaker, you will
recall that the Prime Minister of Australia went
on an overseas mission to China. During that
trip to China it became very obvious that the
Australian economy was not performing as well
as the Prime Minister or the Premier had
earlier suggested.

The Opposition in Canberra put various
propositions to the Federal Government.
While Mr Hawke was away in China, the Fed-
eral Treasurer (Mr Keating), probably in an
attempt on the leadership, decided that
Australia faced an economic crisis.

At that time, after discussion with his fellow
Cabinet Ministers who were still in Canberra, it
was decided by Mr Keating that there should
be another of the Federal Labor Party's famous
economic summits.

So the Federal Treasurer duly announced the
need for a Federal economic summit to investi-
gate just where Australia was going. I guess it
would be fair to say that, having regard for
what was achieved at earlier summits, this was
really going to be another cop-out situation
where business people, union people, and other
leaders within the community would be called
together to Canberra to be asked to listen to
where the Federal Government believed or
hoped that the country was going and those
various invitees to Canberra would be expected
to respond in the usual polite way.

It became very obvious that the community
in general, the business people, and the union
leaders were not prepared to cop another Fed-
eral summit as proposed by Mr Keating. At
that time, you, Sir, will recall, there was even
confusion within the Federal Government's
ranks.

Mr Keating wanted an economic summit in
Canberra; Senator Button was saying that he
was not sure, because the Prime Minister was
not in the country; and Mr Bowen, as the
Deputy Prime Minister and supposedly the
person who was leading the country in the ab-
sence of Prime Minister Hawke, did not know
whether he wanted an economic summit.

So the international Press asked the Prime
Minister in China where he stood in respect of
the economic summit that had been proposed
by Mr Keating. It is now history that, when the
Prime Minister was first asked in China as to
his views on the proposed economic summit
that was to be held in Canberra, he said that he
knew nothing about it.

In the next few days we saw some to-ing and
fro-ing and vying for position between Mr
Keating and Mr Hawke, and various inter-
national telephone link-ups to decide whether
there would be a summit to consider the econ-
omic future of Australia.

I guess in the politics of it all the Prime
Minister (Mr Hawke) won the day. He decided
that Mr Keating, as the Federal Treasurer, had
stepped over his position; had overreached the
mark; that he should never have called for an
economic summit; and that he, the Prime Min-
ister, would take control of the situation and
decidejust where we were going.

You, Sir, will recall during those very con-
fused days in Canberra how the international
financial markets reacted to the way our
country was being run. An analogy can be
drawn between the way in which Australia was
being run and a bicycle rider racing down a hill
with no hands on the handlebars, hoping for
the best. That indicates the extent to which the
position had got out of control in Canberra.

Having thought the matter through and
consulted with his various advisers, the Prime
Minister decided that he should make a
statement to the nation and that, in the
statement, he would tell people exactly where
Australia was and hopefully where it was going.

On I I June the Prime Minister addressed the
nation on the economic situation and delivered
his seven minute speech. Members of this
House would have received copies of the full
text of that speech, so they would have been
able to read and digest what the Prime Minister
had to say.

When I read the Prime Minister's speech to
the nation, I did not think that it offered very
much at all. It contained a number of mother-
hood statements and many statements of hope,
but it did not contain the sort of leadership,
vi sion, and objectives which we, the Australian
people, would have expected.

If one turns to the newspaper reports of 12
June and looks at what the financial writers
had to say about that speech, one sees, under
the banner headline "Initiatives 'too late' to
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bead off plunge into recession" in The
Australian, the following statement-

Two outspoken members of the small
business community last night reacted
angrily to Mr Hawke's speech, saying it fell
far short of the drastic measures urgently
required to boost the economy.

The influential bead of Budget Rent-a-
Car, Mr Bob Anseti, said Australia was
headed for the worst recession in its his-
tory, yet Mr Hawke had failed to address
the root causes of the downturn.

That in itself seemed to be a very clear indi-
cation of the motherhood statements I talked
about earlier in my analysis of the Prime Mini-
ister's speech.

Other people spoke at that stage and, in the
same report, a Sydney businessman, Mr
Dugald MacTaggart, made the following com-
met-

The only incentives that could boost the
economy were reductions in personal and
business taxation.

Another spokesman at that stage was Mr John
Leard, noted as one of Australia's most out-
standing business leaders. He made a scathing
attack on Mr Hawke, accusing him of making
an insulting economic statement and showing a,
complete lack of leadership.

Those were the sorts of comments we heard
in response to the Prime Minister's statement
of the previous night.

The editorial in The West Australian was
headed "Wrong Script" and the opening para-
graph read as follows-

Australians were looking to Mr Hawke
last night to provide strong leadership and
hard evidence that his Government would
tackle the nation's economic problems
head on.

MrT Hawke failed to deliver.
In dealing with that statement which was made
by the Prime Minister on I I June, one has only
to look at The Australian of 12 June to see the
result of a news poll which was taken by that
paper and in which 64 per cent of those invited
to comment on a number of questions said that
they believed that the country was in deep and
serious trouble. That was the sort of reaction
we saw around Australia on 12 June as a result
of the Prime Minister's economic statement-a
statement which was long on rhetoric and
rather limited on facts and objectives towards
which we could work to improve the situation
in Australia.

I move now to the State scene. We then had
the Premier and Deputy Premier of Western
Australia stating that they supported 100 per
cent everything the Prime Minister had said.
You, Sir, will recall that last week in this House
the Deputy Premier again confirmed that he
was prepared to support the Prime Minister's
statement without question.

A few days later the leader of the Federal
Opposition, Mr John Howard, was given an
opportunity to address the nation. He did not
make a 28-page speech to the nation; he gave a
short, five-page address. However, the pleasing
aspect of Mr Howard's address was that the
facts that it contained represented objectives
and it showed the way in which we could ad-
dress the economic problems we face currently.

In his speech, Mr Howard highlighted some
of the comments made by Mr H-awke. He re-
ferred to the problems which had occurred over
the last three years as a result of the Federal
Labor policies in respect of the economy. Mr
Howard talked of the record high interest rates
which are hitting hard at families, farmers, and
businesses in Australia. He referred to the fact
that the repayment on a typical home loan had
risen by $150 a month over the last 18 months.

MrT Howard also referred to the fact that in-
flation in Australia was now running at nine
per cent which was more than three times the
average inflation rate of our major OECD
trading partners. That is nine per cent inflation
in Australia versus about three per cent, on
average, in the OECD member nations.

Mr Howard highlighted also that we suffered
from an eight per cent unemployment rate and
that, as was the case more than two years ago,
20 per cent of our young people between the
ages of 16 and 20 were still unemployed.

It was also noted that the Australian dollar
had collapsed and continued to fall and that
OUr foreign debt had more than doubled during
the Federal Labor Government's term in office.
it is fair to say, if one looks back at the history
of the Federal Labor Government, that many
of the problems I have highlighted such as
record interest rates, nine per cent inflation,
eight per cent unemployment, the huge unem-
ployment rate in respect of our young people,
the collapse of our dollar and the fact that our
foreign debt has doubled, can clearly be sheeted
home to the make-believe policies that the Fed-
eral Government has been prepared to follow,
irrespective of the good advice that has been
tendered not only from within Australia, but
also by the international community.
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Members will recall that the Prime Minister
in his statement of I I June talked about the
need for us to tighten our belts, and to cut back
on spending. Yet in The Courier Mail editorial
of Saturday 14 June it was noted that the Prime
Minister, through one of his free spending
agencies, had granted Wild Women Surf-
boards-that is a collective of women-
$11 000 of public money.

Mr Crane: Were they wild women?
Mr CASH: Wild Women Surfboards was the

name of the collective which received the
money-$ I 1000 of public funds-to enable
the group to design a surfboard.

Mr Lewis: They cannot even surf.
Mr CASH: They cannot even surf, as the

member for East Melville correctly points out.
The other point highlighted in the same edi-
torial was the fact that one CEP programme
had paid an amount of money to another
group, the Campaign for International Co-op-
eration and Disarmament, a group which is al-
leged to be linked closely with the pro-Moscow
Socialist Party of Australia, and which received
$47 568 from the public purse to employ three
people for a year to enable it to celebrate its
25th birthday. Remember that only two days
previously the Prime Minister called for
restraint from all Australians. Under the same
programme another SUM of money was set
aside for the Gay Publications Co-operative, an
affiliate of a particular group. It received
$123 280 to help produce its magazines called
Gay Community News and Outrage. As the edi-
torial quite correctly pointed out, that in itself
was an outrage. The looney left got its money
while Mr Hawke called on the rest of the com-
munity to exercise some restraints.

Mr Crane: With reckless and gay abandon.
Mr CASH: Exactly. The reason I made those

introductory comments was to show that the
Federal Government and the State Govern-
ment are not dinkumn in what they are saying
and we tend to find with economic statements
which are released both by the Prime Minister
and today by the Premier of this State, that
they sound great but mean very little. We have
heard of "Hawkespeak" and I suppose this
afternoon we had a very clear indication of
"Burketalk". That means that the Premier says
one thing and does another. That can be
shown, if we go back a few years just prior to
the 1983 election when the Premier said that
on assuming Government-that is assuming he
did win Government-there would be no in-
creases in taxes and charges in this State. We

know that when the Labor Party won Govern-
ment in 1983 the first thing it did, within a
matter of days of assuming office, was to
immediately blame the former Liberal Govern-
ment for leaving a debt of some $ 15 million or
$20 million and that debt, true or not, was used
as the justification for raising taxes and charges
in Western Australia at that stage. The Premier
immediately upon assuming office in 1983
blamed the former Government for a debt that
many would suggest did not exist to allow him
to raise taxes, rates, and charges throughout
this State.

If we work through the years after that until
immediately prior to the annual Premiers'
Conference, we see the Premier has tried to
soften up the community. He made statements
similar to those recorded in the West
Australian of 23 June 1984. The banner head-
line stated, -State services face cut", and the
statement is attributed to Burke. Mr Burke goes
on in that article-I will not paraphrase it, but
generally he says-

The SPEAKER: Order! Can I suggest that it
is entirely contrary to Standing Orders to refer
to members of the House by name and
although the member has done so several times
and I have not said anything about it, he really
should desist from making it a general practice.
From time to time is all right in respect of the
Premier, but it is not really all right.

Mr CASH: I accept your comments, Mr
Speaker, but might I advise you that the reason
I was required then to address the Premier as
"Burke" is because that is what the banner
headline says?

The SPEAKER: The member will get away
with it this time.

Mr CASH: Mr Speaker, you will accept that?
I thank you for your comments.

In June 1984 the Premier of this State tried
to soften up the people by warning them that
when he returned from Canberra and the
Premiers' Conference they would be faced with
massive hikes in taxes and charges. Of course
we found when he returned that it was again a
case of "Burketalk". It did not really happen.
He said he was able to persuade the Federal
Government to make some sacrifices in respect
of Western Australia and taxes and charges
would not have to rise in the way he previously
thought they would.

In 1985, again prior to the Premiers' Confer-
ence, a banner headline read-with your indul-
gence, Mr Speaker-"Burke will curb spend-
ing". Before the Premier left for Canberra he
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said that he undertook to keep a tight reign on
Government spending but conceded that
further financial curbs would be difficult for his
Government in a pre-election year. That again
was a case of softening up the public. He
returned to Western Australia to say that he
had saved the day and taxes and charges would
not have to rise as much as he previously
thought they would.

If members go back through the CRF
statements they will find that even though the
Premier said that taxes and charges would not
or did not have to rise, he managed to slide
through significant increases. That brings me to
the point that some of the actions of this
Government are a complete misrepresentation
and fraud upon the people, because at the same
time in mid-1985-my last reference was to
The West Australian of 28 May 1985 when the
Premier said taxes and charges would have to
increase-when the Premier returned to Perth
on I June 1985, the first comment he made was
that after 1985-86 Western Australia's share of
tax revenue would increase by 2.5 per cent
more than the inflation rate.

At that stage it seemed that because of the
efforts of the Premier Western Australians
would not be faced with price hikes in taxation
and charges. However, we find that exactly 12
months later and prior to the Premiers' Confer-
ence the Premier made the following statement
in The Australian of 16 March-

Western Australians face big hikes in
State taxes and other charges over the next
two years..

That statement was quite contrary to his
remarks which were recorded in The Western
Mail on 1 June 1985. Again, we have the situ-
ation where the Premier said one thing, but did
another.

During the month of June the Premier told
us on a number of occasions that he would ask
his Government departments to cut their vari-
ous budget requests. Today, we find that the
statement which he read to the House again
lacks the leadership, direction and the goals we
would expect the Premier to have reported to
this House. It was, in fact, filled with general
motherhood statements and the first three or
four pages tell us exactly how well the Western
Australian economy has been performing over
the last couple of years.

As the Premier moved through his statement
it was noticeable that his tone and direction
tended to change. Again, it is a case of what he

says and what he does generally being two dif-
ferent things.

As one works his way through the statement
one will find that the motherhood statements
in the early pages change and towards the end
of his economic statement the Premier started
making wild assertions that his Government
faces a budget deficit of something in the order
of $300 million.

What he failed to say in addressing that issue
was that there is a difference between the bids
submitted by various State Governments and
the estimates of revenue the Government ex-
pects to receive this year. In fact, the $300
million-the gap between revenue and expen-
diture-is in itself a fraudulent situation if it is
not represented in the proper way.

In the document the Premier read to the
House today there was no question that he
tried to construe his words in such a way that
people would believe the Government was
putting the screws on Government depart-
ments and industry. However, when one reads
the statement one finds that the efforts to de-
crease expenditure will be a case of Govern-
ment advisers and other departmental officers
in future flying economy class instead of first
class when they represent the Government in
the Eastern States. It seems to me that that is a
fairly immature way of trying to prune expen-
diture.

The Premier did not get down to the real
issues. He did not talk about the need for con-
certed talks between the Opposition and the
Government to review the labour cost to indus-
tr and other burdens that industry has
imposed on it. They are the sorts of things the
Opposition would have expected to read in the
Premier's statement.

As far as I am concerned and having listened
to the Premier and read his statement it is simi-
lar to that made by the Prime Minister several
weeks ago; that is, it lacks leadership, it does
not show direction, and it does not set out
positive goals which people are looking forward
to working towards if we are to achieve a
revitalized economic situation which we al
know is so important.

MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [7.56 p.m.]: I
support the Bill. Without appearing to be un-
duly sensitive the primary reason I rise to speak
is in relation to the statements made by earlier
speakers in respect of the Chairman of the Pub-
lic Accounts Committee having the use of a
Government car. The implication was that, in
fact, this was the first time a Chairman of the
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Public Accounts Committee had had the use of
a Government car and that somehow or other
it was compensation for my not having made
the Ministry.

I inform the House that I am the third Chair-
man of the Public Accounts Committee to have
the use of a Government car.

The SPEAKER: Quite so.
Mr D. L. SMITH: The history of this matter

is that when the upper House Government
Agencies Standing Committee was appointed,
the chairman of that committee: wrote to the
Premier suggesting that because of his position
he should have the use and advantage of a
Government car. His request was considered in
the ordinary course of events and a decision
was made that it was appropriate that he not
only have the use of a car, but also for the same
reasons, the Chairman of the Legislative As-
sembly Public Accounts Committee should
have the use of a car.

Like everyone else on the Public Accounts
Committee I am concerned about the cost of
the Government car fleet and, indeed, the com-
mittee had preliminary discussions about this
subject the other day and it will be one of the
items to be examined this year. It will not be
one of the first items examined, but it will be
one of the later items to be considered this
year.

I was in two minds whether I should take
advantage of a Government car for two
reasons. I was concerned about the image of the
Public Accounts Committee. It is supposed to
be concerned about public extravagance, yet
the chairman of the committee has the use of a
Government car. Secondly, I did not know
whether it would be to my advantage to have
the use of the car. Every member in this Parlia-
ment receives a $2 000 vehicle allowance and
those who live more than 50 kilometres from
the Parliament receive a travelling allowance at
a per kilometre rate or the equivalent of a re-
turn economy class air fare from where he re-
sides to Perth. However, when a member has
the use of a Government car he loses the ad-
vantage of $2 000 and the per kilometre rate.
On my calculations it is to the Government's
advantage in terms of finance for me to have
the use of one of its cars.

I assure members opposite that the question
of whether it is more economical is one matter
the committee will look at when examining the
cost of the Government fleet. Indeed, if it is
more expensive for the Government to provide
a car than it is for me to take advantage of the

privilege available to other members, I will
recommend that my use of the Government car
cease.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [8.00 p.m.]: I
also wish to make some comments on the
Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill and,
like a number of speakers before me, I want to
comment briefly on the matters raised in the
Premier's economic statement.

I will relate my comments to the Transport
portfolio, but before doing so I want to make
some comments of a philosophic nature on the
Premices speech this afternoon.

The Premier relied very heavily on the
statement that the benefits that flowed to the
Western Australian economy in recent times
were largely due to the prices and incomes ac-
cord. This particular arrangement between the
Federal Government and the Federal union or-
ganisations has been hailed in many circles as
being a wonderful thing.

I want to criticise the Premier for including
this in his economic statement this afternoon
because he was trying to prop up the economy,
both State and Federal, with the wonderful
things that came out of this prices and incomes
accord. Quite clearly that was an economic
proposition that failed. The desperate situation
that we are in at the moment and the public
calls that have been made by the Prime Minis-
ter and the Premier in recent days are clear
indications that the prices and incomes accord
has not worked.

Some time ago, when Prime Minister Hawke
took over as head of the national Government,
he put the proposition to us that this was a
wonderful way of turning away from the con-
frontation of the past. We have had this won-
derful consensus that he has been ramming
down our throats for some three years. A very
comfortable deal was done. It suited the
Government and the unions. It was quite obvi-
ous that it was only a consensus because it gave
the unions what they wanted and the package
was one that the country could not afford. It
has been kept in place, but only because it went
way beyond what was good for the country. It
obviously was good for the Federal Govern-
ment and the union movement, but it was not
good for the people of Australia.

It is not appropriate for the Premier to come
here today and start telling us of the wonderful
things that have happened. Hie says that
Australia's outstanding economic performance
has largely been due to the Australian work
force and their efforts expressed through the
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prices and incomes accord. That is just not
right. A responsible Government would have
gone to the unions three years ago and said that
it wanted to negotiate something that was not
what the unions particularly wanted or sought,
but what the country required. That is where
the Hawke Government has let the people of
Australia down through the prices and incomes
accord. Now it is trying to get out and it wants
wage discounting and deferral of matters for
which the unions are still pressing.

One cannot have a gigantic sweetheart deal
between the national Government and the
national unions that is kept in place at the re-
quest of the national unions because they be-
lieve it is a good thing for them when it quite
obviously is something the country cannot
afford.

The prices and incomes accord has failed the
Australian population; that is quite clear. I
think it would have been more honest for the
Premier to come here today and say he was
bringing out a major economic statement
which said that the prices and incomes accord
did not work and as a result the Government
had had to look at other tougher measures. I
acknowledge that many of those tougher
measures are very bald. I only hope that the
Premier can go forward and carry the day by
producing some results in that area. As the pre-
vious speakers have indicated, the Premier's
performance has been lacking in that avenue in
the past. Only yesterday he suggested the abol-
ition of the 17 / per cent annual leave loading
which is something we' have sought for a long
time. It was a throwaway line the Premier used
yesterday. He knows he cannot deliver on that
but he knows it will be popular in Western
Australia at the moment: I hope the rest of this
economic package is not a series of throwaway
lines like the one that got him a headline yester-
day with respect to the 1 7 / per cent loading.
We want to see some economic performance.
That was the first point I wanted to make about
the prices and incomes accord being a failure-

Let us move on to the next area the Premier
tackled and that was his attack on business and
the fact that business had failed in taking up
the challenge that had been provided by the
Government's economic policies in the last
three years. He said, "New investment es-
pecially in plant and equipment has been
disappointing." That is a fundamental weak-
ness of Labor Party economic policy and phil-
osophy because business people who usually
invest in plant and equipment will react to in-
centives- If one provides the appropriate incen-

tives for business then it will have an excellent
record in new investment in plant and equip-
ment. Business people are like anyone else;
they will respond to incentives. I believe econ-
omic policy in the last three years has been
sadly lacking in incentives. It has been full of
disincentives, especially tax disincentives and
union disincentives. Every disincentive in the
book has been placed in the way of Australian
business and the Premier now says it is
disappointing that the business sector has not
pulled its weight. Of course it will not pull its
weight. The Government cannot do sweetheart
deals with unions and give unions all the incen-
tives and kick business from pillar to post and
then expect it to perform. It is clear that we
need to get rid of some of these disincentives
and provide positive incentives for business. It
is not only for the benefit of business itself
because when business invests in plant and
equipment, jobs are created in a meaningful
and full-time way, not in some short-term
trumped-up way that the Government has done
in the public sector with community employ-
ment projects and short-term measures.

I would like to see a full-scale inquiry into
the number of jobs created because although
something like 600 000 jobs were created many
of those were for 12 weeks only and many
people do not have a job today. The Govern-
ment does not talk about how long those people
were in those jobs and that they only worked
for a matter of weeks and cannot now get a job.
No-one has said how many Cull-time, long-term
jobs have been created. If business were given
proper incentives it would be investing and
pulling its weight. It would be creating long-
term, satisfying jobs for people.

