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Wednesday, 9 November 1988

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

PETITION - HEALTH

Nurses - Pre-registration Award

DR WATSON (Canning) (2.21 pmn]: The petition reads as follows -

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly in the
Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned citizens of Western Australia, call on the State Goverrnent to
enact legislation to grant a pre-registration award at degree Level for nurses.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration, and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 763 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

(See petiti on No 100.1
PETITION -POLLUTION

Concern - Research Request

MR RIPPER (Ascot) [2.23 pmn]: I have a petition that is couched in the following terms

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

We, the undersigned, wish to express our concern about the high levels of pollution in
our present society.

We request the Government to make this concern a top priority in its Budget by:
1. Substantially increasing research into the causes of pollution especially in
W.A.

2. To make a serious commnitment to implement the recommendations of this
research.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 638 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 101.]

PETITION - TRANSPORT
Railways - Electrified Service, Northern Suburbs

MRS BEGGS (Whitford - Minister for Housing) [2.24 pmn): I have a petition addressed in
the following terms -

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

We, the undersigned, express our preference for an electrified rail service to provide
fast and efficient commnuter transport to the Northern Suburbs of Perth.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 1.367 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No 102.]

PETITION - ROADS
South West Highway, Armada fe-B unbur v - Upgrading

MR FRED TUBBY (Dale) [2.25 pm]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned would like to bring to your attention the immediate necessity of
upgrading the South West Highway between Armadale and Bunbury in the following
way: -

1. Free the movement of traffic with the provision of more slow lanes for
(caravans, floats, heavy duty and articulated vehicles).

2. Use turnoff lanes for major centres and arterial thru roads.

3. Wider and more effective use of pre-wamning reflectors for night
driving.

4. Upgrading of off-road parking areas.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 819 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 103.1
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Minister for Mines - Mansard Report

MR CARR (Geraldton - Minister for Mines) (2.26 pmj - by leave: I draw to the attention of
the House an error in Mansard which has attributed words to me that were not spoken by me.
That error has subsequently been reproduced in a Liberal Party newspaper advertisement.

On Wednesday, 12 October, the member for Mt Lawley, during a speech, made comments
supporting the Liberal Party candidate in Melvile and (3eraldton. These comments were
misreported due to a Hansard typographical error which apparently confused the names of
Cash and Canf. Apparently the member for Mt Lawley in correcting his speech overlooked,
or chose not to correct, this error.

Mr Pearce: There are no prizes for guessing which one!

Mr CARR: Subsequently an advertisement was placed in The Geraldton Guardian by the
Liberal Party candidate reproducing the incorrect Mansard entry. While the smart alec form
of the advertisement has done considerable damage to the credibility of the Liberal Party
candidate, I believe it is appropriate to draw this to the attention of the House.
I am not sure how the candidate became aware of the mistaken quote. It may be possible that
he is an avid Mansard reader who may have discovered the quote himself and used it in
genuine error, without realising that there was anything unusual about my appearing to
support him.

Mr Peter Dowding: It sounds like the continuing Liberal Party dirty tricks campaign that it
has started.
Mr Court: You have got the dirtiest tricks of the lot.

Mr CARR: However, I cannot overlook the likelihood that the member for Mt Lawley may
have deliberately neglected his duty to correct the Mansard proof and then transmitted the
printed error to his Geraldton colleague with a suggestion that a cheap point could be scored.
I also draw the attention of the House to the role of the member for Greenough who
authorised the newspaper advertisement even though he was present in Parliament at the time
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and therefore knew that he was responsible for seeing an error being repeated. Clearly, these
events reflect very little credit on the Liberal Party.

Mr Speaker, I have drawn this matter to the attention of the Chief Hansard Reporter who has
advised me that a correction will be made in the bound volume of Hansard.
The SPEAKER: I am caught a trifle unaware in respect of this matter and I will make a
statement in relation to it at a later stage. However, I take this opportunity to draw members'
attention to a letter I recently sent to everybody; although it does not relate specifically to
issues such as the one just raised by the Minister, I ask each and every member to read the
letter very carefully.

EASTERN G'OLDFIELDS TRANSPORT BOARD AMENDMENT BELL

Introduction and First Reading

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

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedence on all Sitting Days

MR PEARCE (Annadale - Leader of the House) [2.31 pm]: I move -

That on and from Wednesday 9 November 1988, Government business shall have
precedence over all Motions and Orders of the Day on Wednesdays as on other days.