It is quite wrong for the Prime Minister and
the Premier to bash the business sector once
again and say it has not done its job. It has
been given no incentive. Incentive in thi2
country has been killed, and after killing the
goose that laid the golden egg, the Prime Minis-
ter went on national television and said we
have a problem. Of course we have a problem.
He created the problem. He killed the goo e; he
wrung its neck.

I want to talk about what the Premier had to
say about political philosophy and econ-
omic policy. He said much of the business com-
munity has been gripped by a takeover mania
that consumes business effort in unproductive
activity. That is hogwash. His own party has
recognised that. The left wing of the Labor
Party made a song and dance about trying to
prevent takeovers and change the taxation pro-
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visions relating to capital raised for takeover
purposes. The Premier went on to say that it is
corporate warfare and it adds nothing to the
nation's economic performance. Once again, it
is fundamental economic policy that the people
on the other side of the House do not under-
stand and never seem to be able to understand.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members, I have not
counted the number of times since the session
started but I think members of this House
have, in one way or another, passed in between
me and the person on his feet making a speech
on more than 10 occasions. On most occasions
they have shown some deference in that they
have ducked their heads a little. However, ir-
respective of what deference they show, it is
intolerable as far as I am concerned. The very
next person to take that action will feel the
wrath of the Chair with no excuses accepted.

Mr LAURANCE: It is rather pleasant for me
to be on my feet and to hear you, Mr Speaker,
admonishing members of this House without
your comments being directed at me.

The SPEAKER: Order? The members turn
has now come. I do not appreciate that remark
although I find some levity in it. There would
be more levity in it if I were sitting on the
Government bench and not in the Chair.
Would you please apologise.

Mr LAURANCE: I certainly do apologise. It
was a comment on the situation and not a re-
flection on the Chair by any means.

I wish to make a final point about economic
policy and in particular corporate takeovers.
Members opposite have not learned that if the
fundamental right of companies to be taken
over were removed there would be a sick and
dying economy. The only thing that keeps
companies vital is that they always face the
threat of a takeover. That creates the con-
ditions for vital and dynamic organisations.
The Government cannot build into a system
measures that will prevent companies from be-
ing taken over. It is like saying a Government
can never lose at an election. We know on this
side of the House that the present Government
will lose at the next election. It is a dynamic
process of constant change and it is good that
this should happen. People are now demanding
that it happen. A similar situation arises with
takeovers in the corporate sector.

If a company becomes slothful and the man-
agement is old and tired, that company is ripe
for a takeover. That has happened with this
Government; it has lost its economic way and
the people will judge it very harshly. If a

company's productivity is sluggish, its product
is not relevant to the marketplace, and its man-
agement is old and tired, it has lost its way in
the marketplace and needs new blood. If ob-
stacles are built into the system to prevent the
takeover of companies, one is left with a sick
and tired economy. Perhaps we could create a
situation in which that company cannot be
taken over in Australia, but somebody from
overseas could take it over. That is the result of
a sluggish economy if takeovers are prevented.
It is vital that people be allowed to take over
companies.

It is absolute hogwash for the Premier to say
that the present state of the economy is the
fault of business, that business has not invested
in Australia and that it has spent too much
time in takeovers. Most takeovers are success-
ful because they pump new blood into the or-
ganisations and they increase profitability.

To give an example, the most magnificent
takeovers in international corporate history
have been those of Rupent Murdoch, especially
if we consider the enormous chunks of finance
he has needed to take over companies all over
the world. Generally one would say that there
must be some risk in his dealings and most
shareholders would be expected to treat him
with caution because he has borrowed billions
of dollars. The sums involved would probably
be the largest in corporate history takeovers.
But what has happened to his News Corpor-
ation shares? From the beginning of this year
they have increased from $ 10 to $25 a share.
That indicates the confidence people have in
him even though he has borrowed enormous
sums of money. His record is such that he can
take over huge and profitable companies and
make them even more profitable. It does not
matter which part of the world they are in.
That is a magnificent ability and we can be
very proud that an Australian has shown these
enormous capacities.

There is much pressure from inside the
Labor Party to relax the Foreign Review In-
vestment Board rules at the moment. In his
economic statement the Premier spoke of the
need to give more teeth to the Prices Surveil-
lance Authority. That is another crackdown on
businesses. Lie spoke of the need to examine
corporate takeover activities including
borrowings for such purposes. Let us consider
one example of the corporate warfare about
which he talks. I refer to the Castlemaine
Toobecys takeover by one of our local
entrepreneurs, a person this State should be
very proud of because of his achievements and
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what he has done for Western Australia. I refer
to Alan Bond. Is it bad far the economy that he
could raise that finance of S51.2 billion to buy
out a substantial British interest? Not at all. I
think it is closer to Australia now than it was
before. What is he doing with that company?

The Premier may say that this corporate war-
fare adds nothing to the nation's economic per-
formance. However, approximately three
weeks ago Alan Bond, the person who carried
out that enormous takeover-one of the biggest
in corporate history-went to China looking
for export opportunities at the invitation of the
Prime Minister. He was examining the feasi-
bility of setting up a brewery and exporting
Castlemaine XXXX to China. Yet the Premier
has said that we must stamp out takeovers and
have a more sluggish economy because they do
not add to the nation's economic performance.
That is so much rubbish. I do not know who
wrote that speech but I suggest the Premier
change his speech writers.

I move now to the transport area. We were
told today that one of the additional measures
would be to lift the levy on motor spirit to
4.1 7c and on distillate to 5_95Sc a litre. It is
absolutely horrendous. I do not know how
members opposite can introduce a tax increase
of that magnitude and still hold their heads up
high. They should hang their heads in shame at
the increase perpetrated on Western Australian
motorists. Increases to Government charges
were announced on Tuesday 17 June and
motor vehicle owners were in one of the worst
hit sections of the community. Third party
motor vehicle premiums, licence fees, and
drivers' licence fees were increased prior to that
date. In addition, bus fares, Westrail fares, and
cargo rates will increase. We were given an in-
dication some time ago by the Minister for
Transport about an increase in fuel tax. That
was the softening up process a few weeks ago
and today we have been presented with this
enormous increase.

I want to remind the House about the history
of these charges. The fuel franchise levy was
first imposed in 1979.

It was to replace a road maintenance tax-a
very difficult tax with a rather interesting his-
tory. When John Tonkin was the Leader of the
Opposition, prior to the 1971 election he
promised that if he were elected he would do
away with road maintenance tax. When he be-
came Premier he introduced a Bill the pro-
visions of which were in fact far worse than the
road maintenance tax. He put through a
charade which was like the one complained of

by the member far Morley-Swan. It was a cyni-
cal exercise like the one aver which the mem-
ber for Morley-Swan resigned. lie blamed the
upper House for knocking out this Bill.

Mr Neville Brandstater, quite a famous fig-
ure in the Carnarvon community, and well
known to many members of the House, had
been in the transport industry for quite a while
and awed several thousand dollars worth of
road maintenance tax. He refused to pay the
tax from the day on which John Tonkin was
elected as Premier, and eventually he was put
into gaol.

The gaol in Carnarvon is just across the road
from the post office; and the police used to
allow Mr Brandstater, once every day after
John Tonkin was elected Premier, to go to the
post offlice and send a telegram to John Tonkin
telling him he was still in gaol awaiting the Bill
to do away with road maintenance tax. I have
no doubt that John Tonkin got pretty sick of
Brandstater's telegrams. Mr Brandstater calls
his business Kickstarter, and he was
kickstarting Premier John Tonkin aver that for
quite a while.

in 1979 road maintenance tax was abolished
and the fuel levy was introduced. I will read
some figures to the House in relation to motor
spirit only, and the figures relate to the month
of June in each year. In June 1980 the
inaugural tax level was O.9c per litre. In 1981I it
rose to 1.9c per litre; in 1982 to l.6c per litre;
and in 1983 to 1 .85c per litre. That was a fairly
substantial increase.

In 1984 the tax rose to 2.lc per litre, and in
1985 to 2.17c per litre, It remained at 2. 17c per
litre in 1986; but now it will jump to 4.1 7c per
litre--an almost 100 per cent increase. It is a
matter of only a few weeks after an election,
and we have received by far the biggest in-
crease.

Mr Stephens: Are you aware that if an initiat-
ive of the National Party had been supported
by the Government of which you were a mem-
ber, that increase could not have taken place
without coming before Parliament? You al-
lowed that decision to be made.

Mr LAUJRANCE: We did not think there
would be such highway robbery as this when
that action was taken. Indeed, that is why I
went through the history of this tax-to show
that the increases have been fairly reasonable
and the sort of thing one would expect, until
today.

This increase will hit the motorist very hard
indeed and will impact right across the State.
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Mr Stephens: Mare particularly on the rural
areas.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, especially on the rural
areas. If it was not bad enough for a Govern-
ment in its own right to impose this huge in-
crease, how much more shameful is it that it
came from a Government that, when it was
first elected, recalled Parliament especially to
bring in a Bill to stop this sort of thing.

On 22 March 1983 this Government called a
special sitting of the Parliament and introduced
a Bill known as the Prevention of Excessive
Prices Bill 1983. Some members opposite will
remember that day. Action was taken in regard
to one particular product only to try to keep the
prices down, and the promise this Government
made was: We will keep fuel prices down. It
even passed a special Act of Parliament to keep
prices down. Yet here it raises the price by 2c a
litre in one day! It is unbelievable that motor-
ists of this State should have this foisted on
them.

Members opposite will recall the sort of im-
passioned speeches we heard on that day. Here
at last was a Government that would do some-
thing about keeping petrol and other prices
down. The member for Pilbara would remem-
ber this well-it was the subject of her maiden
speech-" We will keep prices down!" Where is
she today? I am delighted that she will obvi-
ously be voting against this motion. She will
have to oppose the increase to 4.1 7c per litre on
I July, because she was one of the strongest
proponents for the prevention of excessive
prices.

If ever there was an excessive price increase,
this is it. This increase would have to be ultra
vires the Act. It is against the very Act the
Labor Party brought in at a special sitting of
the Parliament. You, Mr Speaker, would realise
that yourself, being the fair-minded person that
you are.

It has already been indicated that of the $77
million that will be collected from all of these
increases, the motorist will pay $35 million in
this financial year. So much for all the other
measures that the Parliament brought in! This
is just a rort on the taxpayers of this State.*

Where will the money go? It will go to a
transport trust fund. One of the major criti-
cisms that motorists in Australia have is that
they are asked to pay far more than their share
of the taxes of this country. Members know
that only about half the amount they pay as
fuel excise currently goes back into roads, but

up to date the fuel taxes in the State have gone
into roadworks.

Let us forget for the moment that the Liberal
Party in this State promised there would be no
fuel levy at all. How much more attractive
would it have been to the electors of the State if
they had known that the levy would almost
double straight after the election; whereas with
us it would have been taken away altogether.

It is not right for these funds to be increased
to such an extent and put into a transport trust
fund that will go principally for roads. It will be
used for all transport-related purposes, and
principally for roads; but the important part of
the Premier's speech today is that the money
will not be solely for roads. So the poor, long-
suffering motorists will not only have to pay a
huge hike in the price of the fuel levy-in other
words, an increase in the price of petrol-but
that money will not go only on roads but will
also prop up a very expensive, loss-making
public transport system.

Mr Spriggs: It will pay to paint all the
stations red on the Fremantle line.

Mr LAURANCE: That is right, and that is
the crazy part about it. While patronage on that
urban transport system has been increasing, the
cost has been increasing at about twice the rate.
Revenue is up by six per cent, but costs are up
by 12 percent. That is what this Government is
doing-losing more and more millions of the
taxpayer's money on propping up an inefficient
transport system. The Government will not
agree with us that we must take a pretty hard
look at this problem. We know that a public
transport system will not make a profit, but it is
how much value we can get for every taxpayer's
dollar that counts. All the Government is doing
is ripping off the motorist in order to prop up a
loss-making public transport system-in a call
for restraint! That is not acceptable to the
people of this State.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [8.28 p.m.]:
Tonight's debate is a very timely one, in the
sense that the Premier has presented us with a
white paper and we are debating the financial
administration of the State. What one queries
when one first looks at the white paper and the
way it was delivered and what has been
happening in Australia financially, and the gy-
rations of the Commonwealth Government re-
lating to its responsibilities for financial man-
agement, one wonders how it could reach such
a position.
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Of course, even in our domestic scene, when
we look around the House and at all the mem-
bers sitting here, we realise that nearly every
member opposite has never been responsible
for finding his or her own wages. Members op-
posite have never invested a dollar to make a
business work, and that is basically the influ-
ence that brings the Premier to doing what he
has today.

Mr Bridge: How can you say that?
Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is one of the

few who has, and the Deputy Speaker is
another. But very few Government members
have been in charge of a business and been
responsible for earning their own income.

Mr Grill: Don't talk nonsense.
Mr RUSHTON: The Minister for

Agriculture has.
Mr Grill: Most of us have.
Mr RUSHTON: Only about four of 3 1. Most

members on this side have had the experience
of running a business, and that makes for a
totally different attitude towards this aspect of
financial management by the Government.

Mr Crane: It is different when you are hand-
ling your own money.

Mr RUSHTON: Very different. That is why
it is hard for the private sector to have any
confidence in what the Government is doing-
The Government's decisions are so irrational.
In the main public servants are very loyal, but
they find themselves being displaced by ad-
visers.

Mr Crane: The advisers don't have to be ex-
perienced either.

Mr RUSHTQN: Some advisers are being
given great advantages, but I will get to that in
a moment.

Mr Crane interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I do not

think the member for Dale needs any
prompting from the member for Moore, unless
he is acting as a prompter. The member for
Dale has plenty of experience so I think we will
listen to him.

Mr RUSHTON: The financial problems of
this country have been obvious for a long time.
Recently we have seen the charade of the Prime
Minister's statement to the nation and the Fed-
eral Treasurer's comments about a banana re-
public, just two of the tactics used to create a
state of crisis in the minds of people. The crisis
has been there for months, but has not been
considered in depth by the media. The crisis

has been managed so that the people would get
used to it. We have seen the Federal Govern
ment and this Government introducing strin-
gent measures such as cutbacks, all to get ready
for the next three years. I will briefly refer now
to what took place three years ago.

We had the Premier repeating his statement
that he had inherited a deficit Budget from the
O'Connor Government, but his figures were
developed from February of 1983. He finished
up with a managed deficit of $14 million.
Much of that deficit would not have been there
had we been managing the Budget. The
Premier in fact had a credit of something like
$24 million even after the time he disclosed his
$14 million deficit. It was a managed deficit to
prepare for the future. That $14 million was a
minute figure in the total Budget. In fact the
State had something like $38 million in credit,
already earned by the previous Government,
which was offsetting that figure.

This approach to economic management is
unacceptable. The Premier's approach should
be frank and with full disclosures to the Oppo-
sition so that it can suppont where practical the
moves the Premier makes to obtain a better
financial result in this State.

Opposition members have found-as I cer-
tainly have-a refusal by the Premier to answer
questions directed to him to establish his com-
mitment to sound economic management. His
refusal to answer questions does not provide
any cause for confidence in what he is doing.

I have asked many questions about the pre-
cise number of public servants in this State but
he has refused to answer them. I have wanted
to check on the progress of his policy of replac-
ing only 50 per cent of public servants leaving
the service, but I have received no answers to
my questions. The Premier has been asked
about his Government's patronage of various
people, and again his refusal to answer pre-
cisely has been cause for further disquiet in the
private sector as well as in the Opposition.
These refusals to answer questions obviously
influence the private sector to close its purse
and not invest.

We have recently had the instance of the sale
of the Midland abattoir and salcyards and the
uneconomic and unfair circumstances of that
sale. A lot more will be said about that. This all
indicates the attitude of the Government and it
all creates doubts and a concern about possible
corruption. These matters are obviously raised
as things concerning the private sector.
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Recently the Palace Hotel has been an issue,
and Paul Ritter has had comments printed in
the Press. The demolition of the hotel involves
a very serious question concerning benefits
without performance and it reflects adversely
on the Government. If the Government cannot
require the people who have received advan-
tages to either perform or lose their benefits, it
is not carrying out its duties.

Have members opposite considered the dis-
advantages to the State and Australia of the
financial arrangements made for the Burswood
casino? Obviously a lot of the money for this
development was borrowed, a big pant of it
from overseas, and it must be repaid. The
profits to be generated, if there are profits in
the long term, will be sent overseas, but that
money will come mostly out of the pockets of
Western Australians because the inducement to
get overseas punters to come to Australia has
not worked. This is another disadvantage to be
faced by this country. All these things add up.

I have also raised questions about patronage
relating to the Government's involvement in
the Curtin fund. Again, all these things cause
disquiet and worry in the community.

How would Government members like to be
public servants now, or ordinary members of
the public, being asked by the Government to
pull in their belts because the Government has
insufficient funds to carry on?

Certainly people in my electorate realise, for
instance, that my opponent at the last election
was recently appointed as a Government ad-
viser. The Government will not tell me what
salary he is receiving, but let us say it is
$60 000. His salary is being provided without
his really having to go out and earn his living in
the normal way and he can now prepare for the
next election. He can write Labor Party policy
for the next three years. He is just another
Labor Party helper being paid by the taxpayers.
The Government has a few of these helpers.
Not one public servant would not be ful of
wrath about this sont of development.

Recently we were advised that the number of
Government employees had risen by I I per
cent, although the Premier has not given us an
exact figure and has refused to answer ques-
tions on the subject.

Members should take on board the fact that
Westrail has managed a reduction of 2 000 em-
ployees over the time of this Government. This
followed on from the policies we introduced
and I pay credit to the previous Minister for
Transpont for continuing our commitment. But

coupled with that loss of 2 000 people is the
overall increase in Government employees of
4 000, a diabolical situation when we relate
that to the Government's supposed commit-
ment to reduce Government employees.

I was a little concerned recently to read an
article indicating that 1 200 Westrail em-
ployees were to lose their jobs. Obviously
Westrail has shed something like 3 600 people
since my time as Minister. The article was inac-
curate on one point. It stated that three years
ago Westrail carried 21 million tonnes of
freight with 10 000 workers. Those figures are
inaccurate. In 1978 when we moved to corn-
mercialise Westrail's activities the number of
workers was about 10 150. When I left the port-
folio the figure was about 8 600 and now it is
about 6 500.

When we lost office the new transport poli-
cies and deregulation were starting to bite. I
suggest that about 1 250 people have been di-
rectly affected by deregulation. The Minister
for Transport needs to get his figures up to date
and realise that he is not speaking accurately.
He is wrongly attempting to take all the credit
for what has happened with Westrail.

I believe the public should strongly question
the Government's management of the State's
financial affairs when it intends to proceed
with the electrification of the passenger railway
system. The fuel franchise has been mentioned
previously. This Government is breaking its
commitment to have the total funds made
available for roads. One reason that the figure
rose above the road maintenance tax was that
people were avoiding the tax. I think that
National Party members will agree that the
money was spent on roads. That was a great
benefit to this vast exporting nation which
needs good roads. The intention now is to
change that. That intention has come at a very
pertinent time because this Government in-
tends to invest, for political reasons not econ-
omic reasons, in the electrification of the
metropolitan rail passenger service, It does not
take much thought to realise that the Govern-
ment will allocate some of this money to that
project. That is totally unacceptable. The proj-
ect should not be proceeded with at this time.

The consultants who examined the proposal
to electrify the Perth-Fremantle line advocated
that electrification should not take place before
the year 2000. We did away with the Fremantle
to Penth service because we wanted to take off
that service some of the most antiquated ve-
hicles and give ourselves time to find a new
vehicle which would be more economical to
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run and which would give a better service. We
attempted to buy ourselves time to find that
vehicle. That time has now been lost. The Min-
ister for Transport has said that the extra costs
now being experienced on that tine are a direct
result of decisions made by the previous
Government. That is untrue. We discontinued
that service, as I said, to buy time in order to
consider new vehicles for that line. In fact, we
had already introduced 10 new vehicles and 10
other vehicles had gone to tender. I held up
that tender because I wanted to consider lighter
vehicles much more suited for the purpose.
That was one of the more unfortunate occur-
rences after we lost office. The new Govern-
ment was committed to reintroducing the
Fremantle to Perth passenger service. In doing
so it used the heavy vehicles and deferred the
decision relating to the new vehicles. It is now
considering the electrification of the line with-
out reviewing the transport needs of the metro-
politan area.

I am sad that Mr McCaskill has been leading
the Government by the nose towards electrifi-
cation. I will develop that topic further on
another occasion. He was told by the previous
Westrail management to do his job or get out.
He got out. Since then he has been hell-bent on
making sure that we have electrification of the
passenger rail service whether it is economic or
not. This Government has fallen for his argu-
ments.

I refer now to the electrification inquiry
instigated by this Government. The committee
set up by the Government consisted of 16
members with a dominance of union members.
Mr McCaskill was a member of the committee.
Only two members are considered to be inde-
pendent of the Government's influence. A min-
ority report by the two most qualified members
of the committee, who are not under the influ-
ence of the Government, recommended that
the electrification of the rail passenger service
be not proceeded with. Members should under-
stand that this Government set up the inquiry
as an excuse to introduce electrification of the
system. No consideration at all was given to the
total public transport needs of the metropolitan
area.

Previously, when the Tonkin Government
set about introducing electrification of the
system, it set out the terms of reference,
appointed consultants at great expense, and
had recommendations made to it. It was
recommended that the electrification of the rail
system should not be proceeded with and that a
bus service should be introduced. We con-

sidered the report and decided to maintain
only the train routes to Armadale and Midland
because a population growth factor had to be
considered. We decided to accept the
recommendation of all transport advisers at
that time that a Perth to Fremantle bus service
should be given a trial, a recommendation
which the unions resisted. After three years of
operating the service it was agreed that it was a
successful operation and the consultants
recommended that it should be continued into
the new century.

A previous speaker spoke about an increase
in the number or people using the rail system.
He should question those figures. 1 have placed
questions on the Notice Paper about those fig-
ures. We should ascertain who carried out the
survey. When I was in charge of the depart-
ment I found that the only figures upon which I
could rely were those provided by surveys car-
ried out by the Commonwealth Statistician or
private agencies. I question who carried out
this study. I question also whether the figures
were correlated over a one-day period, what
influenced those figures on that day, and
whether the coming America's Cup event had
any effect on them. I am hopeful that that
event does have the effect of increasing the
number of people who use that service. I ask
members to ascertain whether there has also
been an increase in other services such as the
Hotham Valley tourist service. We should find
out how dinkumn the figures are. The number of
people using the service in peak hours is still
small enough not to warrant electrification of
the system.

The sad part is that it will be underutilised; it
will rust out. The use of trains is warranted for
only a few times in the day. The rest of the day
they travel up and down with very few people
in them. That is why I was very keen about a
light rail vehicle that could provide a frequent
service and cost much less. That is the option
that I still believe should be pursued. The con-
sultants Connell, Mott, Hay-Anderson made
the recommendation that if we could achieve a
separation of goods trains from passenger
trains it would still be advantageous at this
time to introduce the light rail, rapid transit
vehicle.

It would be possible to stop goods trains
operating on the Midland-Fremantle route.
There is also the opportunity for freight trains
to travel via Maddington from Forrestfield
through to Fremantle thus creating the
required separation. Of course, there are freight
trains from Maddington to Arniadale and
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southwards. The rest of the area from
Maddington to Perth would be without freight
trains so it would be a matter of making the
suitable arrangements for the separation be-
tween Maddington and Armadale. Thus the op-
portunity exists for the introduction of a light
rail vehicle which would not even have to be
powered by electricity at this time. We must
keep in mind the alternatives, including batter-
ies such as are being produced at Murdoch
University. Such innovative work will give us
great opportunities to introduce the most mod-
em technology.

It must be remembered that if we adopt the
present proposition for the electrification of
relatively heavy vehicles, we will be locked into
them for 25 years while all around us consider-
ation will be given to new technology. At one
time the argument used to revolve around the
amount of fuel being used. However, the report
reveals that only 0. 14 per cent of the total
amount of fuel used for transport in Western
Australia is being used in public transport.
Thus, there is no dire need to argue about the
amount of fuel being consumed by the public
transport Section.

The worst feature of the Government's inten-
tion to electrify the rail system is that no con-
sideration was given to total public transport
future needs. The Government has considered
only the electrification of train services, How
are the transport requirements of people
throughout the whole metropolitan area to be
serviced? The Government has directed its
examination of the system to only one or two
per cent of the commuting public who travel on
fixed lines. The uneconomic spending of a huge
amount of money in this State could result in
our having the same situation as applies in
Montreal. Governments could make planning
decisions to rezone along the railway lines and
require people to live along them in
mulcistoreyed flats and units, against the
wishes of the public of Perth. Our way of life is
a very dispersed one. We like that; we do not
want to be put into crowded living conditions.
It would be repugnant for the Government to
require many people-generally the less fortu-
nate economically-to live along a railway line
in order to pay for the rail services. That is not
acceptable.

The public must be very cynical after receiv-
ing the news from the Premier today that we
must tighten our belts. Only a month or two
ago everything was rosy: No charges were going
up; this was the land of milk and honey. The
Premier today did not talk about any crisis. He

merely said that everything would be back on
stream if we did a little bit more of this and
that. By increasing charges, the Premier is in-
creasing the slush fund he keeps in preparation
for the next election. That is the bare, cold fact.

Mr Cash: It is a rerun.

Mr RUSHTON: It is certainly a rerun.

In the previous Government's time we
increased charges in line with increases in the
rate of inflation so that there would not be
extreme variations in costs. The Burke Govern-
ment raised the level of charges significantly in
its first year. The increase was between 25 per
cent and 30 per cent. It raises more taxes and
charges than if the increases had been made
gradually over the three years. Politically, the
Burke Government wished to score. I believe
that the public will react very adversely to what
is taking place because they will see through the
camouflage. They will see a continuation of the
rhetoric. It could be said that the Premier and
the Government deserve eight marks out of 10
for rhetoric and nil out of 10 for results. How-
ever, the bottom line is performance.

How can we expect people who have not had
any training in performance or responsibility to
produce good administration? How can we ex-
pect those who have not had the responsibility
of finding their own wages or the benefits they
enjoy to take a different stand from that which
the Premier has taken?

Mr Cash: They will be very disappointed.

Mr RUSHTQN: They believe in the land of
milk and honey, but the day has come when
that cannot continue. The signs have been ob-
vious. As an ex-banker, I believe that the warn-
ing sign lay in the balance of payments account.
Over past months I could not believe that the
media was not reacting to the signs that were
there. Matters have been reported only since
the Federal Treasurer generated interest
through his extreme comment that Australia
was becoming a banana republic.

We need to look very hard at the proposal to
electrify the railways. I ask the Government to
put off its proposal until past the year 2000.

MR CRANE (Moore) [8.58 p.m.]: Although
during this debate we have the opportunity to
speak on a varied range of subjects, tonight I
will concentrate particularly on the Premier's
economic statement which we heard this after-
noon. While I may be taking a different tack
from that taken by some of my colleagues, I am
sure we are all heading in the same direction.
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I stant by saying that I congratulate the
Premier for much of what he said. No-one in
this House could disagree with the sentiments
he expressed during much of his statement. I
most centainly agree with those sentiments. It is
necessary for us to adopt a certain philosophy.
In France, one is guilty until proved innocent,
but in our British society one is innocent until
proved guilty. The same can be said about
judging one's honesty. If we look down our
noses at everyone, suspecting them of dis-
honesty, we will always carry a chip on our
shoulders; but if we are prepared to adopt the
philosophy that a person is honest until proved
dishonest, we will go about our jobs with a
much better attitude and will get more cooper-
ation from others.

The Premier said he was very honest in his
consideration of this statement, and 1 hope that
he means everything he has said. The import-
ant thing is that he intends to carry out the
measures he has announced.

He started by referring to employment,
which grew in Western Australia by 13.8 per
cent. This could well be so, and I presume it is,
because the figures are there. But it may be a
sprat to catch a mackerel; therefore I will watch
it very closely.

How were those 13.8 per cent employed?
Were they employed gainfully, or only for a
short while before they lost their jobs? We must
watch these things very carefully. Were many
of those people employed as advisers to the
Government? We have all been very critical of
those advisers, and I for one continue to be
very critical. We arc all critical of the entourage
which follows those advisers. if they are pant of
that 13.8 per cent, many of those people who
make up this figure have not been very
gainfully employed.

I trust that the people concerned have been
employed producing something. This is a
country with a tremendous capacity to
produce, and it is from this production that we
gain our wealth.

The Premier went on to refer to the 12
months to September 1985, and the fixed capi-
tal expenditure by private enterprise. W e know
of one large enterprise, the casino. Some: people
question the advantage of that casino to the
welfare of the State. I know a number of people
have referred to mc the losses they have experi-
enced. I have pointed out to them that those
losses are their own stupid fault; nobody asked
them to go into the casino and lose money.

I saw a picture the other day of a man with
his pockets pulled out.

Mr Clarko: And braces on!
Mr CRANE: He had lost his shin. While it

may have been sensational from the Press's
point of view, I thought what a fool he was.

I have not visited the casino yet. I suppose I
will at some time because I am an inquisitive
sort of person. If that is the type of capital
expenditure we are to see from private
enterprise, I question its worth.

I agree in part with the Premier's remarks
where he went on to say that we have rich
agricultural and mineral resources and a
skilled, well-educated, energetic and healthy
population. The population is certainly ener-
getic when going to the football on Saturdays;
there is no question about that. But I question
whether people are as energetic as they ought to
be when it comes to productivity.

I know a few people who seem to have a great
amount of trouble spelling, apart from express-
ing themselves, so perhaps the Education De-
partment leaves a little to be desired. I question
the remarks of the Premier concerning the fact
that the population is energetic, healthy, and
well-educated, but I agree entirely with the
tenor of what he is endeavouring. to say there.

He says we have the geographic good fortune
to be part of the Asian-Pacific region. This
should ensure that Australia need never be a
poor nation. This is also very true. We should
not be a poor nation. Actually, if we had been
successful in the early pant of this century in
seceding from the rest of the Commonwealth,
we would today be one of the wealthiest
nations in the world. However, that is another
matter, therefore we must carry along the
drones of our society, many of whom live in the
Eastern States.

But we in Western Australia have the ca-
pacity to be a very wealthy nation indeed. All
we need to do is to accept the responsibility,
roll up our sleeves, and get on with the job of
work. Having done so, we need to be rewarded
for our work. It matters not from which walk of
life we come, whether we are the so-called blue
collar workers, or the white collar workers, or
anyone else. If we do the job we are entitled to
be rewarded.

The Premier mentioned the workers. I would
like to correct him. I have worked very hard all
my life. I have been rewarded for my efforts in
many ways. I am not the richest man in this
place by any means, but I am probably not the
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poorest either. That is the result of my hard
and dedicated work.

I resent it when I hear other people talk
about the workers and I am left out, because 1
believe I am a worker of the highest calibre. I
know what it is to have sweat dripping off the
end of my nose.

I agree with most of what the Premier said in
his introduction to this paper. He went on to
say that our export income is largely dependent
on the prices we receive for our mineral and
agricultural commodities. In the seven months
to January, such commodities represented
about 70 per cent of our total exports. We must
look after those particular industries. I agree
with him again. He certainly knows what he is
talking about when he puts down these figures,
and I congratulate him.

The Premier went on to say we would do
better if we were to process these raw materials
before they leave the State. I agree with him
there. In the north, if we do not watch our-
selves, we will end up with nothing but holes in
the ground.

I have said on several occasions that we
could develop the north to make it a more
important part of the State. Our steel industry
could be developed up there, and we could
move into such industries as shipbuilding. If
we were to use the advantage which God gave
us, with the tremendous commodities in the
north, and with regular high tides shipbuilding
could be very easily carried out; at least the
launching of those vessels could be carried out
merely by opening the flood gates, letting the
tide in, and floating them out, in much the
same way as they do in dry docks.

The Western Australian people themselves
have shown that they can be good workers-
and many of them are. They would put their
shoulders to the wheel if given an opportunity
to be a part of those industries.

I agree with the Premier there. We must de-
velop the north. We must develop our re-
sources in this country more than we do at
present, and that is one area which would be of
great benefit to us if we were to pursue it.

Earlier the member for Nedlands mentioned
submarine building in Western Australia. I
agree it is rather sad that that proposal seems to
have ground to a halt. I am as concerned as he
is with the headline in The Western Mail last
week which said-

SOS for Burke to head subs drive.

It appears that the Deputy Premier has failed,
and failed miserably, in pursuing what would
be a very important industry for Western
Australia. Perhaps the Deputy Premier is good
in some other fields. I must give him credit; he
has a lovely sister in my electorate, and he must
have some other attributes. But he has obvi-
ously failed in this area.

The Deputy Premier should be reminded by
the House that he should get on with the job; he
should shape up or ship out. I hope the Deputy
Premier will take notice of what I am saying for
the sake of Western Australia and that he will
get on with the job.

The Premier went on to say-
Clearly a day of reckoning must eventu-

ally come and in Western Australia it has
arrived.

No-one could but agree with him on that
statement. It is absolutely correct, so we must
not condemn the Premier for that. He has told
us what many of us have been reiterating for a
long time and I am very pleased to hear him
say it. It only needs all of us to pull in our belts,
roll up our sleeves, and get on with the job. The
Premier went on to show us how that can be
done. He said-

Just as the fruits of growth over the last
three years have been shared by most
members of the community, so must the
burdens of change by shared equally.

I do not agree with the Premier entirely. The
fruits of growth over the last three years have
been shared by a disproportionate section of
the community and the people who produced
that wealth, mainly the primary producers,
unfortunately have not shared equally in the
fruits of their labours. However, I am sure that
now this has been recognised, something will
be done about the matter and, in turn, primary
producers will be given an opportunity to share
in the fruitful results of their labours. I just
point that out to the Premier.

The Premier talks about labour costs and
how effective this State has been. He says-

Overall in this State, we have had the
lowest level of working time lost through
industrial disputes in 14 years.

I question the Premier on this and ask him:
Does he refer to recorded disputes? Members
should correct me if I am wrong, but I under-
stand that if a dispute is settled within 48
hours, it is not referred to as a "strike". There-
fore, a strike can continue for 471/ hours, an
agreement can be reached, and the workers can
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go back to work for six hours, then have
another dispute which lasts for 47V2 hours, and
so the time of stoppage is not recorded.

I question these figures. I feel they may be
correct, but I question them, because I know
and so do you, Sir, that as a result of many
disputes, people stop work for a day. They re-
turn to work, have another dispute, and stop
work for another day, and so it goes on. Those
disputes are not counted as stoppages. Those
figures should be verified and their accuracy
ascertained.

I do not criticise the Premier for those fig-
ures; I am merely questioning him. 1 shall put a
question on notice next week and perhaps he
will provide me with an answer. I intend to
watch this matter very closely over the next six
months. 1 give the Premier all the commen-
dation he deserves and I shall continue to do
so, but, by hell, if he does not deliver the goods,
be will cop it!

The Premier refers to corporate warfare. I
understand the feeling behind that statement,
but the member for Gascoyne pointed out
some instances where so-called corporate war-
fare is not as bad as it is made out to be.

I am concerned about instances where a
company which does not owe any money is
taken over by another company which must
borrow millions of dollars overseas in order to
complete the takeover. Those borrowings in-
crease our overseas debt. I understand this has
happened in the case of some of the brewery
takeovers. People in Australia have borrowed
money overseas, creating a debt to Australia, to
take over a brewery which, prior to the
takeover, was entirely debt free.

In that instance I agree with what the
Premier is saying; but I point out that in some
areas takeovers are healthy, as was pointed out
by the member for Gascoyne.

I remind the House also that the Govern-
ment has not kept its fingers out of takeovers,
because it formed the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation and Exim. I was very
concerned also that a couple of weeks ago the
Government aided and abetted the takeover of
the farmers' saleyards at Midland Junction.
The saleyards did not belong to the farmers-
they did not own them-but they existed for
the express purpose of serving the rural com-
munity. However, this Government has al-
lowed the saleyards to be taken over and a big
question mark hangs over how they will be
replaced. It has been suggested that we may
have to pay $9 million for some military land

adjacent to Midland in order that we may build
new saleyards. However, the Government sold
the saleyards at Midland Junction along with
75 acres-I am not talking about hectares, I am
talking about acres-for $450 000. Therefore, I
question that particular takeover. The Govern-
ment could well look at its own record in this
area.

The Premier's economic statement is so com-
prehensive that we could talk all night on it. I
shall just skim through the areas that are of
greatest concern to me. The Premier referred to
some of the cuts he would make, and these are
rather important. He referred to the extensions
to Parliament House. When one considers how
much the new Parliament House in Canberra
will cost the Australian taxpayer, one could not
but agree that this is not the time to be spend-
ing any money on extensions although I would
agree that they are needed in many areas. How-
ever , such additions do not have a high pri-
ority, therefore, I believe the Premier's stance
is fair enough.

The Premier mentioned also that he
intended to cut down on hospital redevelop-
ment programmes. Recently I spoke on this
matter. I ask the Minister for Health, when
cutting down on hospital redevelopment, to be
mindful of the muscular dystrophy research
centre at Sir Charles Gairduer Hospital which
he visited a little while ago. The Minister's visit
was very well received- That is one area to
which $2 million has been allotted. When the
Government agrees to expenditure in this area,
I suggest that the money already allotted to
each project be earmarked so that, if the Health
Department has $ 10 million to spend, it recog-
nises that the expenditure of $2 million on the
muscular dystrophy centre has been agreed
upon already. In that way, the officials in the
Health Department cannot play around with
that money and use it for other purposes. I
believe the money has been earmarked for that
purpose and it ought to be used for it.

I know the new Minister for Health is taking
note of the points I am making. This is an issue
which has a high priority and I would give it
my fuli support.

In respect of travel the Premier points out
that, as a general rule, from next month first-
class overseas and interstate travel by those
travelling at Government expense will be
confined to Ministers and departmental heads.
I agree with that entirely. It is not strictly
necessary that those involved should travel first
class, although when one is busy working all
day, it is important that one arrives fresh at
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one's destination. Therefore, I believe we can
afford to extend this consideration to people
who are working hard, and [ accept it.

Mr Clarko: Do you think it was a hard de-
cision for the Premier to make that Ministers,
including himself, should travel first class?

Mr CRANE: It would be a hard decision if I
made it.

Mr Clarko: It would not be the easiest de-
cision.

Mr CRANE: If I had to make that decision,
it would be a hard one. Therefore, I cannot
judge the Premier more harshly than I would
judge myself. However, will it be only Minis-
ters and heads of departments who will travel
first class? I have already drafted a question to
put on notice in respect of this issue and it will
be dealt with within the next day or so.

I would like those people to be identified. I
want to protect the Premier because I believe
some of us should protect him. If the Premier
states who these people are, nobody can slip
under his guard. I want it to be known that I
am on his side, and when he identifies them
there will no longer be any advisers or pretty
secretaries or anybody else sneaking through.

Mr Bridge: We have got to enjoy our flying
around.

Mr CRANE: In first-class comfort, so the
Minister can go to sleep.

I agree with the statements made in the
Premier's economic statement. His priorities
are correct, but he must be strict and there
must be no others taking advantage of the situ-
ation.

Parliament Week is to be discontinued. I
agree with that. It has proved to be very
interesting to the many people who have
visited Parliament. Although I believe we
should encourage people to come up here, I
think they should do so when Parliament is
actually in session. Look at the tremendous ex-
perience and entertainment with which they
would be provided if they were sitting in the
gallery tonight listening to these words of wis-
dom! A lot of people seem to think that such
words of wisdom never emanate from this Par-
liament. I think it is fair enough to cut out
Parliament Week as such and to encourage
more people to come here and see Parliament
working. Parliamentarians should, as I often
do, invite people here for lunch or supper as a
group. I believe the abolition of Parliament
Week is a sensible saving.

We have already talked about the State's bid
for the submariue project. I hope the Premier
will take the reins and get that project off the
ground for this State. It has a two-fold purpose:
Firstly, it would be advantageous to the State
by providing employment; secondly, it would
be advantageous in respect of defence.

I reiterate something I said months ago-and
I know I will draw the crabs when I say this-I
would like to see these submarines powered
with nuciear energy although not fitted with
nuclear weapons. As I said on that occasion,
one would not build an LTD Ford and put a
'C-model Ford engine in it. The old 'C-model
engine did a good job, but one would not put it
in an LTD. Therefore, I believe that when we
build those modemn submarines, we should
build atomic power plants into them. Provided
they are used sensibly. there would be no prob-
lems. There was a time when people were
afraid of bows and arrows, and then gun pow-
der appeared. brought back from China by
Marco Polo. This was a truly dreadful new sub-
stance. but I am not talking about using nuclear
energy for weapons. I would certainly oppose
that. but I would like to see it used for the ben-
efit of mankind, with all the necessary
safeguards provided.

I am sorry to comment here on the dismissal
of Mr Horobin. I met him last year when I was
the Opposition representative for the submar-
ine project. I thought he was a very efficient
officer, and he certainly knew his subject. How-
ever, there seems to have been a falling out
somewhere along the way. I am sure that if the
Premier, with his efficiency, were to take over
the role from the Deputy Premier, as we have
suggested, and as The Western Mail has
suggested, he could return Mr Horobin to his
position or find someone equivalent to put that
programme back on-stream so that eventually
it could come to fruition.

I notice that the Public Accounts Committee
is mentioned in the statement and I know that
the chairman of the committee, the member for
Mitchell, referred to the provision of a motor
vehicle for himself. I will not criticise this par-
ticular instance because I am the deputy chair-
man of that committee and perhaps the
Government will give me a skateboard!

Mr Taylor: [ had a motor vehicle when I was
chairman.

Mr CRANE: That is fair enough and I will
not be critical of it.
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I was pleased to note that the Premier, ac-
cording to his statement, will not cut down our
expenditure on staff. I agree with him: We do
have a tremendous job to do. We will need to
be the watchdogs of public spending and I am
sure that all members of the committee will do
that particular duty to the best of their ability.
Evidently an additional officer will be
appointed to assist us and I am sure that is a
very good move. I know that the officers who
have helped us in the past have done their duty
extremely well. I can see one such officer sitting
in the Chamber; he has worked very hard for
many years on the Public Accounts Committee.
I have been on that committee for many years
and!I know the dedication which these officers
give to their jobs. An additional research
officer will be a great advantage to the com-
mittee.