I apologise to the House and to private members for having to bring this motion on a little
earlier in the session than has been my custom since I have been Leader of the House.
Members will be aware that during the course of the last sitting week on several occasions I
drew to their attention the fact that we were making extremely slow progress with the Budget
and although we were in the second half of the session we had not yet begun in any serious
way on the Government's legislation. Since I issued that reminder to members and sought a
little cooperation in getting through the Budget and making a start on the Government's
legislative program, in the course of the week virtually no progress was made on any of the
matters on which I sought cooperation. Towards the end of the week I had to say to members
when I moved the adjournment on Wednesday night chat unless we had a little more
cooperation in terms of progressing the Budget and getting onto the Government's legislative
program, it would not be possible to deal with the Budget and the legislative program in the
time allowed for this session under the dates I had set out well in advance. I have been
approached by many members from both sides of the House inquiring whether the House
would rise on the designated date as members had commnitted themselves very heavily for the
Christmas session, perhaps exacerbated by the fact that an election is to come.
Despite all my efforts to make some greater progress in the House, that has not occurred. By
Thursday of last week I had to say to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that I would be
putting this motion down because we simply had to find time for the Government to get its
program dealt with. To some extent we have compounded our own difficulties because we
have been very free in making time available to members to discuss matters of moment.
Yesterday, for example, we put aside most of the day to discuss the Rothwells business which
is really private memnbers' business rather than Government business. We were happy to do
that because we think the Parliament should debate these great matters.

Mr House: I would think so.
Mr PEARCE: That was the third or fourth occasion during the Budget session on which the
Government has been prepared to put aside almost a full day of Government business time in
order to discuss these matters. We do not mind doing that, but at the same time I sought
cooperation from members of the Opposition in helping to expedite Government business.
Although we have been cooperative in making time available to the House to discuss matters
of concern to private members outside the normal private members' time, not all members
have been cooperative in advancing the Government's program. Although I put this motion
down yesterday, last night provided a classic example of that.

Mr Court: Do you think last night was a waste of time?
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Mr PEARCE: We have already spent more than twice the amount of time on the Budget than
was spent on it in the two years since [ became Leader of the House and we are still not even
half way through it. We are on Division 40, not having done the Divisions of the Minister for
Mines, Local Government and Regional Development. There are still something like 60
Divisions of the Budget to go. If last night is any indication, each of those 60 Divisions will
take between an hour and a half and two hours. Under those circumstances, the Government
has no alternative but to put the time of the Parliament to its first priority, which is dealing
with the Budget and Government business.

Since becoming Leader of the House, it has been my practice not to introduce this motion
until the second last week of the Parliament, but due to the lack of cooperation I have no
option on the Government's behalf but to move this motion now. Equally, I have been
prepared to say to the former Deputy Leader of the National Party and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition that any matters of particular concern to the Opposition can be fitted into the
program late in the session when the main thrust of Government business has been attended
to.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) 12.35 pm]: We are somewhat
disappointed that the Government did not have the courtesy to tell us that the time given for
the business of private members would cease without having one week during which we
could decide some of the priorities we would have wanted to raise had we known that time
would not be given to private members' business. We were told on Thursday, after the day
on which private members' business could be raised, that Government business would take
precedence and that the time would not be allotted for private members' business in the next
week.

Mr Clarko: Never been done in the I5 years I have been here.

Mr Pearce: It happened every year we were in Opposition.

Mir COURT: When the Government was in Opposition, it was always given one week's
notice. The Government should also extend the Opposition the courtesy of giving it a couple
of days' notice when it is intended to sit on Thursday nights, as we did last week. That would
help country members, in particular. We were told on the Wednesday night of the last sitting
week that we would be sitting on the Thursday night. We do not mind sitting, but it would be
courteous if the Government were to give us notice of such arrangements. .
As I understand it, the Leader of the House has given us notice that we will be sitting late
tonight, tomorrow night and on Friday because the Government is very keen to get the
Budget out of the way. That certainly gives the impression that the Government is pretty
keen to get out of the House. ALl of this talk about making slow progress with the Budget is
absolute nonsense. The Budget is being brought on at different times. Debate on the Budget
is being interspersed with different legislation. Why was the Government not prepared to get
straight into legislation at the beginning of the session?

Mr Peter Dowding: You have been progressing slowly on the Budget for weeks. Last night
was a good example.
Mr COURT: What does the Premier mean? We got on to the Budget at 10.30 last night and
we finished at 2.30 this morning. The Premier and the Deputy Premier were -not in the
H-ouse, so I do not know what they would know about the progress of the Budget. Last night
we had to debate bus and rail transportation and coastal shipping. We did that between
10.30 pm and 2.30 am. I would not say that that was slow progress.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am well aware that members of the House sat until early this
morning and that they may well be very tired. However, they are not setting a very good
trend. We have really only just begun the day. We should at least start it off in a nicer
fashion. The member on his feet should not have to shout. I am not directing that there be no
interjections, but members should not interject in the manner in which they have done so in
the last few minutes.

Mr COURT: Thank you, Mr Speaker.