The Premier, in his statement, goes on to say
that he does not intend to carry out some of his
major election commitments. He has been
criticised for this, but the only criticism I
would make would be if be knew at the time he
made those commitments that he would not be
able to carry them out. That would have been
wmong of him. However, circumstances have
changed, and I will give him the benefit of the
doubt. If circumstances have changed, I would
say he is a very brave man and is acting cor-
rectly when he says he will postpone these comn-
mitments. If one does not have the money to
spend on these things, as those of us who have
been in business know, one simply has to
tighten one's belt. I will not criticise the
Premier for that. He says that it is only a
postponement for one year and not an aban-
donment of these commitments. I hope that
perhaps his priorities can be put into order and
that he will certainly postpone these commit-
ments for as long as is necessary.

The Premier, in his economic statement,
goes on to talk about flexitime being cut out. I
think that is a reasonable decision. I was disap-
pointed with the Premier when I read the head-
line of today's The West Australian-"Burke:
Loading of 17.5 per cent unfair". I was disap-
pointed because he did not mention it in his
economic statement.

Mr Cash: There is a good chance he didn't!

Mr CRANE: I will give him the benefit of the
doubt. I remind the Premier of this matter,
although it may be a typographical error.

Mr Cash: I wouldn't bet on it, mate!

Mr CRANE: I would remind the Premier
that this matter needs to be put into the econ-
omic statement. Long service leave is being cut
back and I believe that the four weeks' annual
leave we have in Australia should be reduced to
three weeks. I understand many other countries
have only a fortnight's annual leave. I think
America has only two weeks' leave and yet we
in Australia have four. We have to recognise
that all of us have to put our shoulders to the
wheel and that we must take up our
responsibilities.

The Premier next refers to payroll tax, and
here I am disappointed with him. While he has
given a concession to small employers, he has
subsequently gone on and made it difficult for
those who have a payroll of over $1.8 million.
Their tax has gone up by 5.75 per cent. I think
that is unfair and I would remind the House of
what Lincoln said-

You can not strengthen the weak by
weakening the strong.

That is precisely what the Premier is doing in
respect of payroll tax. I think all payroll taxes
are iniquitous because people who employ
others should be encouraged. I was talking to a
businessman last night and he said to me, "I
must be nuts to employ people, to be in busi-
ness today." I said, "You must be, but it is
good that you and a lot of other people are nuts
because we must have those who employ other
people".

In conclusion, I refer to the fuel franchise
levy. The Leader of the National Party spoke
very effectively on that matter and I agree with
his remarks entirely. The levy is unfortunate,
and unfair, although the concession is still
there for off-farm vehicles. I hope that it will
not be necessary to proceed with such a tax,
which is a burden on the whole of the com-
munity in a State the size of Western Australia
because transport plays an important pant in
the welfare of the State.

I was very glad that the Premier delivered
this statement. It is up to members of this place
to ensure that he carries it out.

MRt LEWIS (East Melville) [9.28 p.m.]: I
take this opportunity to speak to the
Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill and in
so doing I would like to direct my remarks to
the Premier's economic statement.

I believe that this particular statement is
really nothing more than a cover up to distract
the Public Service and the Press. This red her-
ring has been drawn across the trail to disguise
the facts. The Government is increasing taxes
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and charges imposed on the citizens of Western
Australia in excess of the inflation rate, and
indeed by doing this the Premier is breaking a
promise to the people of Western Australia that
he would not increase taxes and charges. 'I
would draw members' minds back to 1983
when this State faced probably the most excess-
ive increases in taxes and charges that it had
done for some years.

The Press missed it because the Government
attacked the public servants. The Government
thought it was smart. It used the red herring of
the 10 per cent being taken off the salaries of'
public servants-civil servant bashing. They all
went off and complained. The Press was filled
with complaints about the 10 per cent salary
reductions. Unfortunately, the facts which of
course manifested themselves later on were
lost. They Premier put away a nice little nest
egg which carried him through for the other
two years and it seemed that the increase in
charges and taxes was not abnormal.

Today he is doing exactly the same thing.
This is really a document to bash the Civil
Service and if members examine the supposed
savings in the Public Service arena they will see
they will be minimal- Public servants'
superannuation schemes will not be
disadvantaged in any way and they will keep
ticking away beyond 30 June when the new
provisions in regard to superannuation take ef-
fect. Similarly, the proposal in relation to long
service leave will not affect existing public ser-
vants at all; only new employees after 30 June
will be affected.

What the Premier really says in his statement
is that he wants to increase State taxes and
charges to $3 571 million which is an increase
of 15.38 per cent. The Premier says in this
document that the inflation rate is only 6.5 per
cent. The Commonwealth Government has
already given the Premier 5.5 per cent, and if
he were really dinkum about showing restraint
he would stick to the 5.5 per cent and go ahead
with his proposed savings of $80 million or $90
million, a decision on which I must commend
him. Then comes the turnaround of increased
taxes and charges to raise another $78 million.
This is not on, so this business of bashing the
public servants again is intended to draw the
red herring across the path so the Press pick it
up and the public will once again know about
the terrible thing that has been done to public
servants. The facts and substance in regard to
what the Government is really doing-increas-
ing taxes and charges paid by the citizens of

Western Australia by more than the inflation
rate-is lost.

Mr Court: Basically he is saying that expen-
diture will increase from $3 billion to $3.5
billion, a very large increase in tough times.

Mr LEWIS: The Premier wants a 15.38 per
cent increase, of course, and he will probably
get it. However, the inflation rate is 6.5 per
cent. He is all right. He has softened up the
public. The Premier came out yesterday with
the typical Labor Government tactic of
overkill. He is like Mr Keauing and Mr Hawke;
every time they want to introduce changes they
spread gloom and doom throughout the
country about the terrible changes that will oc-
cur. Yesterday Mr Burke said the 17.5 per cent
annual leave loading was unfair. His underkill
today was that he was not prepared to go on
with that. The truth is he does not have the guts
to do it. He makes a lot of huff and puff in 24
pages which really says only that budgetary ex-
penditure will be increased by about 10 per
cent.- It does not show any restraint whatsoever.

So what is it all about? It is a lot of rot. The
Premier in delivering his economic statement
made a statesmanlike address to this Parlia-
ment. He had already told the Confederation of
Western Australian Industry (Inc.) and the
unions, "Look, you chaps, you had better come
out and say 'tut, tut what a terrible thing you
are doing' because otherwise I am going to get
heaps. I have to get a little bit of 'tut, tut' from
the unions if I am to be credible." Disgusted
union leaders marched away shaking their
heads after an hour-long briefing with Premier
Burke. What a set-up. It is a put up job.

Mr Court: Are you suggesting this was all
staged?

Mr LEWIS: it was all staged, yes. The thing
is that the Premier with his media experience
has become an excellent producer and stage
manager. If one really looks at the substance
behind the Premier and his economic state-
ment, one will see his statement is similar to
the one Mr Hawke made to the nation the other
night, a statement which went on for 10 min-
utes about nothing. Today the Premier went on
for 40-odd minutes about nothing. All he really
said was that he would increase taxes and
charges in this State by 10 or I I per cent.

Mr D. L. Smith: Do we deduce from that
that you will be much harder on the public
servants?

An Opposition member: I thought you were
working yourself up to that.
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Mr LEWIS: I was a public servant for many
years.

Mr Cash: And a good one too.
Mr LEWIS: I was a good one, as a matter of

fact. I suggest that Mr Burke should have the
guts to do that and also to approach the Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Commission on be-
half of the Government of Western Australia.
H-e should present a case and say, "It is non-
sense to be paid an extra 17.5 per cent to go on
holidays".

Mr Williams: That is not only public ser-
vants; that is everybody.

Mr Taylor: What else can we do?
Mr LEWIS: Does the Minister really want to

know what else we can do? We could drop this
nonsense fringe benefits tax.

Mr D. L. Smith: A bit hard to do.
Mr LEWIS: The Premier attended the tax-

ation summit and applauded it. He said it was
good, that it was the greatest thing that had
happened to taxation in this country.

Mr Bryce: So did Touche Ross and Co.
Mr Court: He said anybody who didn't sup-

port him was disloyal to the Labor Party.
Mr Bryce: So did Touche Ross. They said it

too.
Mr LEWIS: The people in Australia today

are so bewildered with the taxation laws that
the Government has driven them all into the
hands of accountants. The man in the street
cannot understand the taxation laws because
they are so complex. Members know it is true.
They should not be so smug and they should
not laugh. They know it is jolly well true. What
more could one do? Do members really want to
know? I will tell them what the Government
can do-

Mr MacKinnon: What the member could do
is give his car back.

Mr LEWIS: Yes, together with the Deputy
Speaker's car and that of the member for War-
ren. It is a pay-off because members opposite
did not get the jobs. Why do members not
answer questions?

Mr Taylor: Do you want to know the back-
ground to the member for Mitchell's car?

Mr LEWIS: I do not worry about the back-
ground of his car. It is of no consequence. It is a
pay-off to the Premier's lackeys. I know about
that; do not bother to tell me. I am not a
dummy; I can see right through those close
eyes.

Mr Bryce: Audie Murphy!

Mr Clarko: Do you think it is a tough de-
cision for the Premier to decide that he will
continue to fly first class but he will take that
privilege away from other public servants?

Mr LEWIS: That was a very tough decision. I
noticed that the Minister for Tourism travelled
to Tasmania with an entourage to talk about
nothing.

Mr Williams: Only five!
Mr LEWIS: Only five?
Mr Williams: It was a tough decision to leave

the other 100 at home!
Mr LEWIS: The Premier talks about all the

great things we are supposed to be seeing
happening.

Mr Taylor Bill McNee was a joke and you
are pathetic.

Mr LEWIS: Just watch it, Minister, okay?
Mrs Watkins: Do you consider $2.3 million

would not have been invested-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I

realise-
The SPEAKER: And I realise that you were

being shouted down!
Mr LEWIS: This statement is really all about

the broken promises from the Premier's seat of
his pants decisions made early in January prior
to the election. Countless members of the
Labor Party and his advisers told him, "We
will have to pull some promises out of a hat",
and out of a bat they came--computers to all
schools, schooling for three-and-a-half-year-
olds, free dental care for high school children-

Mr Clarko: They have broken that promise
twice.

Mr LEWIS: Yes. The crux of the matter is
that no planning was done. I have visited
schools and half the people I spoke to there said
the Government's promises were nonsense be-
cause none of the lecturers or teachers had been
trained.

The Premier might think it is a matter of
purchasing computers worth $3.5 million and
popping them into schools and saying, "There
you are kids-go for it". The fact of the matter
is that teachers have not been given a modicum
of training to introduce these computers.

Mr Bryce:, We have waited so long as a State
that the kids are just about ready to teach the
teachers. You mob are so far behind.

735



736 ASSEMBLY]

Mr Cla rko: In 1982 we were equal-best in
secondary education in this country.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister for submarines
wants to interject. Maybe!I can answer him.

Mr Bryce: You are devastating. It is a great
pity that Parliament had to wait so long for you
to arrive.

Mr LEWIS: Let me take the mind of the
Deputy Premier back to the litany of broken
promises validated by the document I have in
my hand.

Mr MacKinnon: How long did it take the
Government to renege on the interest rate sub-
sidy?

Mr LEWIS: It is a matter of convenience. As
soon as the election is over, off goes the sub-
sidy. The Premier is saying that he had to take
that action because the Federal Government
has been so hard on this Government. In fact,
the Federal Government gave the State an ex-
tra five per cent. If the State Government were
dinkum about showing restraint it would ac-
cept the five per cent and show an example to
the community by not raising its taxes and
charges.

Let me refer to broken promises.. We were
told that there would be apprenticeships or jobs
for every school leaver. What nonsense! Can
any member opposite say that the Government
has done that or that it is happening right now?

Mr Cash: There is no response.

Mr LEWIS: I know.

Let me draw the attention of the House to
how honest this Government is about restraint
and containing charges. It is not interested for
one moment! It has introduced into this House
a Bill to enlarge the Ministry and all that goes
with it.

Mr Spriggs: And all the advisers.

Mr LEWIS: Yes, all the advisers as well. To
expand the Ministry will cost millions of dol-
lars. It cost $400 000-odd to renovate the City
Mutual building in order that the Premier was
able to get out of his car and go straight into his
office.

Mr MacKinnon: How much?

Mr LEWIS: I am led to believe it cost
$400 000-odd and that it was done for security
reasons. Perhaps he could not walk up the
stairs at that time, but he may be able to do so
now! The Government has shown preat
restraint by expanding the Ministry by two!

The SPEAKER: Order! I understand that the
member for East Melville may not follow the
Standing Orders very well: it is difficult even
for members who have been in this House for
some years to do so. However, the matter the
member is discussing is laid down for debate
later on and it is not possible for it to be
debated at this time.

Mr LEWIS: I thank you for that information,
Mr Speaker.

We all know about the Kelly report into re-
tail trading. It was tabled in this House last
week, and it was a sad day. The union cronies
knew about the contents of that report the week
before it was tabled in this House.

The infamous Mr O'Connor from the
Transport Workers Union of Australia has
already been doing deals with major bakeries.
He knows very well what is the intent of the
Government; that is, to extend baking hours
and retail hours in order that baking can be
carried out until 10 o'clock on Saturdays. What
happens now is that bread carters can work 24
hours a day provided they work within the
restraints of the baking hours. Mr O'Connor
knows that those hours will be extended and it
gives him a wonderful opportunity to do a deal
concerning penalty rates. The deal will be made
and one can bet his life that bread carters will
work six or seven hours a day, but come
Saturday they will be on double time.

One of the major factors wrong with this
country concerns the hospitality industry. Per-
haps the Minister for Tourism should take note
of my comments. It is absolutely wrong that
penalty rates should be paid on weekends. is it
reasonable and logical that people who, in their
natural course of their employment, work on
Saturdays and Sundays-

.Mrs Beggs: Have you discussed the penalty
rates with the Western Australian Tourist In-
dustry Association (Inc)?

Mr LEWIS: That has nothing to do with it. I
am suggesting to the Minister for Tourism that
if she listened to what I am saying-

Mrs Beggs: You should listen to me.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
I will explain again for the benefit of the

Minister for Tourism that she should look at
the hospitality industry and ask why tourists
are not attracted to Australia. The answer is
very simple.

Mrs Beggs: We are getting tourists here.
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Mr LEWIS: Does the Minister think it fair
and reasonable to pay employees treble time on
Sunday? They may work for only 20 hours a
week, but they receive treble time on a Sunday.

Mr MacKinnon: Absolute stony silence.
Mr LEWIS: This country is supposed to be in

a situation of dire economic circumstances.
Even the infamous Treasurer of the Common-
wealth Government who instigated the dreaded
"S"-bend-not the i-curve-took all this time
to twig.

Mr D. L. Smith: It was mismanagement by
the previous Government for all those years.

Mr Court: You have been in Government for
four miserable years.

Mr LEWIS: I am making a suggestion to the
Minister for Tourism that the first thing she
should look at in the tourist industry is penalty
rates and that she should go to the Industrial
Relations Commission and put in a claim to
remove such rates from the award.

Mr Bryce: You never had the guts to do that.
Mr LEWIS: Is the Deputy Premier saying

that because the previous Government did not
do that, this Government does not have the
right to do it? If not, is he saying that maybe it
is a good suggestion and that this Government
should have done it? Why does not this
Government do it?

Mr Bryce: You should have done it.
Mr LEWIS: Why does not this Government

do it?
Mr Bryce: Practice what you preach.
Mr LEWIS: The Deputy Premier will not

answer my question.
Mr Bryce: We might not agree with your

twisted outlook on life.
Mr LEWIS: Fine.
Mr Bryce: The fringe benefits tax is just and

there are mighty companies like Touche Ross
and Co. which agree with me.

Several members interjected.
Mr LEWIS: I think that the Deputy Premier

has not been listening to the debate. I am not
talking about the fringe benefits tax, I am
talking about penalty rates. Perhaps he does
not wish to answer me.

Mrs Beggs: I want to ask you about penalty
rates. Do you consider that your constituency
is the private sector?

Mr LEWIS: My constituency runs across the
whole field of socioeconomics.

Further on the subject of penalty rates, ru-
mour is rife within the retail industry that with
the implementation of the recommendations of
the Kelly report and trading hours extended to
six o'clock on Saturdays, there will be an im-
post of penalty rates because, of course, it will
be necessary to work on Saturday afternoons.

If this Government is dinkumi and wants
restraint in the community, it should not let the
unions, led by the likes of O'Connor, screw its
members for penalty rates. The retail industry
is waiting for a positive statement from the
Government on this issue. If the Government
intends to relax the trading hours in the retail
industry it should do so with the strong proviso
that penalty rates will not prevail.

I would like to speak about another matter
that is driving this country to the wall. It was
mentioned by my colleagues earlier today. I
refer to the national superannuation three per
cent productivity claim. The Premier made a
lot of noise tonight about saving a total of $75
million on the basis of restricting some of his
minions from travelling first class. He could
have saved that sum in one easy blow by sub-
mitting a case to the Australian Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission that the three per
cent productivity claim is a shim. There is no
productivity; the people of Australia know
there is no productivity and the sham is borne
out by people such as Senator Button and Sena-
tor Walsh who say that we cannot afford it
today and that we shall put it off until January
1987. If the productivity existed and the claim
was legitimate it should be paid and not de-
ferred. Of course, the Labor Government has
painted itself into a corner and to do its deals
with the ACTU-the de facto Government of
this country-it has had to say that the country
cannot afford it now and the claim will be put
off until January 1987. The fact is that it is not
a productivity claim; it is a nonsense and the
people of Australia know that. Even the Minis-
ter knows it because he said the same thing,
when be was quoted as saying that Western
Australia is hinting at a rethink on the three per
cent claim.

Why does the Government not show re-
sponsibility and go to the arbitration com-
mission and tell them it is not on, that there is
no productivity claim? The Government will
not do so because of its deals with the unions.

I would like to mention some of the
measures the Government needs to take to save
money and to ensure that restraints are in
place. I draw the attention of the House to a
contract recently let by Homeswest to Jaxon
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Construction Pty Ltd under contract
96/167/86. 1 obtained this information from
Cordell's, a publication issued in the building
industry. The lowest tender was $2.5 million to
build a series of units: Three 3-storied town-
houses; eight 2-storied townhouses; for 3-
bedroomed houses; 23 I-bedroom homes for
the aged; and four 2-bedroomed duplex pairs.
The tender by Woodlands to build those 46
units was $2.5 million. However, this Govern-
ment, which is supposed to be exercising
restraint, let the contract to Jaxon at a tender
price of $3.1 19 million; that is, more than
$600 000 above the lowest tender, or a 24.76
per cent increase. Why?

Mr Burkett: Was there any condition in the
tender document that the tenderer should em-
ploy apprentices? If you are going to talk about
this, what about telling the truth?

Mr LEWIS: That is the truth.
Mr Burkett: Ask a question on that point and

you will get the truth.
Mr LEWIS: That is the truth. The member is

trying to use up the time I have left.
To continue, the 46 units are to be built

around North Fremantle and the average price
will be $67 800 a unit. This is housing for
Homeswest whose charter is to build homes for
low-income families. That price does not in-
clude the price of the land. What a joke!

I would like the Government to comment on
the reason that the contract was not awarded to
the lowest tenderer, but to a company with a
tender price 24.76 per cent above the lowest
figure. That is a serious question and I think it
is incumbent on the Government to answer it.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier)
[9.58 p.m.]: I think I can read between the lines
and detect that there was enough of a generous
cooperative spirit contained in the comments
in this debate to indicate to the Government
that, although members opposite are taking
great exception to some things the Government
is doing, some of the methods used and policies
implemented, the Opposition supports the Bill.

It has been a strange debate which has lasted
for five hours and it has not quite been a de
facto Supply Bill debate or a de facto Address-
in-Reply debate.

Mr Mac~innon: Is it a de facto Supply Bill?
Mr BRYCE: I am not taking issue. It is some-

what different. I think eight to 10 members
have contributed to the debate and probably
covered all 27 portfolios. I am not referring to
individual Ministries because there are not that

many of them, but I am referring to the depart-
ments, scarcely one of which escaped without
mention in one form or another.

Mr Spriggs: We have more Ministries to
cover in this session.

Mr Rushton: It sounded as though you were
going to make 27 of them.

Mr BRYCE: Members on that side of the
House might get hold of Cabinet secrets, but if
they have a secret document that says we will
expand the Ministry to 27, I can assure them
such an idea would not get off the round.

We have had discussions during the course of
this debate which indicate to the Government
that there is a very wide range of issues
exercising the minds of members opposite; and
some of them really trespassed into this debate
because they dealt with the substance of issues
which, as you, Mr Speaker, have indicated, will
be dealt with in legislation in the normal course
of events. I refer to the electoral reform
measure, on which the Leader of the Oppo-
sitioni spent a great deal of time; and to the
expansion of the size of the Ministry, and a
good many other issues.

So, as it is always impossible to respond to all
of the issues that are raised in a Supply Bill
debate, I just say in conclusion that it is
understandable for members opposite to inter-
pret the Premier's economic statement today
somewhat differently from Government mem-
bers. Government members are aware of the
work that went into the distillation of that set
of decisions. We have had discussions today
with representatives of the Confederation of
Western Australian Industry and the Western
Australian Chamber of Commerce and Indus-
try (Inc), and we have had meetings and dis-
cussions of a similar nature with representa-
tives of the trade union movement.

Mr Cowan: Parliament is the last to know it.
Mr BRYCE: They were not given all the de-

tails.
Mr Cowan: It does indicate the degree of

relevance, does it not?
Mr BRYCE: No, not at all. They were given

an indication of the parameters of the measures
involved, and the background why it was
happening. It is something which the Premier
has done very consciously and which previous
Governments, irrespective of their ilk, have not
done in the past in this State. Frankly, I think
the Premier has done it for farming organis-
ations, and for all the peak councils, wherever
the opportunity presented itself.
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I appreciate that some members of Parlia-
ment may take umbrage at the thought that
information is being transmitted to groups
outside the Parliament just before it is
introduced into the Parliament. I faced the
same question in regard to the electoral reform
legislation. I have asked my office to make ar-
rangements for me to meet with representatives
or the National Party and the Liberal Party-

Mr Spriggs: What about the member for
Morley-Swan? Are you going to meet with him?

Mr BRYCE: We meet with the member for
Morley-Swan very frequently. In fact, he
drafted the Bill.

Mr Clarko: Has he become a parliamentary
draftsman?

Mr BRYCE: No, but he was responsible for
all the proposals. I intend to continue to meet
with people and discuss the proposals involved
in that Bill before it is actually introduced into
this House. There is a very fine line of
judgment involved as to whether it ought to
wait until after it has been tabled in the House;
but it is not ever intended to be a slight on the
Parliament itself. It is a step in the direction of
providing a maximum amount of information
for people who have a direct interest in a lot of
the things that are happening.

That has happened today, and I think it is a
plus from the point of view of the way in which
the Premier does things.

Mr Cowan: I am not arguing against the fact
that it might be a plus, but think that you
should give priority to the Parliament. You
should put the Parliament first, rather than
last.

Mr BRYCE: The Parliament was the very
first institution and group of people in this
State, after the Cabinet had made the de-
cisions, to receive all the details-and I mean
all the details.

Mr Cowan: It does not say that oni the top of
the document I am holding.

Mr BRYCE: Which document is that?
Mr Cowan: It says "Embargo". That means

you have handed it to the Press, and to every-
body.

Mr BRYCE: Let us be a bit realistic about
the material which goes to the media with an
embargo. We did not hand out data generally.
Nothing like that was handed out this morning,
at either of the meetings. That document cer-
tainly was not. The Premier gave a verbal brief-
ing describing the parameters of the measures
and the background to the issues. No paper was

handed out. If that is a copy of the material
handed to the media, it is reasonable to assume
that it is exactly on a par with the material that
is handed to the media prior to the announce-
ment of a Budget, whereby they are given the
data-and in that sense they do get it before-
hand, but on a strictly embargoed basis in or-
der tbat they are informed when it actually
arrives in the Parliament. That is fairly tra-
ditional procedure.

I can assure the Leader of the National Party
that the details of what was announced in that
package-the substance of the Premier's 23-
page speech-was not released to any organis-
ation in its comprehensive detail until the
Premier stood in this Chamber and read it out
after it had come from the printer.

Mr Cash: You spent an awful lot of time this
morning trying to convince some of those
groups it was a good deal for them. The report
that came to us was that you tipped a few
buckets over them for not supporting the
measures. That is hardly a fair situation.

Mr BRYCE: That is fairly immaterial. There
were no buckets tipped over anybody.

Mr Cash: They believed there were.
Mr BRYCE: If the member for Mt Lawley is

now going into bat for the person who drafts
his parliamentary questions for him and who
received a mention in despatches during dis-
cussion this morning, then maybe he interprets
that as a bucket. But if in fact that is not the
person to whom the member is referring, then I
do not know the group he means.

Mr Cash: I think you had better apologise for
that one.

Mr BRYCE: I am sure members opposite
would like me to resist the temptation to take
the next 22 minutes to respond to every issue
that was brought up in the last five hours. I
shall give them my undertaking, however, that
the substance of their remarks will be conveyed
to all of the responsible Ministers.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Bryce (Deputy Premier), and transmitted to the
Council.
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TRANSPORT CO-ORDINATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council without

amendment.

HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for

Housing) [10.11 p.m.]:!I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Housing Loan Guarantee Act since its in-
ception in 1957 has played an important role in
making it possible for people of moderate
means to enter into home-purchase arrange-
ments. By means of a Treasurer's guarantee,
institutional loan funds which otherwise may
not have been available for housing are
obtained by terminating building societies.

Apart from the institutions such as banks
and insurance companies being guaranteed
against any loss, the societies making loans to
individuals are also indemnified against any
loss as a result of foreclosure action taken
should a borrower not be able to continue to
meet the monthly repayments.

This indemnity provision which was
introduced long before the advent of mortgage
insurance through the Housing Loan Insurance
Corporation and other private insurers falls
short of mortgage insurance inasmuch as
accruing interest after foreclosure and costs re-
lating to the sale of a property are not covered
in the indemnity.

Provisions in the Bill before the House
rectify these anomalies and ensure that the
same cover is provided under the indemnity as
is given by mortgage insurers. The Bill also
allows for this extended cover to be given for
both new and existing indemnified loans.

The additional cost to the Government is
expected to be minimal, especially as the State,
in believing that it had a moral obligation to
meet losses incurred in good faith by the build-
ing societies, has effected payments by way of
ex gratia payments.

Since 1957 the cumulative total of guaran-
tees issued is $102 million, and during the
same period $30 369 has been paid out to meet
indemnity claims.

As a means of reducing ingoing costs to
home purchasers with loans advanced through
the home purchase assistance scheme
administered by terminating building societies,

the indemnity cover under the Housing Loan
Guarantee Act was extended by the State
Government during 1985-86 to assist a further
520 low to middle-income families. This form
of mortgage insurance given free of cost to the
home buyers provided a saving of up to $400
for each purchaser.

A further innovation of the State Govern-
ment, using the indemnity provisions of this
Act, was the deferred repayment loan scheme
arranged with the permanent building societies
at the beginning of 1986. This low-start scheme
allows home seekers to borrow substantially
more than is available for a standard loan, and
provides loans to people who otherwise would
not be able to enter into home ownership.

To date more than 400 applications under
this scheme have been received by budlding
societies to assist in financing new or existing
homes, and 285 loans have received final ap-
proval.

Further provisions in the Bill to make the
indemnity cover equal to that given by mort-
gage insurers allow for terminating building
societies to make loans on both new and pre-
viously occupied homes, and delete the limit of
a loan being confined to 95 per cent of the
value of the house and land being financed.

In operation it is expected that only isolated
loans will be made where the valuation-to-loan
ratio exceeds 95 per cent. There will, however,
be special cases where a higher-ratio loan
would be acceptable to house a suitable low-
incomed family. Similar high-ratio loans with
mortgage insurance are from time to time
made by permanent building societies.

Provided the Treasurer first approves of the
issuing of a guarantee or an indemnity, pro-
visions within the Bill allow for the Treasurer
to delegate his authority for the signing of
guarantee and indemnity documents to the
Under Treasurer or any other officer of the
Treasury.

This delegation of authority to execute docu-
ments is similar to the delegation provisions
contained in the Industry (Advances) Act.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Lewis.

LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Mr TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Lands) jl0. 17 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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Under Part V of the Land Act, farm leases
should be fully fenced on surveyed boundaries
before being eligible for freehold title. There is
limited ministerial discretion to waive this re-
quirement when a boundary fronts a river or
other natural feature.

Prior to 1972 internal fencing of cleared and
cultivated areas was also required under the
Act. These requirements were removed from
the Act in 1972, leaving boundary fencing as
the only fencing requirement for freehold title.

Under the present legislation, fencing must
be on surveyed boundaries and there has been
increasing pressure from farming communities
and organisations, and conservation groups, to
amend this requirement. In fact, such represen-
tations have been supported by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

The need to revise the requirement has
increased through the introduction of initial-
development plans for new-land farms which
encourage the lessee to leave windbreaks and
shelter belts adjoining property boundaries.
Land Act and initial-development plan require-
ments can conflict and lead to either expensi ve
double fencing or a reluctance by the farmer to
observe windbreak-shelter belt recommend-
ations.

The need for the continuance of these
precribed fencing provisions can be questioned
considering that a lessee is not compelled to
boundary fence a property until freehold title is
sought. In some cases, it could be up to 25
years from the commencement of the lease be-
fore freehold is sought. It should also be noted
that once freehold is granted, there is no statu-
tory jurisdiction under the Land Act to ensure
the maintenance of that fencing.

To overcome the problems in adhering to the
present fencing requirements under Part V of
the Land Act, I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Laurance.

RESERVES AND LAND REVESTMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Mr TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Lands) [ 10. 19 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Before proceeding with the second reading
speech I make the point that this legislation has
really become a traditional measure in this
House and seems to be a very good example of

the sort of legislation the second reading speech
of which in many ways is non-controversial
and certainly not very political, although quite
complicated. With an amendment to our
Standing Orders this is the sort of second read-
ing speech which could well be incorporated
into Hansard rather than be read out, taking up
to 10 minutes of the time of the House because
of its length. Copies of the speech could be
handed to interested members of the Oppo-
sition and debate on the Bill could proceed
when the relevant Hansard was printed.

Mr Maci~innon: Have you made that sugges-
tion to the Standing Orders Committee?

Mr TAYLOR: No. I understand the Standing
Orders Committee is considering it, and that is
one of the reasons I made the point. In fact, I
did not realise it was so close to being taken a
step further, but I asked the Clerk of the House
exactly what was or was not possible and if it
had been possible tonight I would have sought
to do it with the cooperation of the Opposition.

Mr Terry Burke: The Leader of the House
could probably have done that.

Mr Laurance: It is certainly a machinery
measure.

Mr TAYLOR: Sometimes they are. It is cer-
tainly the sort of machinery matter that could
quite easily be incorporated in Hansard with-
out necessitating my taking the time to read it.
Nevertheless, read it I will.

Mr Clarko: It is easy, you have left out Star
Swamp again.

Mr TAYLOR: Yes..
This Bill is similar in intent to many other

measures brought before the House each year
to obtain the approval of Parliament to vary
Class "A" reserves for whatever reason and, in
this case, to remove the trust existing in a cer-
tain Crown grant and close certain rights-of-
way and pedestrian accessways situated in vari-
ous suburbs. The amendment to a previous Act
is also intended.

Apart from the final four clauses, the balance
of the provisions of the Bill relate to Class "A"
reserves.

Class "A" reserves 5099, 5100, and 5101,
situated approximately seven kilometres south-
west of Dwellingup in the electoral districts of
Dale and Murray-Wellington and the electoral
province of Lower West are set apart for the
purpose of "parklands and recreation" and
vested in the Lands and Forest Commission.
Recommendation C72 of the Environmental
Protection Authority's System 6 report pro-
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vides for the cancellation of these reserves and
the incorporation of their areas into the adjoin-
ing State forest. This clause seeks approval of
this action..

Class "A" Reserve 7557 at Torbay in the
Shire of Albany, electoral district of Stirling
and electoral province of South, is set apart for
the purpose of "State forest" and is unvested.
As part of a programme to create a national
park surrounding West Cape Howe, the Shire
of Albany and fanner National Parks Authority
have recommended that this reserve be can-
celled with the contained area being included
with the adjoining Reserve 26) 77, both areas
being set aside for "national park" and classi-
fied Class "A". This clause seeks approval for
the cancellation.

Class "A" Reserve 7686 near Margaret River
in the Shire of Augusta-Margaret River, elec-
toral district of Vasse and electoral province of
South-West, was set apart for the purpose of
"State forest" in 1901 and is unvestect. Recent
Crown law opinion has suggested that sub-
sequent dedication of the area as State forest
No. 56 pursuant to the Forests Act 1918 failed
to cancel the Class "A" reserve which has been
managed as part of the State forest since 1940.
In order to formalise the existing situation it is
proposed to cancel Reserve 7686, and this
clause seeks that approval.

Class "A" Reserve 24436 situated 20 kilo-
metres north of Yanchep in the Shire of
Gingin, electoral district of Moore and elec-
toral province of Upper West, is set apart for
the purpose of "protection of flora" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Con-
servation Authority. Recommendation C1 3.3
of the Environmental Protection Authority
System 6 report provides for the cancellation of
this reserve and the inclusion of the contained
land into the adjoining State forest No. 65,
subject to the National Parks and Nature Con-
servation Authority being allowed to continue
obtaining koala food through the harvesting of
the foliage of flooded gums on the reserve. This
clause seeks approval to this action.

Class "A" Reserves 20194 and 2562 at
Geraldton in the Town of Geraldton, electoral
district of Greenough and electoral province of
Upper West, are set apart for the purpose of
"esplanade and recreation" with Reserve
20194 being vested in the Town of Geraldton
and Reserve 2562 being unvested. To allow for
the realignment of Willcock Drive and consoli-
dation of the foreshore reserve to provide space
in which to effectively manage wind-blown
sand drifts, it is proposed to cancel Reserve

20194 and include that portion of the
contained area remaining after resumption of
Willcock Drive into the adjoining Reserve
2562.

Class "A" Reserves 29534 and 28537 at
Busselton in the Shire of Busselton, electoral
district of Vasse and electoral province of
South-West, are set aside for the purpose of
"parklands and public open space" and are
vested in the Shire of Busselton. As part of a
redevelopment proposal by the Shire of
Busselton for the town centre beachfront area,
it is proposed to consolidate several reserves,
including Reserves 29534 and 28537, into one
reserve with vesting in the shire. This action
will require the cancellation of reserves 28534
and 28537. This clause seeks that approval.

Class "A" Reserve 385 at Wonnerup in the
Shire of Busselton, electoral district of Vasse
and electoral province of South-West, is set
apart for the purpose of "camping and rec-
reation" and is vested in the Shire of Busselton.
A portion of the adjoining Forest Beach Road
was recently closed and is now designated as
Wonnerup Lot 93. It is proposed to include this
area into the reserve. This clause seeks that
approval.

Class "A" Reserve 4156 at Albany in the
Town of Albany, electoral district of Stirling
and electoral province of South, is set apart for
the purpose of "museum and park" and is
vested in the Town of Albany. The reserve
forms part of the Major Lockyer Park complex.
Following a meeting of interested parties, it
was recommended that Albany Lot 875 be in-
cluded in the reserve for development
condusive with the purpose of the park. This
clause seeks approval to that action.

Class "A" Reserve 9457 situated in the Town
of Narrogin, electoral district of Narrogin and
electoral province of Lower Central, is set apart
for the purpose of "parklands and recreation"
and is vested in the Town of Narrogin. Portion
of the adjoining Jersey Street has been closed
and is now designated as Narrogin Lot 1629. It
is proposed to include this area in the reserve.

Class "A" Reserve 22204, situated in the
Shire of Mandurah, electoral district of
Mandurab and electoral province of Lower
West, is set apart for the purpose of "parklands
and recreation" and is vested in the Shire of
Mvandurah.

Cockburn Sound Location 2666 has been
formed by the realignment of Cemetery Road
and it is proposed to include this location into
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the reserve. This clause seeks approval for the
inclusion.

Class "A" Reserve 24093, situated in the
City of Bunbury, electoral district of Bunbury
and electoral province of South-West,' is set
apart for the purpose of "children's play-
ground" and is vested in the city of Bunbury. A
portion of the adjoining Gibbs Street was re-
cently closed and it is proposed to include this
area, now designated as Bunbury Lot 666, into
the reserve. This clause seeks that approval.

Class "A" Reserve 36996 near Northcliffe in
the Shire of Manjimup, electoral district of
Warren and electoral province of Lower Cen-
tral, is set apart for "national park and water"
and is vested in the National Parks and Nature
Conservation Authority. The reserve is named
the D'Entrecasteaux: National Park. As part of
the Environmental Protection Authority'Is pro-
gramme of consolidating land for the purpose
of national parks and nature reserves, it has
recommended the inclusion of the 5 68 5.472 5
hectares of vacant Crown land described in this
clause into the reserve.

Class "A" Reserve 10003 at Mt Barker in the
Shire of Plantagenet, electoral district of
Stirling and electoral province of South, is set
apart for the purpose of "protection of
boronia" and is not vested. Following advice
from the former Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife on the biological value of vegetation
on this reserve and the adjoining Reserve
23687, the area was resurveyed and reserve
23687 cancelled. It is Proposed to amend re-
serve 10003 to comprise the area as resurveyed
and change its purpose to "conservation of
flora and fauna" and this clause seeks approval
for that action.

Class "A" Reserve 5574, situated in the City
of South Perth, electoral district of South Perth
and electoral province of South Central Metro-
politan is set apart for the purpose of "public
recreation" and is vested in the City of South
Perth. Portion of this reserve being Perth Lot
963 is leased to the Royal Perth Golf Club and
is used in conjunction with the adjoining
"recreation" Reserve 10250. The City of South
Perth has requested that this lot be excised
from Reserve 5574 and, together with a closed
portion of Amherst Street, be included in Re-
serve 10250. This clause seeks approval for the
excision.

Class "A" Reserve 5691 situated in the City
of Subiaco, electoral district of Subiaco and
electoral province of Metropolitan, is set apart
for the purpose of "school" and is unvested. In

order to facilitate the construction of a com-
munity child cae centre on the adjoining Re-
serve 667 1, the former Public Works Depart-
ment with the agreement of the Education De-
partment requested the excision of Perth Lot
728 from Reserve 5691 and its inclusion into
the adjoining reserve. This clause seeks ap-
proval for that excision.

Class "A" Reserve 14222 at Port Denison in
the Shire of Irwin, electoral district of
Greenough and electoral province of Upper
West, is set apart for the purpose of "camping
and recreation" and is vested in the Shire of
Irwin, As part of the Port Denison fishing boat
harbour development, it is proposed to estab-
lish a navigation beacon on this reserve. The
area required is surveyed as Port Denison Lot
581 and its excision from the reserve with sub-
sequent reservation for "navigation beacon
site" is necessary. This clause seeks approval of
the excision.

Class "A" Reserve 20928, situated in the
Shire of Denmark electoral district of Stirling
and electoral province of South, is set apart for
the purpose of "recreation and camping" and is
vested in the Shire of Denmark. Due to the
difficulty in obtaining limestone for
roadmaking and other purposes, the Shire of
Denmark has requested the excision of
Plantagenet Location 7553 from the reserve for
quarry purposes subject to strict controls over
management of the area and rehabilitation in
accordance with a concept plan. This clause
seeks approval to the excision.

Class "A" Reserve 31362 at Walpole in the
Shire of Manjimup, electoral district of Warren
and electoral province of Lower Central, is set
apart for national park being the Walpole-
Nornalup National Park and is vested in the
National Parks and Nature Conservation Auth-
ority. As part of the Environmental Protection
Authority's recommendations on national
parks, it is proposed to excise that portion of
the reserve west of Long Point Road, contain-
ing 2 530.640 1 hectares, for inclusion in the
D'Entrecasteaux National Park. This clause
seeks approval for the excision.

Class "A" Reserve 8313, situated in the
Shire of Northam, electoral district of Avon
and electoral province of Central is set apart
for the purpose of "Natives" and is vested in
the Minister for Community Welfare. On ad-
vice from the Department for Community Ser-
vices that approval has been granted for the
transfer of Aboriginal reserves to the Aborigi-
nal Lands Trust as and when they become
vacant. It is proposed to change the purpose of
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this reserve to "use and benefit of Aboriginal
inhabitants" to facilitate its vesting in the trust.
This clause seeks approval for the change of
purpose.

Class "A" Reserve 5098 near Dwellingup in
the Shire of Waroona, electoral district of
Murray-Wellington, and electoral province of
Lower West is set apart for the purpose of
"Parkiands and Recreation" and is unvested.
Recommendation C72 of the Environmental
Protection Authority's System 6 report pro-
vides for the change of purpose of this reserve
to "conservation of flora and fauna". This
clause seeks that approval.

Class "A" Reserve 22674 at Broadwater in
the Shire of Busselton, electoral district of
Vasse and electoral province of South-West is
set apart for the purpose of "camping and rec-
reation" and is vested in the Shire of Busselton.
To facilitate the issuing of new leases over the
reserve with conditions more appropriate to
current usage, the Shire of Busselton has
requested that the purpose of the reserve be
changed to "recreational camp sites and group
holiday accommodation". This clause seeks ap-
proval for this action.

Class "A" Reserve 24435 at Lake King in the
Shire of Lake Grace, electoral district of
Katanning-Roe, and the electoral province of
South, is set apart for the purpose of "townsite
and protection of flora" and is unvested. Fol-
lowing a recent inspection of the reserve, the
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement has recommended that the reserve
purpose be changed to "conservation of flora
and fauna" to facilitate its vesting in the
National Parks and Nature Conservation Auth-
ority.

Class "A" Reserve 21678, situated in the
City of Bunbury, electoral district of Mitchell,
and electoral province of South-West is set
apart for the purpose of "closed cemetery and
public park" and held by the City of Bunbury
as a Crown grant in trust. It is intended to
include two truncations from the adjoining
closed Haig Crescent into this reserve and the
Crown grant in trust. This clause seeks ap-
proval for that action.

Albany Lot 1194, Reserve 292 10, situated in
the Town of Albany, electoral district of
Stirling, and electoral province of South is set
apart for the purpose of "hostel (slow learning
children's group)" and is held by the Slow
Learning Children's Group of WA as a Crown
grant in trust for that purpose. The group has
requested the removal of the trust over this

land to allow the sale of the property. It is
intended that the proceeds from the sale will be
used to purchase houses in the community, this
form of small unit accommodation being con-
sidered far more preferable for the develop-
ment of the intellectually disabled than hostel
accommodation. This clause seeks approval for
the removal of the trust upon payment of
$30 000 for the land contained in the reserve.

Class "A" Reserve 27633, situated in the
Shire of Augusta-Margaret River, electoral dis-
trict of Vasse, and electoral province of South-
West was amended by section 23 of Act No.
120 of 1984 to include Sussex Lot 132. This
clause seeks to amend that section by
substituting "Margaret River" for "Sussex",
this being the correct land description.

The latter part of this Hill seeks approval for
the closure and revestment in the Crown of 12
rights-of-way and pedestrian accessways situ-
ated in various suburbs.

The right-of-way adjoining Caporn Street in
the Town of Mosman Park, electoral district of
Cottesloe, and electoral province of Metropoli-
tan, was created by subdivision in 1928 to pro-
vide a rear lane for night cart use and general
backyard access. Following complaints from
adjoining owners regarding the use of the lane
as a general dumping ground, the Town of
Mosman Park sought to close the lane by virtue
of section 297A of the Local Government Act.
All but one of the adjoining land-holders
supported closure and inclusion in their
properties of the lane. The dissenting party
purchased the title to the lane from executors
of the original subdivider for $50 and
mortgaged it to his brother-in-law's company
for $ 100 000 as a device to hinder closure. The
party has since sold his property and departed,
but has failed to respond to requests to remove
his mortgage. The current owner of his former
property supports closure.

While section 297A denies the owner of the
right-of-way entitlement to compensation, it
neglects to make similar provision in regard to
mortgagees. Legal opinion is nevertheless of the
view that, following closure under section
297A, the subject land should pass to form part
of the adjacent lots unencumbered by the mort-
gage. However, as the matter is not free from
doubt, closure would be better effected by
special legislation, in similar fashion to ped-
estrian accessways where section 297A is also
deficient.
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The pedestrian accessways and rights-of-way
described in the schedule to this clause were
created from private subdivision under section
20A of the Town Planning and Development
Act. As a condition of subdivision they were
vested in Her Majesty, but passage of time has
indicated that, in these instances, the ways are
no longer required for their intended purpose
or are causing problems through misuse, van-
dalism, intrusion into family privacy and
antisocial behaviour.

In all cases, closure applications have been
submitted by the relevant local government
authority after adequate publicity on the intent
to close, provision of time for submission of
objections and, in some cases, consideration of
petitions for and against the closure.

The need for this legislative measure arises
from advice from the Crown Law Department
that existing legislation under the Local
Government Act is not able to effect closure of
these types of accessway. Amendment to
existing legislation to establish permanent
powers to deal with these closures is being pre-
pared. However, as a short-term solution to
this matter and to resolve these particular cases
where closure is considered to be an immediate
requirement, this revestment. closure is
intended to provide the legislative authority
presently lacking.

Existing machinery established under pant
VIIA of the Land Act will be used to enable
disposal of the land to adjoining landowners
with reasonable time being allowed for pay-
ment for the land.

I commend this Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

Laurance.

MULTICULTURAL AND ETHNIC
AFFAIRS COMMISSION AMENDMENT

BILL
Second Reading

MR GORDON HILL (Helena-Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs) [10.35 p.m.j:
I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs Amend-
ment Bill strengthens the Multicultural and
Ethnic Affairs Commission Act 1983, by pro-
viding for a deputy commissioner to be
appointed in like manner as the commissioner,
to act in the commissioner's absence during
periods of leave, illness, or indisposition for
any ocher reason. The deputy commissioner
will be responsible for the ongoing manage-
ment of the affairs of the Multicultural and
Ethnic Affairs Commission on a daily basis.

This arrangement preserves an existing div-
ision of labour between the present com-
missioner, who has policy and community de-
velopment responsibilities, and the senior ad-
ministrative officer or director.

The essential effect of the amendment will be
to provide for flexibility by empowering the
deputy commissioner to act in the absence of
the commissioner.

The amendment sought to be effected by this
Bill will not result in any additional cost to the
commission as it substantially reflects existing
policy and administrative responsibilities.

I commend this Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

Bradshaw.
House adjourned at 10. 38 p. m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Oakford: Contract

230. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When will the contract for the new

Oakford Primary School be let?
(2) When is it anticipated the school will

be ready for the staff and students to
occupy?

(3) Will he table a copy of the school de-
sign and the grounds layout?

(4) What building materials (e.g. brick
tiles, etc.) are to be used in construc-
tion?

(5) Is the school oval to be levelled,
planted and reticulated this 1986 win-
ter?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (5) The estimated cost of relocating

this school is so high that other
options for accommodating the chil-
dren are being investigated.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
WA Diamond Trust: Units Purchased

258. Mr CASH, to the Premier
(1) How many shares or units did the

Western Australian Development
Corporation purchase in the Western
Australian diamond trust?

(2) What was the aggregate cost of this
purchase?

(3) What was the market value of this in-
vestment as at I I June 1986?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 5 million.
(2) $5 million.
(3) $3.75 million. In addition, dividends

received to date are shown in the fol-
lowing table.
Dividends Received

March 1985 5m x 1.6 cents $ 80 000
September 1985 Sm x2.4 cents $120000
March 1986 5m x 4.0 cents $200 000

Total to Date
Half yearly distribution in March
and September of each year

S400 000

$200000

The purchase is a long-term investment and,
as such, it is reasonable to expect that the
,'market value" of ti., shares will fluctuate
over the time that the shiares are held.

HEALTM-

Hospitals: Patient Service Costs

312. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

How much does it currently cost to
service a patient on average at each of
the teaching hospitals and non-teach-
ing hospitals in the metropolitan area?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

It is not possible to answer this ques-
tion since the average cost of servicing
each patient is not available because
the cost of individual services are not
recorded.

ROAD BRIDGE

Narrows: Traffic Flow

336. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What are the daily peak hour traffic
flow figures for vehicles crossing the
Narrows Bridge?

(2) What has been the annual average rate
of increase in peak hour vehicles using
this bridge?

(3) What is the bridge's capacity for hand-
ling vehicles at peak hour?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) In May 1986, the morning peak flow
averaged 12 000 vehicles per hour and
the evening peak was 12 360 vehicles.

(2) Over the last 10 years the average
annual growth has been 3 per cent,
this growth rate has been reducing
over the last three years.

(3) Taking into account imbalances be-
tween the flow-in lanes, the bridge is
currently running at practical a-
pacity; however, volumes of
approximately 14 000 have been
reached. Any general increase in
traffic would only be with greater con-
gestion and delays than at present.
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ROADS: FREEWAYS
Congestion: Mornings

337. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware that there is increasing

congestion on the freeway system, par-
ticularly in the morning peak hour in
the area to the south of the Canning
Bridge flyover?

(2) What steps are being taken to alleviate
this problem?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) 1 am aware that there is congestion on

the freeway system during the morn-
ing peak period.

(2) The Main Roads Department moni-
tons the road system and investigates
possible methods of relieving conges-
tion. However, it is not economically
possible to provide a road system for a
city the size of Perth that will cater for
peak hour capacity for 15 hours per
week and yet remain underutilised for
the remaining 153 hours.

GAMBLING: LOTTERIES
Permits: Charitable Organisations

349. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Racing and Gaming:
(1) With reference to question 46 of I11

June 1986, has the Lotteries Com-
mission inadvertently issued permits
to any religious body or charitable or-
ganisation that is subsequently found
to be ineligible to receive such permit?

(2) If so, how many such organisations
were involved?

(3) What were their names?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Sir Charles Gairdner: Ultraviolet Puvaz Unit

353. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the Government considering

changes to the method by which the
ultra-violet Puvah unit at Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital operates?

(2) If so, what changes are being con-
sidered?

(3) What changes are to be implemented
at the unit?

(4) What impact will these changes have
on the staff employed at the unit?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) and (3) The board of the hospital, on

the recommendation of the medical
advisory committee, has made ar-
rangements to lease the area and the
equipment to a specialist dermatol-
ogist (Dr L. Wall) who will be full-
time at the hospital. This treatment
will continue to be available to
registered public outpatients and pub-
lic inpatients of the hospital, in ad-
dition to private patients referred to
the specialist.

(4) None.

SECOND-HAND DEALERS ACT
Review

356. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(I) Has the review of the Secondhand

Dealers' Act yet been completed?
(2) If not, when is it expected to be

completed?
(3) If it has been completed, when is it

likely that any changes to the Act, or
regulations, will be made?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) The review involves both the

Commissioner for Consumer Affairs
and the Commissioner of Police. No
completion date has been set.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Bunbury-Perth: New Service

368. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) When is the new Bunbury-Perth train

service expected to start?
(2) (a) On which days will the train

operate;
(b) how many services will there be

per day;
(c) at which stations will the train

stop?
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(3) Will the Westrail bus service currently
operating continue to operate?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) June 1987.
(2) (a) Daily;

(b) two services each way daily
Monday to Saturday. One service
each way on Sunday;

(c) currently it is proposed to operate
one service each way daily
Monday to Friday, to run nonstop
between Mundijong and
Brunswick.
One service each way daily
Monday to Sunday to stop at the
undermentioned stations-
Kelmscott, Mundijong, Pinjarra,
Waroona, Yarloop, Cookernup,
Harvey, Brunswick.

(3) No.

POLICE STATIONS
One-man: Closure

374. Mr SCHELL, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

Will the current police policy, in re-
spect of two-man patrols, eventually.
lead to the downgrading, or closure of
one-man stations in the country?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
No.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Air Fares: Discounts

377. Mr WATT, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(1) Is he aware that secondary school
students are eligible for a 50 per cent
discount while travelling on regular
airline routes in Australia, while tech-
nical and further education students
of the same age are eligible for only 25
per cent discount?

(2) As many students are being
encouraged to stay at school or go to
technical and further education, will
he make representations to the indus-
try with a view to removing the
anomaly for students of the same age,
especially as many from the country

and the north-west have no alternative
means of transport?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes, as these discounts apply to the

principal airline companies operating
in Western Australia.

(2) Yes. However, the member would be
aware of the Government's subsidised
students travel scheme which provides
three return and two single journeys
each year for eligible students residing
in the defined remote area.
Many of the students in the north-west
and remote areas would be eligible
under this scheme.

WATER POLICE
Environmental Appeal

379. Mr HASSELL, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) What action is the Government going

to take with respect to the appeal
made by the North Fremantle Com-
munity Association under section 56
pant I of the Environmental Protec-
tion Act, against the proposed Harvest
Road water police development?

(2) To ensure that swimmers' safety is not
endangered, will the Government con-
sider ensuring the berths proposed in
the Harvest Road water police devel-
opment are redesigned?

(3) Is the Department of Marine and Har-
bours recommended separation be-
tween swimming and boating facilities
adhered to as the current plans stand?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) The Government intends to resist the

appeal.
(2) The current design of the police facili-

ties will ensure the safety of swim-
mers.

(3) Yes.

PRISONERS
Absconding

380. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Prisons:
(1) How many prisoners absconded from

prisons in Western Australia in
years-
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(a) 1980;
(b) 198 1;
(c) 1982;
(d) 1983;
(e) 1984;
(f) 1985?

(2) How many prisoners have been
charged with prison-related offences
in Western Australia in the years-
(a) 1980;
(b) 198 1;
(c) 1982;
(d) 1983;
(e) 1984;
(f) 1985; and
(g) 1986 to May?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The information requested is
contained in the Prisons Department's
annual reports and is compiled on a
financial year basis.
(1) 1980-81 72

1981-82 78
1982-83 92
1983-84 101
1984-85 106

(2) 1980-Si 563
1981-82 484
1982-83 573
1983-84 752
1984-85 839
1985-86 (to May) 804

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Dianella Drive-Morley Drive

381. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he request his department to in-
stall traffic lights at the intersection of
Dianella Drive and Morley Drive,
Dianella, to enable traffic to move
readily and safely turn right into
Morley Drive, Dianella?

Mr TROY replied:
Traffic signals are installed on a pri-
ority basis as more requests are
received than there are funds to do the
work. The Main Roads Department
attempts to achieve the best possible
results in terms of reduced accidents
by treating the worst sites first. At the
present time there are many sites that
are in rater need of traffic signals

than the Dianella Drive-Morley Drive
intersection.

HEALTH
Medical Practitioners: Area Management

Boards
384. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Health:
Does he intend to introduce area man-
agement boards for doctors in West-
ern Australia?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
No.

ENVIRONMENT
Waterways: DDT levels

385. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Have unacceptable DDT levels been

found in waterways in Western
Australia?

(2) Which waterway(s) is/are affected?
(3) If so, what is being done to trace the

source of the DDT?.
(4) Are there any restrictions on the use of

DDT in Western Australia?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) No. DDT has been detected in

the Capel River at slightly higher
levels than normal but was well below
the maximum residue limit for DDT
in potable water.

(3) The source has been traced-by the
Departments of Health and
Agriculture and local authority-to a
farm on the river and prosecution is, I
understand, being considered.

(4) The only permitted uses of DDT are
contained in the tabled circular issued
by my department in April 1984.
(See paper No. 20 7.)

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: MARITANA
HOUSE

Kalgoorlie: Disposal
390. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Premier

(1) (a) Has the Government disposed or
*does it intend to dispose of the
Kalgoorlie property known as

*Maritana House, located at the
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corner of Boulder Road and
Cheetham Street;

(b) If "Yes", will he provide relevant
details of the purchaser and con-
ditions of sale?

(2) What is the estimated current value of
the premises known as Maritana
House, Kalgoorlie?

(3) Who are the current tenants of
Maritana House, Kalgoorlie, and what
is the gross rental paid by these ten-
ants?

(4) (a) Is it intended to relocate the cur-
rent tenants of Maritana House,
Kalgoorlie to a new location;

(b) if "Yes", will he provide details?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) (a) No;

(1b) not applicable.
(2) The Valuer General's Office has not

conducted a full inspection for the
purposes of valuation.

(3) Department of Community Services,
Agriculture Department, and
Agriculture Protection Board. No
rental is paid as the property is owned
by the State.

(4) (a) and (b) It is proposed to relocate
the Agriculture Department and the
Agriculture Protection Hoard later this
year to leased premises being
constructed in Hannan Street.

TRAFFIC COUNTS
Monkey Mia Road

392. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Have traffic counts been conducted

recently on the Monkey Mia Road in
the Shark Bay Shire?

(2) If so, what was the highest daily traffic
count on this road?

(3) What was the average daily count over
the recording period?

(4) What numbers of vehicles are usually
required before a decision is taken to
seal a particular road?

(5) Is he in a position to give any commit-
ments regarding the sealing of the
Monkey Mia Road?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) 216 vehicles per day.
(3) 176 vehicles per day.
(4) and (5) As this road is under the con-

trol of the Shark Bay Shire Council
that body needs to consider many fac-
tors before deciding to seal it. The
traffic currently using the road would
meet the minimum requirements for
sealing. Local government representa-
tives, have discussed this matter with
the Commissioner of Main Roads and
an investigation has been commenced
to determine how best the Govern-
ment can assist the council bearing in
mind the overall road funding situ-
ation.

TRANSPORT
Railway Station: West Perth

393. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What was the cost of constructing the

new West Perth station?
(2) What is the anticipated annual patron-

age of this station?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) Estimated final cost $330 000.
(2) This information is not available.

However the financial and
socioeconomic study into the relo-
cation of the station estimated daily
patronage would be 275 persons per
weekday compared to 157 per week-
day for the old West Perth station.

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION
Board Members

398. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Small Business:

Who are the members of the board of
the Small Business Development Cor-
poration?

Mr TROY replied:
Mr Harry Atlas-Chairman
Mr J1. H. G. (Tim) Ratten
Mr 0. J1. (Harry) Kicyn
Mr W. L. (Bill) Lapsley
Mr Peter Watson
Mr Rod Lane (Managing Director)
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COMMISSIONERS FOR DECLARATIONS
Appointments: Applications

406. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Adverting to his reply to question 137

of 1986, could the Attorney General
explain why he has broken with the
longstanding custom to only accept
nominations for commissioners for
declarations from the applicant's local
member?

(2) In cases of such nominations, have the
respective local members been at least
notified?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) It was considered appropriate to ex-

tend the acceptance of nominations
from members of Parliament in whose
district the applicant works.

(2) No.
(3) Notification is given to the member

who has made the nomination.

COMMISSIONERS FOR DECLARATIONS:
APPOINTMENTS

Members of Parliament:- Nominations
407. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister

representing the Attorney General:
(1) How many commissioners for declar-

ations have been appointed on
nominations by members who did not
represent the appointee?

(2) Who were these members?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(I) and (2) No record has been kept since

change of policy in March 1985 to also
accept nominations from members in
whose electorate an applicant works.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Administration Costs

415. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What expenses comprise other

administration costs as listed in table
27, State Energy Commission, as
published in the Financial Statements
1985-86 as presented to the Legislat-
ive Assembly on 10 October 1985?

(2) Will he list these expenses in each year
as listed on that page?

(3) Why did the expenditure under the
title "Leases-Country Undertak-
ings" increase from $6 695 118 in
1983-84 to an estimated $18 845 000
in 1985-86?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Other administration costs comprise

administration materials and services
expenses, financial expenses and bad
debts, amortised foreign exchange
gains/losses and insurance costs.

(2) The details of the expenses are as fol-
lows-

1981-82 3982-83 1983-84 398485 1985-86
Ao"Iu Actual Amida Atawl Estimate

Sm Sm S. IS. Sn

Admnistration
mtaterials and

Finantcial x
pens and bad

debts
Ainonised
rowip exchange

gains/losass
Insurance

Total:

11.5 11.4 16.3 15.0 25.2

6.0 1.5 6.0 8. 6.6

- - - 6.3 13.7

1.2 1.4 1.6 5.8 8.1

38.7 14.3 23.9 35.7 53.6

(3) Leases-Country undertakings in-
clude lease charges on the eastern
goldfields transmission line following
its commissioning in September 1984.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Fringe Benefits Tax

416. Mr MacINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Has the State Energy Commission

budgeted to pay-'
(a) fringe benefits tax; and
(b) the 3 per cent superannuation

productivity increase,
during the year ending 30 June 1987?

(2) If so, what is the estimated cost to the
commission in each case?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The commission has budgeted

for general increases in labour charges
against which future award increases,
productivity allowances, and fringe
benefit tax will be absorbed.
The budgeted increase for 1986-87 is
10. 17 per cent.
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MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES
Special Plates

418. Mr HOUSE, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) With reference to question 15 of

Wednesday, 11I June 1986 concerning
special licence plates, as the figures
given in the answer to (2) do not add
up to those detailed in (1), which ve-
hicles make up the difference?

(2) How many Government employees
are paid mileage by the Government
to drive their own cars?

(3) Of these-
(a) how many vehicles are involved;
(b) how much money was paid in the

last financial year with relation to
the above?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(I) The balance of vehicles not

categorised in question 15 of
Wednesday, 11 June 1986 includes
such vehicles as buses, mobile cranes,
tractors, motorised lawn mowers,
trailers, and other industrial types of
vehicles.

(2) and (3) Records are maintained in
Government departments and col-
lation of the information requested
would involve a substantial diversion
of resources.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

Projects
420. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Industry and Technology:
How many people within the Depart-
ment of Industrial- Development are
working directly on the-
(a) submarine project;
(b) the army training facility for

Western Australia?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(a) Five officers are working full-time on

the submarine project. in addition a
significant number of officers have
worked on this project on a pan-time
basis and at any given time officers
are seconded to assist as necessary.

(b) One departmental officer works part-
time on this exercise.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

StaffAppointments
42 1. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Industry and Technology:
(1) How many new staff were employed

by the Department of Industrial De-
velopment in 1985?

(2) How many staff left the Department
of Indlustrial Development in 1985?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) 32.
(2) 26.

PASTORAL LEASES
Emanuel Family: Negotiations

425. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
When the State Government
negotiated with the Federal Govern-
ment on the $6 million rant for pur-
chasing the Emanuel leases, did they
also plan to gain control of the
Australian Land and Cattle Company
leases as pant of their overall plan for
the Kimberley pastoral industry?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
No, but various options were con-
sidered.

PASTORAL LEASES
Emanuel Family: Federal Government Grant

429. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Did the Federal Government grant of

$6 million to assist the State Govern-
ment in purchasing the Emanuel
leases have certain conditions at-
tached to it?

(2) If "Yes", what were those conditions?
(3) Were the conditions conveyed to

Western Australian Livestock Hold-
ings Lid?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), by whom and how?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 refer the member to the reply

I gave on 5 November 1985 to ques-
tion 405.

(3) Western Australian Livestock Hold-
ings Ltd received the $6 million as a
capital rant to assist in reconstruc-
tion of the Kimberley pastoral indus-
try.

(4) Not applicable.
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PASTORAL LEASES
Louisa Downs: Aboriginal Groups

430. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Lands:
([) Will Louisa Downs and Bohemia

Downs be gifted to the Aboriginal
people in the Kimbericys?

(2) If "Yes", why have these two stations
been chosen?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

PASTORAL LEASES
Australian Land and Cattle Co: Resumptions

431.. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Lands:
(1) How many efforts have been made by

the Government to resume the
Australian Land and Cattle Company
pastoral leases in the Kimberleys?

(2) Have these efforts been successful for
the Government?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(I) One.
(2) Notice of intention to resume was

published in the Government Gazette
of I I April 1986 and is the subject of a
current legal challenge.

FORESTS
Logging:- Tenders

439. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) How many areas of State forest, their

location and size, have been submit-
ted to-
(a) open tender;
(b) selected tender,
fo r-

(i) saw log production;
(ii) chip log production-

(A) hardwoods-by type;
(B) softwoods,

in each year since 1983?
(2) Further to (1), what were the number

of tenders and range of prices received
in each category?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No specified areas were involved.

Tenders were called for the pro-
duction of log timber from various
areas.

1984 1985 1986
(a) nil 2 1
(b) 3 2 3
(a) (i) Open tender nil nil I
(b) (i) Selected tender nil 2 I
(a) (ii) I iqae loing operations include chiplog pro-

ducin
19

(a) (ii) Open lender ft
Nb (ii) Selected tcnlder

(ii) (A) Jarrab kani
mari

0ii) (B]
(2) Open tender-3

$ 16.45m3. Selected
$7. 80m 3 to $21.62 in3.

4 1985
ii 2
3 nil
1 2
2 nil

$6m 3

tender

1986
nil
2

2
nil
to

-8

BRICKWORKS
Midland: Environmental Aspects

440. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Has an environmental assessment

been made of the impact of emissions,
particularly fluoride, from the
proposed new brickworks at Midland?

(2) If "Yes", what are the results of that
study?

(3) If "No" to (1), why not?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) Preliminary discussions have

been held with the proponent and the
department is confident that fluoride
and other emissions can be adequately
controlled. However, the issue will be
further addressed in the detailed en-
viron mental assessment process which
has been initiated and appropriate
controls will be applied to any licence
issued.

BRICKWORKS
Number

441. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Small Business:
(1) How many brickworks are there in-

(a) the metropolitan area;
(b) south of the 26th parallel;
(c) elsewhere?

(2) With respect to each of the works
identified in (I)-
(a) what is the maximumr capacity;

and
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(b) the actual output as a percentage
of that capacity,

in each of the preceding three years?
Mr TROY replied:

I am advised that-
(1) (a) 5;

(b) 7;
(c) 3.

(2) (a) and (b) The Department of
Industrial Development is
not privy to the information
sought.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Nomads

445. Mr GRAYDEN,
Minister assisting
Aboriginal Affairs:

to the Honorary
the Minister for

Are there any Aborigines in Western
Australia living a nomadic way of life
and subsisting entirely on available
flora and fauna, and if so,
approximately how many?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
I am not aware of any Aborigines in
Western Australia subsisting entirely
on available flora and fauna.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
Triennial

447. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Local
Govern ment:
(1) Is he aware of the. rumour that the

Government is planning to change the
format of local government elections
to ensure that all members of council
resign on the same day and are elected
en masse instead of as at present over
a three-year period?

(2) Will he give an assurance that
Government is not contemplating this
move which could be disastrous for
local government?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) and (2) Following the 1986 local

government elections I expressed dis-
appointment at the low percentage
turnout of voters in most elections
and canvassed the view that triennial
elections and/or compulsory voting
should be considered as a means of

raising the level of interest in local
government.
I do not share the member's view that
triennial elections could be disastrous,
but rather believe they would do much
to enhance the standing of local
government as an equal partner in our
three sphere system of Government.
However, I would consult extensively
with -local government before con-
sidering any action of such a signifi-
cant nature and accordingly I can ad-
vise that there are no plans to intro-
duce this initiative in the short term.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Removals: Country

448. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Education:

What is the average cost to relocate a
school teacher from the city to the
country and vice versa (i.e. furniture
removal and any other costs incurred
by the department)?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Avenage cost for fares, accommo-
dation, kilornetreage, insurance, de-
preciation, freight of furniture, freight
of vehicles, legal costs, and storage for
1985-86 were approximately $1 270.
When the cost factor for annual travel
concessions for teachers in the country
is included the average became
approximately $1 450.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Kimberley Land Council: Membership

449. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Who are the members of the

Kimberley Land Council?
(2) What are the guidelines and functions

of the Kimiberley Land Council?
(3) How often does the Kimberley Land

Council meet?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) to (3) The Kimberley Land Council is

an independent non-government
agency. Any questions about its mem-
bership or operations should be
directed to it.
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LAND
Suckland Hill:- Use

450. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier
(1) What proposals have been put by

on behalf of the State Governiment
the Commonwealth Government
relation to the future usage
Buckland Hill, Mosman Park?

(2)
(3)

or
to
in
of

What is the progress of negotiations?
When is it expected that the Western
Australian Government will complete
purchase of the land by either itself or
through its statutory corporation, the
Western Australian Development
Corporation?

(4) Has any price for the purchase of the
land been agreed, contractually or in
principle?

(5) If so, what is that price?
(6) Is the State Government satisfied with

the progress of the negotiations?
(7) What land use proposals for the land

are-
(a) acceptable to the Government;
(b) proposed by the Federal Govern-

ment?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Discussions and correspon-

dence have been in progress for the
last 21 months.

(3) If purchase arrangements are
concluded it is anticipated that the
transfer would occur at the end of the
year.

(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.
(6) If the purchase arrangements are suc-

cessfully concluded by the end of the
year the Government would regard
progress as being satisfactory in the
circumstances.

(7) The precise land use proposals are
under discussion.

PRISON
Karnet Alcohol and Drug Abuse

451. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Prisons:
(1) Is the Minister aware of allegations

that alcohol and drug abuse is a source
of misconduct at Karnet prison farm?

(2) If' "Yes", what does the Minister pro-
pose to do to rectify this situation?

(3) Is it a fact that Karnet prison farm
lacks suitable indoor recreational and
visiting facilities?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), what does the Minister
intend to do to alleviate the problem?

(5) Would the Minister advise of the capi-
tal works expenditure for Karnet
prison farm for the year 1985-86?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) If the member is referring to

the matter which is currently before
the courts following a police investi-
gation, I am aware of the allegations.
If the member has knowledge of some
other allegation, the matter will be
fully investigated if that infornation
is provided to the appropriate
authorities.

(3) While basic recreational and visiting
facilities exist, these are not regarded
as fully adequate.

(4) Funds have been sought by the depart-
ment in the 1986-87 capital works
budget submission to construct re-
placement facilities. This will be con-
sidered in the budget context.

(5) Nil.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
School: Boarding Passes

452. Mr CASH, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(1) Is it a fact that school children are
being prevented from boarding Metro-
politan Transport Trust school buses
if they do not have their boarding
passes?

(2) If "Yes", is it appropriate that school
children refused access to a Metropoli-
tan Transport Trust bus should be re-
sponsible for their own safety and
means of transport home?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) The student pass system

applies only to secondary school chil-
dren. The pass provides the means by
which the MTT and its bus operators
can take action against a misbehaving
student without adversely affecting
that great majority of students who are
well behaved. A lost or damaged pass
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can be replaced at MTT information
offices, bus depots, and at the MIT
head office.

For the system to work effectively, a
bus operator must be in a position
where he or she can refuse travel to a
student whose pass has been
confiscated by reason of that student's
misbehaviour.

Students can be refused travel on
special school buses if they are not in
possession of a permit. Bus operators
are encouraged to use discretion as to
whether the student has genuinely lost
or forgotten the permit. If the operator
satisfies himself/herself that the
student has a genuine reason, then
travel will be allowed.

The responsibility of student safety
lies wiih the parents- If a student loses
his/her permit then that student
should either inform the parents or
alternatively a school official. Having
done this it is then advisable for the
panics concerned to make alternative
travel arrangements in the event that
travel may be refused.

CRIME

Violence: Murray Street West

453. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

(1) Did the Commissioner of Police re-
ceive a letter from Mr K. R. Foster,
Secretary of the West City Business-
man's Association advising of a
serious street violence problem in
Murray Street West?

(2) What action has been taken to al-
leviate the matters raised in the corre-
spondence?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Commissioner of Police has ad-
vised me that the area is well-known
to the police as a trouble spot and one
which receives almost constant police
attention, particularly more so on
weekend nights. The area is now quiet,
perhaps due to the police attention
and the onset of winter.

WATER RESOURCES
Irrigation: Redundant Channels

454. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Water
Resources:

MINERAL: COAL
Collie: Stockpile

455. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What was the cost to the Government

to prepare the land to store the coal at
Collie?

(2) How much in dollar terms per year is
being spent to purchase Collie coal for
which there is no immediate use and
is being stockpiled?

(3) At what stage are the negotiations to
swap Collie coal for Indian products?

(4) If ilmenize is to be imported from
India what effect will this have on the
local industry?
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(1) Adverting. to question 313 of 18 June
1986, what was the date of the public
meeting at Harvey when the former
Public Works Department explained
that it was not economical to fill in the
redundant irrigation channels?

(2) Is it fact that some of the redundant
irrigation channels have been, or will
be, filled in?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), why are. some redun-
dant irrigation channels being filled in
while, on the other hand, the old irr-
gation channels through farmers'
properties are to be left open?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Based on an extract from the irri-

gation Commission meeting minutes
of 3 December 1976 the meeting was
held on 29 November 1976.

(2) Yet.
(3) The shire has requested restoration of

channels in road reserves but due to
the high cost this has not been agreed
to. Notwithstanding this, when sur-
plus earth from the construction of the
scheme has been available it has been
used to fill in the nearby redundant
channels in road reserves. This surplus
earth from construction is not necess-
arily suitable for backfiiling farmland.
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Mr PARKER replied:
(I) and (2) The decision to store coal was

taken after a detailed review of gas
and coal contracts. Under the North-
West Shelf gas contract gas which is
not taken must be paid for and held in
the ground. The inventory of gas paid
for in this way may be drawn down in
future years. A detailed review of gas
and coal contracts and of the SEC's
financial position determined that a
saving of about $40 million in present
value terms could be made by
stockpiling coal in preference to hold-
ing gas in the ground. The calculation
of savings takes into account the capi-
tal costs of preparing the land to store
coal at Collie and the operating costs
associated with that activity.
The recent reduction in world oil
prices has implications for the price of
North-West Shelf gas and for the rela-
tive prices of coal and gas. A continu-
ing review of the SEC's changing
financial situation arising from
changes in world oil prices is being
undertaken. Energy in excess of cur-
rent needs will be held as either
stockpiled coal or gas inventory to
achieve the lowest overall cost of oper-
ations for the SEC.

(3) and (4) The negotiations involving the
sale of coal to India do not involve the
direct swap of coal for Indian
products. Rather, it is proposed there
should be reciprocal trade involving a
range of companies and the State and
Federal Governments of the two
countries. The SEC has been involved
in supporting a coal and power station
proposal by Western Collieries Ltd
and others to Indian interests. Nego-
tiations in relation to ilmenite have
involved other Indian interests and
Westralian Sands Ltd. The Govern-
ment supports the concept of those
negotiations but their carriage remains
with the private sector.

PRISONER
Joan Roenil.: Alternative Accommodation

456. Mr RRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the comments made in the
Daily News of l8 June 1986 with re-
gard to the recent gaoling of the para-

noid schizophrenic Joan Rancil, is he
prepared to provide suitable acconm-
modation for her at Graylands Hospi-
tal?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
It is not policy to divulge details of
individuals or their treatment in the
health care system.
However, there are no plans to pro-
vide a high security prison on the
Graylands site for long-term detention
of prisoners who have psychiatric ill-
ness. Where security arrangements
can be agreed between the hospital
and prison authorities and where
specialist hospital treatment can al-
leviate the psychiatric illness, pris-
oners are treated under security
provided by thue Prisons Department
at Graylands until the illness can be
again managed within the prison.

HEALTH
Growth-hormone Deficiency Triple Test

457. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

Are children in Western Australia
with suspected growth-hormone
deficiencies subjected to the out-
moded "triple test"?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The triple test is currently in use as the

best proven method of testing for
growth hormone deficiency. All tests
are performed under strict laboratory
and clinical controls.

(2) The laboratory method referred to re-
cently in the Press is still classed as
experimental. If it proves successful, it
may replace the triple test.

HEALTH: DRUGS
Detoxification Centre Budget Allocation

458. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Adverting to the answers to question
317 of l8 June 1986, concerning the
new drug detoxif ication centre in East
Perth, how much of the budget re-
ferred to in (4) has been used and how
much is expected to be used in this
financial year?
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(2) Is the amount spent on staff at the new
drug detoxification centre currently
on budget?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) At 31 May 1986 expenditure at the

central drug unit was $141 273.45.
The expected expenditure for the cur-
rent financial year is $I187 9 50.

(2) The amount expected to be expended
on staff at the central drug unit for the
year is $131 000. This is within the
budget provision of $376 000.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
COMMISSION

Fringe Beneeis Tax
459. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Treasurer:

(1) Will the proposed State Government
Insurance Commission pay fringe ben-
efits tax on employee benefits?

(2) Will the employees of the State
Government Insurance Commission
be employed as public servants Or
under the Australian insurance award?

(3) Will all Government and semni-govern-
ment insurance business be open to
public tender and be subject to com-
petitive neutrality?

(4) Will policies be issued for all business
including Government business?

(5) Will all forms of Government charges
payable by private insurers be paid by
the State Government Insurance
Commission, e.g. stamp duty, fire
levy, etc.?

(6) Will the Stale Government Insurance
Commission be under the purchasing
privileges of Government?

(7) Will the State Government Insurance
Commission be required to comply
with the provisions of-
(a) the Insurance Act 1973

(Commonwealth);
(b) the Insurance Contracts Act 1984

(Commonwealth);
(c) Insurance Agents and Brokers Act

1984 (Commonwealth);
(d) the Trade Practices Act 1974

(Commonwealth)?
(8) What life contracts will be available

immediately from the State Govern-
ment insurance Commission?

(9) Will the State Government Insurance
Commission be required to provide
detailed statistics and accounting on
the same basis as private insurers?

(10) Will the State Government insurance
Commission set up the minimum re-
serves that private insurers are com-
pelled to?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The State Government Insurance

Commission will be liable to the same
extent as the State Government in re-
spect of the payment of fringe benefits
tax.

(2) Employees of the State Government
Insurance Commission are not to be
public servants employed under the
provisions of the Public Service Act
1978 but will be employed under an
award to be negotiated.

(3) The State Government Insurance
Commission will administer the
Government's self-insurance arrange-
ments. Any other Government in-
surance, outside of these arrange-
ments, may be underwritten by the
State Government Insurances Corpor-
ation and will be subject to competi-
tive neutrality.

(4) Insurance policies will be issued by
both the State Government Insurance
Commission and State Government
Insurance Corporation.

(5) The State Government Insurance
Commission will ensure that the State
Government Insurance Corporation
will pay all State charges and duties on
business transacted by the corpor-
ation.

(6) The State Government Insurance
Commission will ensure that the State
Government Insurance Corporation
will have no purchasing privileges of
Government.

(7) The State Government Insurance
Commission will ensure that the State
Government Insurance Corporation
complies with the provisions of-
(a) the Insurance Act 1973

(Commonwealth);
(b) the Insurance Contracts Act 1 984

(Commonwealth);
(c) the Insurance Agents and Brokens

Act 1984 (Commonwealth);
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(d) the Trade Practices Act 1974
(Commonwealth).

(8) The SGIO has only been given the
authority to enter into the life in-
surance business from I July and
therefore it is unlikely any contracts
will be available immediately from the
State Government Insurance Corpor-
ation.

(9) The State Government Insurance
Commission will ensure that the State
Government Insurance Corporation
supplies to the Minister such annual
accounts and statements as any pri-
vate insurer would be required to do
under Commonwealth legislation.

(10) The State Government Insurance
Commission will ensure that the State
Government Insurance Corporation
observes the same solvency and mini-
mum valuation basis requirements as
private insurers are required to do
under Commonwealth legislation.

EDUCATION
Hostels: Allowances

460. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Minister for
Education:

Concerning question 65 (2) of 1986,
regarding demand for country high
school hostel accommodation and liv-
ing-away-from-home allowances, will
he reveal the source and details of the
studies he refers to?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Related studies were carried out for
the Country High School Hostels
Authority by Professor A. Beacham
and also the Department of Home and
Consumer Studies at WAIT in 1983.
Further analysis of hostel fees and the
allowances available have more re-
cently been conducted by the State
Treasury.

UNION
Builders Labourers Federation: Investigation

461. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:

Concerning his answer to question 64
(3) of 11 June 1985, regarding the
Builders Labourers Federation, does
he intend to investigate the matter
raised by me in that question?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
I am still not aware of what the mem-
ber alleges the BLF is claiming. In any
case, neither Government nor anyone
else can prevent the ELF or any other
organisation, union or employer, from
making claims.

EDUCATION
Pre-election Commitment: Implementation

462. Mr MacKiNNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How does the Government intend to

implement its election commitment to
provide education for all four and
five-year-old children?

(2) When does the Government intend to
implement that commitment?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) Over the next three years the

Government intends to increase the
educational provision to four-year-
olds until two half-day sessions per
week are available to all four-year-olds
whose parents desire it.
By the end of this same period the
Government intends to commence
providing full-time education for five-
year-olds in pre-schools, pre-primary
centres, or in primary schools. Various
options for implementation of this
commitment are currently being
examined to determine their compara-
tive educational worth.
The precise timing of these commit-
ments is subject to the present con-
sideration of expenditure restraint fol-
lowing the Premier's Conference.

SHOPPING: TRADING HOURS
Extended: America's Cup

463. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister with special
responsibility for the America's Cup:
(1) Will the Government be amending

regulations, or legislation, governing
trading hours to enable Fremantle
traders to apply for extended trading
hours during the conduct of the
America's Cup trials and races?

(2) If so, what will be the general nature
of these extended hours?
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(3) When will the regulations, or legis-
lation) be introduced into the Parlia-
ment?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) To be decided and announced in

August.
(2) As above.

(3) Any amendments will be made by Or-
der of His Excellency the Governor in
Executive Council.

"MINING MONTHLY" MAGAZINE
Article:- Inquiry

464. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Has he now concluded his inquiry into

the allegations made in an article in
the April edition of Mining Monthly
entitled 'Spinifex"?

(2) If so, has he ascertained if that article
was in any part factual?.

(3) If so, what action, if any, has he taken
as a consequence?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) As previously advised, I will ar-

range far the "Spinifex" article to be
investigated when evidence of sub-
stance is supplied.

MEMBER FOR WARREN
Government Car: Use

465. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier-

(1) Is it fact that the member for Warren
has been approved by him to be
entitled to the use of a Government
car?

(2) Bearing in mind his call for Govern-
ment and the public to "tighten their
belts", why is the member granted the
use of this car for his private, as well
as business, use?

(3) Are any other ex-Govemnment minis-
ters or non-ministerial members of
Parliament being provided with a
Government car for their business or
private use?

(4) If so, will he list those people?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The member for Warren is performing
the role of special adviser to me on
agriculture matters necessitating ex-
tensive travel and as such requires the
use of a Government vehicle. The
member does not receive special re-
muneration for his additional duties.

(3) and (4) Apart ftom the member for
Warren, there are many non-minis-
terial members of Parliament
provided with access to a vehicle from
the Department of the Premier and
Cabinet's pool at the Government
garage, including the Parliamentary
Secretary of the Cabinet, Honorary
Ministers, the President, Speaker,
Leader of the Opposition, Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, Leader of
the Opposition in the Legislative
Council, leader of the second party in
Opposition, Chairman of Committees
in the Legislative Assembly, Chair-
man of the Public Accounts Com-
mittee, and Chairman of Committees
in the Legislative Council.

In all there are some six non-Govern-
ment members provided with vehicles
and I am sure the member would be
aware that as in the past with previous
Governments there has never been
any distinction made as to what is
business and private use, particularly
as a vehicle is provided to him on that
basis. A review of the allocation of
vehicles is to be undertaken.

WILDLIFE

Exports:, People Involved

466. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) H-ow many people are engaged in in-

dustries in this State involved with the
export of wildlife products?

(2) What actions has the Government
undertaken to reverse the decision of
the Commonwealth Government to
suspend wildlife exports?

(3) What products are likely to be affected
as a result of the Commonwealth
Government's decision?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) My department does not have this in-
formation.
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(2) I telexed the Commonwealth Minister
for Arts, Heritage and Environment
on 20 June 1986 expressing concern
and seeking full details of the decision.
The situation is to be discussed at the
meetings of the Council of Nature
Conservation Ministers and its stand-
ing committee on 24 and 26 June re
spectively.

(3) Mostly kangaroo skin products and to
a lesser extent kangaroo meat.

WILDLIFE: KANGAROOS
Products: Value

4'67. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What is the value of kangaroo-
(a) meat;
(b) pelts,
to Western Australia?

Mr HODGE replied:
I have no information on the value of
kangaroo meat and pelts to Western
Australia.

WILDLIFE: KANGAROOS
Shooters: Registered

468. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) How many kangaroo shooters are

registered in Western Australia?-
(2) How many permits have been issued

to registered shooters for kangaroo
management purposes in each year
since 1981?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Since 1981, the number of registered

kangaroo shooters is as foows-

Year
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986

Red
89

109
123
101
101
87

Grey
52
s0

?45
44
40
35

Total
141
159
168
145
141
122

(2) Only grey kangaroo shooters require
separate permits to shoot for each
property (in addition to a licence)
The permit figures would have little
meaning in this context.

WILDLIFE: PRODUCTS
Exports: Suspension

469. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What effect will the decision by the
Commonwealth Government to sus-
pend all exports of wildlife products
have in Western Australia?

Mr HODGE replied:
The effect on the current Western
Australian kangaroo management pro-
gramme will probably be minimal if
the suspension is short term.
The programnme will need to be
reviewed if the suspension becomes
lengthy.

FIRE STATIONS
Wannerco City Council

470. Mr CLARKO, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Has his department been approached

by the City of Wauneroo to have type
five fire stations established at Quinns
Rocks, Yanchep, and Two Rocks?

(2) If "Yes", is it his intention to arrange
for the provision of these particular
fire stations?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) and (3) When last assessed in 1984

none of the towns of Two Rocks,
Yanchep or Quinns Rocks qualified
for the estabishment of a volunteer
fire protection service under the
present method of assessment involv-
ing a populationlfire risk matrix.
The eligibility of the towns is
presently being reassessed on the basis
that they or some of them may qualify
by reason of population growth since
the previous assessment.

ROAD: GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY
Greenmount Hill: Accidents

47 1. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Will the eastern corridor major roads

study at present in hand contain a re-
view of road traffic accidents on the
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relevant section of the Great Eastern
Highway and, in particular, the
Greenmount Hill section, over a
period of at least the previous 10
years?

(2) If not, would he please explain the
reason?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) The study is analysing accident
records over sections of the Great
Eastern Highway including
Greenmount Hill over the past four
years.

I am advised that this will be adequate
and the time resources required to
undertake additional research is not
warranted.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CYCLES

Footpaths: Riding

472. Mr THOMPSON, to the Honorary
Minister asisting the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

(1) Is there any evidence of an increase in
the number of people riding push-
bikes on footpaths?

(2) If so, will he give details?

(3) What policy does he apply with re-spect to the riding of push-bikes on
footpaths?

(4) Is any action taken by the police to
ensure the safety of pedestrians?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) and (2) No.

(3) and (4) Police exercise a discretion in
relation to the application of resources
in the detection and apprehension of
alleged offenders-

I am of the view that the law relating
to cyclists is being administered both
fairly and impartially.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ABORIGINAL LAND
Purchases

63. Mr HASSELL, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs:

In view of the cutbacks announced by
the Premier earlier this afternoon and'
the increased taxation also announced
this afternoon, does the Honorary
Minister still intend to commit $50
million of taxpayers' money to special
projects for Aborigines and, in par-
ticular, $25 million of taxpayers'
money for the purchase of land for
Aborigines on the basis of race?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
The Leader of the Opposition is very
consistent in attacking the Aboriginal
people of this State. Only two hours
ago we heard the Premier outline cer-
tain measures to be adopted by this
Government and already our friend,
the Leader of the Opposition, has got
his thumbs into the blackfellows.

Mr Hassell: Why don't you answer the
question?

Mr BRIDGE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition should tell the Aboriginal
people how much hatred he has for
them.
I have not had much time to examine
this matter and am not in a position to
respond in a particular way. Why does
the Leader of the Opposition not be
honest and tell this Parliament that he
would rather the Aborigines lived
back in the days of damper and
treacle?

TOURISM MINISTERS'COUNCIL
Attendance

64. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) When did the Minister last attend a

Tourism Ministers' Council?
(2) Where was the council held?
(3) How many people accompanied the

Minister to the council?
(4) In each case, why was that person

accompanying the Minister?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) to (4) The Tourism Ministers' Council
was held in Hobart on Friday of last
week, Accompanying me were my
principal private secretary, Barbara
McDonald; John Osborn, Chairman
of the Western Australian Tourism
Commission; Bret Goodridge, general
manager of the commission; and
Truants Kins, executive officer of the
commission. Each accompanied me
because my office and the commission
had important matters to raise at that
council. The outcome of some of those
matters raised is important enough for
me to advise the House of them.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
may be interested to know that, at that
council, I had unanimous support for
a proposition that would allow Qantas
Airways Ltd to interline routes during
the America's Cup. That will be of
great benefit to Western Australia.
The Federal Minister guaranteed that
he would take the message to the Fed-
eral Minister for Transport, Mr Mor-
ris, to ensure that that happens. I do
not know whether the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition understands what
interlining means to tourism for West-
ern Australia- I suggest if he does not
he should research it thoroughly. It is
an important issue.

Mr Bryce: She's only new, too.

Mr Brian Burke: You don't even ask any of
us oldies questions any more. Even
the new Ministers dish it up to you-
You are second-rate to start with.

Mrs BEGGS: Another important matter
discussed was the need to drop visa
requirements for short-term visitors
from Japan. While there may be some
problems, the Tourism Minister's
Council endorsed the fact that visa re-
quirements are a deterrent to tourism
in Australia. That proposal will be
taken up with the Federal bodies.

While, as usual, the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition wants to take the nega-
tive approach, I am pleased to be able
to take a positive approach to tourism
which is an important industry to
Western Australia.

ETHNIC COMMLJITIES

Priorities; Determination
65. Mr MARLBOROUGH, to the Honorary

Minister assisting the Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affaris:

What action has the Government
taken to determine the needs and
priorities of ethnic communities living
in Western Australia?

Mr GORDON KILL replied:

This Government was the first
Government in this State to appoint a
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs. It took steps in 1984 to estab-
lish the Multicultural and Ethnic Af-
fairs Commission. One of the first
jobs of that commission was to deter-
mine the needs of the ethnic com-
munities in this State.

Two surveys were undertaken. The
first was a survey of ethnic and com-
munity organisations by mail ques-
tionnaire. The second was a survey of
individuals. These were administered
by bilingual interviewers.

T hrough implementation of both sur-
veys, perceptions of needs and
priorities were obtained from ethnic
organisations as well as from persons
who had little or no contact with those
organisations. Issues identified by the
surveys included disadvantages faced
by ethnic communities in relation to
employment, the needs of the ethnic
aged, and the needs of immigrant
women; Members are asked to refer
to volumes I and 2 of the report titled
"Needs and Priorities of Ethnic
Minorities in Western Australia" for
detail of the issues facing ethnic com-
munities in this State.

GOVERNMENT TRAVEL

Cost-saving
66. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Will the Minister confirm that a direc-
tive has been sent to all Government
departments that they must book all
Government officials and employees'
travel through Holiday WA and not
shop around for the cheapest possible
price in the private sector?
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(2) If the directive was issued, can the
Minister estimate how much extra the
travel costs the Government and
therefore the taxpayers?

(3) What is the annual cost of all Govern-
ment travel booked through Holiday
WA centres?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) and (2) I cannot answer some of the

details of that question off the top of
my head.
A directive was issued approximately
two months ago that all Government
travel should be booked through the
Holiday WA centre. I do not think
that is anything new. I think, however,
that it needs to be pointed out that
since that directive, the WA Tourism
Commission has recently restuctured
its Government reservation section to
provide an efficient service to all de-
partments and authorities.

(3) I think I can provide informnation as to
extra costs if the member puts the
question on notice. Certainly I think
there is some danger in Government
departments shopping around, as the
member put it, for better deals. There
may be some price difference in the
package deals and other offers which
are made by the private sector. I
suggest that most business trips would
not be entitled to any discounting by
private industry.
I assure the member for Nedlands that
the WA Tourism Commission offers
an efficient service to the Government
and it is the most appropriate way for
the Government to reserve these trips.
I will answer the other matters raised
by the member for Nedlands if he
places those questions on notice.

GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTS
Setlemnent Details

67. Mr THOMAS, to the Deputy Premier:
Has the Deputy Premier received in-
formation from the member for
Clontarf detailing the names of
companies or individuals who have a
complaint about the Government's
policy which requires Government de-
partments and agencies to settle their
commercial accounts within 30 days?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Members will recall that the member
for Clontarf raised, in question time a
number of weeks ago, matters relating
to complaints which he bad received
from companies or individuals about
the implementation of the Govern-
ment's policy which requires all
agencies and departments to settle
their commercial accounts within 30
days. When I replied to the member
for Clontarf I invited him to give me
the information if he had received any
substantial complaints. I indicated to
him that I have, in the last 18 months,
heard whispers in different quarters
that there is some grizzle, but I have
never received the name of a company
or an individual who has evidence
which they can give me that I could
use to approach a delinquent agency
or department to ensure that it does
not happen again. That is my
objective.
I assumed, when the member for
Clontarf -raised the matter in this
House, that he actually had some evi-
dence of the names of companies he
could give to me. If the member actu-
ally does have the name and address
of the company or individuals who
can substantiate a complaint, I would
like to receive it. Otherwise, I will
have to assume that the policy has be-
come 100 per cent effective.

SMALL BUSINESSES

Rural: Inquiry

68. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Small
Business:
(1) Can the Minister advise the House

when the committee set up to examine
the plight of small rural business will
complete its inquiries-it was sched-
uled to complete its inquiries by 30
May?

(2) Will the report be tabled in the Parlia-
ment?

(3) Is the Minister aware that many rural
businesses are now going bankrupt?

(4) Would the Minister advise what help
will be given to rural business as a
result of the committee's inquiries?
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Mr TROY replied:
(1) to (4) 1 am pleased to advise that I

understand the committee has
completed its inquiries and the chair-
man will provide me with a copy of
the report tomorrow morning. I will
certainly analyse the report carefully
and!I will respond to the member after
that examination.

ARTS

Regional Cultural Facilities: Subsidies
69. Dr GALLOP, to the Minister for the Arts:

Will the Government subsidy for the
establishment of regional cultural fa-
cilities be reviewed by the new De-
partment for the Amt?

Mr PARKER replied:
Yes. The new Department for the Arts
will not only review the previous pro-
vision for regional cultural facilities,
but I believe that it should be the
coordinating body, devising policy
and assessing proposals for regional
cultural facilities in the long-term.

Policy-making in this area will be ex-
tensive and will require consultation
with various departments and
instrumentalities, local government
authorities, Department of Sport and
Recreation, Department of Regional
Development, and the Education De-
partment.

Past practice has indicated that many
and various types of cultural facilities
have been built. Thoughi this is not
undesirable in many respects, it still
raises the whale question of "wastage"
as far as Government subsidy is con-
cerned.

The questions that arise are those of-

the purposes for which regional
cultural facilities should be used
and what sorts of venues are
subsequently required;

what percentage of the budget
should receive State Government
subsidy and what is the actual re-
sponsibility of the State Govern-
ment in this area;

what percentage of the State arts
funds should be put into such
multi-purpose facilities.

The exploration of this area is well
overdue. Over many years there has
been considerable duplication in the
construction of cultural facilities in
country areas and it will be one of the
priorities for the Department for the
Arts.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Gnowangerup: Matron

70, Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does the Minister recall his recent let-

ter to Mr L. M. Sumnich of
Gnowangerup regarding the problems
being excperienced by the
Onowangerup Hospital Board, which
stated-

You can be assured that my de-
partment has given every assist-
ance to the Hospital Board to
resolve the problems. It is, how-
ever, up to the Board to take the
actions it considers appropriate?

(2) Why has the Minister decided to over-
ride the decision and allow the matron
to remain in her position?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) The Gnowangerup hospital

question is very difficult and one that
has been discussed for some time. It
has taken the attention of the previous
Minister for Health, the Com-
missioner for Health, the Executive
Director of Nursing, the President of
the Australian Medical Association,
the local members, both past and
present, and me. It has involved nu-
merous other people also.
It has the dimensions of a
Shakespearean tragedy or a gripping
episode of "A Country Practice".
However, it should be treated very
seriously as it is an issue that has div-
ided the community.
I visited Gnowangerup a couple of
weeks ago in the company of the
member for Katanning-Roe, and he
should be congratulated for the work
he has undertaken in this area. He has
acted responsibly from the point of
view of his constituents and has tried
to bring about some resolution. We
have both worked on the issue and I
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do not know whether there is a
resolution.
As far as the nature of the letter is
concerned I advise that at that time I
thought it was a matter for the hospi-
tal board to decide. I have looked at
the reason for the board's decision;
and given the nature of the decision
and why it was made, I anm not
convinced that there was anky good
reason for the dismissal of the matron.
I do not believe she should be
dismissed and I have made that clear
to the hospital board and to others
who are involved.
As of today I understand that the
board is not happy that I have asked it
to reverse its decision and it has asked
me to meet with it to further discuss
the matter. 1 am happy to discuss the
matter with the board, but I make it
clear that I see no grounds whatsoever
for the dismissal of the matron in this
situation. I believe there are
undercurrents regarding this dispute
which go back many years. I know I
am not aware of many of the
undercurrents and if were I certainly
would take the stand that they were
not public issues.

However, I advise the people of
Onowangerup that I am determined
this will not be a political issue. The
member for Katanning-Roe and I will
work together to bring about a satis-
factory solution.- I also advise the resi-
dents of Gnowangenip that I have no
intention at this stage, even if the local
doctor is totally dissatisfied with my
decision and leaves the area-I hope
he will not do that because he is a
particularly fine person-to close the
hospital under the existing circum-
stances. Should the doctor decide to
leave Onowangerup, I will do my very
best to find a replacement doctor to
serve the people of that community.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
King Edward Memorial: Name Change

7 1. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the Minister aware of suggestions

that the name of King Edward Mem-
orial Hospital should be changed on
the grounds that King Edward V11 was

a noted roue, a habitue of brothels,
and a despoiler of women?

(2) What is the Minister's view on this
suggestion?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am aware that some people

in the community believe that the
name of the hospital should change. I
have received some correspondence
on this matter and obviously a few
people have done a little bit of histori-
cal research on King Edward VII.
I have a note in relation to King
Edward VII and I thought one descrip-
tion of that King would have set him
up quite well for preselection for the
Liberal Party. He was described as
having no intellect, a thoroughgoing
lazy bones, dull and ignorant, and a
sad subject to enter on. Prime Minis-
ter Gladstone also said, "He knows of
everything except what is in the
books".
AUl that aside, I am certain that noted
historians in this House, such as the
member for Karrinyup, would come
up with other information that would
tell rme that King Edward was a fine
character and someone after whom we
should name a principal teaching hos-
pital.
In health today there are more import-
ant issues than the name of that hospi-
tal. I am quite happy that people who
have a concern about this matter have
written to me and put their views,
however it is not something that will
take up my time as Minister for
Health.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Suburban: Revenue

72. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Does the Minister admit that revenue

on the three suburban rail passenger
services rose from $4.7 million for the
year ended 24 May 1985 to $5.037
million for the same period this
year-an increase of 6.2 per cent-
while operating costs rose from $24.5
million to $27.4 million, an increase
of 11.8 per cent? I point out that the
Minister publicly released those fig-
ures just a few days ago.
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(2) What is the Minister doing to try to
curtail these rising costs in order for
the Government to reduce its losses in
line with the Premier's economic
statement today?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am delighted to answer the
question, because I want very clearly
to put on record why operating costs
are rising to the extent that they are.
They are rising because of the com-
plete failure of the previous Govern-
ment to address the matter of
upgrading the railway system. That
has caused costs to rise.

Mr Rushton: You put the clapped-out rail-
way carriages on the Fremantle line.

Mr Brian Burke: There goes the member
for Dale again. Every time you bring
up the subject, you trip his tongue.

Mr TROY: I can remember coming into
this House and listening to my
predecessor answer questions without
notice. The shadow-shadow Minister
kept sticking his bib in then; that does
not seem to have changed.

it is a sad situation that the railway
system and its rolling stock were al-
lowed to deteriorate. We have done a
significant amount to retrieve the situ-
ation. Certainly, a significant effort
needs to be made on an oni-going
basis.

The member for Gascoyne needs to
address the issue of public transport in
a broad way. He continualiy makes
unsubstantiated statements in regard
to it. The other key element of public
transport is the bus system. I know the
member for Gascoyne takes the
simplistic attitude of looking at the
overrun in casts or the deficit
component and draws companisons
from that. He has pursued a very
simple analogy in relation to transport
costs and, in particular, the deficit
component of the MTT. He has not
considered the option: What would be
the cost of an additional lane? What
would be the cost of an additional
bridge? All those factors need to be
taken into account. Our proposed
transport trust fund wI do just that.

POLICE
Telephone Tapping: Justification

73. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Does the Minister support the view

that the tapping of telephones can be
justified on a broader scale rather than
being confined to drugs, but only
when a Supreme Court judge is pre-
pared to authorise the tap?

(2) Does he see further phone tapping as
an appropriate and justifiable tool in
the continuing fight against organised
crime? If not, why not?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) and (2) The member for Mt Lawley

would be aware of the State Govern-
ment's position on this matter. The
Premier has made the position quite
obvious on a number of occasions,
and if the member for Mt Lawley re-
ferred to recent Press articles he would
be well aware of those comments.
Of course, the Government is con-
cerned about organised crime and the
need to provide telephone tapping fa-
cilities to focus attention on drug-re-
lated matters. The Premier has ad-
equately outlined on many occasions
the fact that that is where the atten-
tion must be focused.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Lists: Supply

74. Mr MacKJNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Wili the Minister continue his practice
of providing lists of staff members to
non-Government groups on request?

Mr GRILL replied:
The question assumes that I have
done just that. It makes that assump-
tion without justification. No such
lists have been given to anyone. I
informed the member of that last
week and he has no right to make the
sorts of accusations he has been mak-
ing in the Press over the last couple of
days. They are completely unjustified
accusations and are without foun-
dation.
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MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE

Letters: Addresses

75. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Could the Minister explain how an
elector has drawn to my attention a
letter that was distributed to him, per-
sonally addressed, if that was the case?

Mr GRILL replied:

If the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition thinks that I will answer ques-
tions in a fashion which allows him to
conduct some sort of fishing ex-
pedition into my personal campaign
matters, he is wrong. I will not so al-
low. I will not give him an opportunity
and I do not believe anybody else
would.

Mr Hassell: You used the resources of
Government for your political canm-
paign, and you know it.

Mr GRILL: That is not correct. The simple
facts of that letter, as I have indicated
on numerous occasions, are, firstly,
that I paid for it myself and, secondly,
no lists in respect of the addresses
were made available to the ALP.

TECHNOLOGY DIRECTORATE

Director: Dismissal

76. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Industry
and Technology:

Bearing in mind that the reasons given
on 19 June for the dismissal of the
Director of the Technology
Directorate were rather shallow and
have been disproved, can the Minister
give this House the real reason for Dr
Hull's dismissal?

Mr BRYCE replied:

I explained the matter to the House in
a perfectly adequate manner. It is
simply inaccurate to say that the
reasons given were shallow or that
they had been disproved. The simple
fact of the matter is that a demon-
strable conflict of interest was
involved.

HEALTH: TOBACCO SMOKING

"Quit" Campaign: Success

77. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) In view of the increase in revenue
from tobacco tax this year, the in-
crease expected next year, and the fact
that annual statistics from the
Tobacco Institute show an increase in
cigarette sales in Western Australia,
does the Minister agree that the
"Quit" campaign is failing and that
although some people are giving up
smoking even more are taking up the
habit?

(2) If the Minister does agree that the
campaign is unsuccessful, will he agree
to drop it in the coming year and save
the taxpayers of Western Australia $2
million?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) and (2) No, 1 do not consider the cam-
paign to be unsuccessful. I would be
very surprised to hear any member of
the Opposition even suggest that this
Government should drop a campaign
that has had the effect of stopping
approximately 50 000 people in West-
ern Australia from smoking.

Mr Laurance: How is the revenue going?

Mr TAYLOR: In fact, the revenue is going
up because we put the rate up. Every-
body should know that. The fact is it
has had that effect.

I am very concerned about the tactics
of the tobacco industry with respect to
young people. I am concerned about
the number of young people who have
been attracted to smoking. Part of that
attraction stems from recent cam-
paigns that have been run by the
tobacco industry. I refer to campaigns
such as the recent Alpine campaign
where a packet of 15 cigarettes was
tucked into the side of a bikini. The
Peter Jackson campaign had young
people-supposedly over the age of
25-as models. If they were over 25,
they looked a lot younger than that. It
was made to appear that smoking was
something that young people should
take up because it was the thing to do.
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From here on, the emphasis in the
"Quit" campaign will not be on
adults, because we have influenced as
many of them as we can hope to.

Mr Brian Burke: You got me.
Mr TAYLOR: We got the Premier.

The emphasis of the "Quit" campaign
from now on should be directed
towards aiding young people.

Mr Brian Burke: I interrupt to say that the
member for Gascoyne does not seem
to understand that the Federal
Government has indexed its excise so
that automatically there are ad-
justments to the Federal Government
component which results in more rev-
enue coming to the State. Had he

understood that, perhaps he would not
have asked the question.

Mr TAYLOR: The fact is that the "Quit"
campaign from now on will be aimed
at young people in an attempt to con-
vince them that smoking is not good
for them or attractive from any point
of view. The Opposition should get
right behind that sort of campaign, be-
cause it should concern each and
every one of us. It certainly concerns
me, as Minister for.Health, because
there is no doubt whatsoever that if
young people take up smoking all tax-
payers in the future will bear the cost
in terms of money and health.

(25)
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