It has been brought to our attention that yesterday, for example, we spent the day debating the
Rothwells issue and issues surrounding it. We can hardly be blamed for having to spend
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a day debating the fact that the Government came into the House and declared that it had
been deceitful and dishonest and that there had been financial mismanagement, which it now
wanted to change. That is not our responsibility. What an incredible performance we saw
yesterday! The Government should not blame us for slow progress as we are carrying out
our responsibility to debate the Budget. Despite the fact there is an election coming up, it is
our proper duty to ensure the Budget of this State is debated. This has happened because
members opposite want to get out of this House. They want to bypass the parliamentary
system.
Private members' business has finished. The Leader of the House has said that if there are
important matters to be debated at the end of the proceedings the Government might be able
to fit them in. I can assure members that the Notice Paper is full of private members'
business, such as the disbanding of Exim; the Australia 11 yacht - which might not seem
significant to members opposite but is something we believe should not go to Sydney for
permanent display; the Sarich engine plant; the petrochemical deal; Medicare legislation; and
the standard of Government in this State. There are many extremely important issues still on
the Notice Paper under private members' business and we would have appreciated more time
to debate them. I conclude that the Government is trying to say that we are making slow
progress on the Budget and it wants to get its legislative program finished, but we are
prepared to stay in this House for as long as it takes to properly debate the Budget and
legislation brought forward by all members of this House.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [2.43 pm]: I make the brief
observation that on the second day of this Government's newly turmed over leaf, this new
Government of accountability, we see it moving in this House to stifle debate on the Budget.
This is the place where the Government is supposed to be accountable for its actions and it is
running out of Parliament as fast as it can. So much for accountability.

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [2.44 pm]: I would like put on the record clearly the
inconvenience created for members of the National Party because of this change in times that
the Leader of the House has apparently announced. I make very clear that we have had no
official notice of any changes to sitting times in this House and have commitments back in
the country which have been in place for some time. I understand and accept that from time
to time the Government must make changes to the hours that we sit; but surely to heavens we
could be paid the courtesy of a little notice of the changes in times so that we can make plans
in advance and do not disappoint people.
Mr Pearce: The proposition I put in my speech to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was
that progress must be made on the Budget. There are four or five weeks left in the session
and 40 Bills on the Notice Paper. We want to allow members time to discuss those Bills. No
members want to sit past the due date. I put to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that what
the Opposition should do is work out a schedule of time it needs for various items of the
Budget and that could be adhered to so that we can make progress. He declined. I said that
we might have to sit tonight and tomorrow night, and if we cannot clear it up then, on Friday.
That is not a firm thing if the Deputy Leader of the Opposition can make sense of his
colleagues so we can do it in an organised way.
Mr HOUSE: What the Leader of the House is saying may be correct, but surely he can
accept the point that I am making on behalf of members of the National Party. Any
reasonable person would have to accept what I am saying: We are being forced to represent
our constituents in this House by remaining here to debate the issues to be debated when we
have already made arrangements to be elsewhere on Friday; that is grossly unfair to those
people. Either we are not to be in the country or not to be here to put our point of view to this
Parliament.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2.47 pm]: I also have a few comments because what the
Government is doing is grossly unfair to a number of country members. I join with the
Deputy Leader of the National Party and support his remarks because country members,
particularly at this lime of the year, have already made tentative arrangements. However, our
place is in the Parliament and this is where we wil be. The Government pays scant regard to
the difficulties of country members.
Mr D.L. Smith: There are more country members on this side than on the other side.
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Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Mitchell is not even a true country member, and that is
probably the last speech he will be making here, anyway. I wish to raise some objections on
behalf of the country people I represent and, more importantly, the wider range of country
members who find difficulty in the proposition that the Goverrnent has put forward. It is all
very well for the Government to carry on in a cavalier fashion because the will of the
Government will win the day as it has the numbers. However, there are matters that I want to
see debated before the session concludes. There are one or two items in particular such as
Notice of Motion No 9 listed for today in relation to the treaty between the Commonwealth
Government and Aboriginal people, which has implications for the people of Western
Australia. I want a commitment from the Leader of the House that he will ensure that, as has
been traditional, at least on the final day of the Parliament, adequate time will be given to
enable that important debate - important to all Western Australians - to proceed.

Mr Pearce: That has been on the Notice Paper for ages and members opposite have not been
prepared to give it a priority on private members' days.

Mr Macinnon: Traditionally that has happened.

Mr Pearce: It has, and with the cooperation of members opposite we will do that, if we are in
the position on the last day, but if we are working on Government business at 5.00 am on the
last day, as has been the case in the past two years -

Mr Macinnon: Because of your mismanagement.

Mr Pearce: It is not our mismanagement, it is Opposition members talking non stop; the
Leader of the Opposition cannot stop them. We manage our side, but members opposite
cannot manage their side.

Mr BLAIKIE: Perhaps I can interject, Mr Speaker, to continue my remarks.

The SPEAKER: Yes.

Mr BLAIKIE: When one looks at the way in which the business of ibis House is being
conducted and at the sifting times of this House this year one sees that we had last week off, a
week during which I had no objection to the House sitting.

Mr Pearce: A lot of colleagues of the member fbr Vasse did not agree because when that
proposition was floated they came to see me in droves to ask that that should not occur.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am giving the Leader of the House my point of view.

Mr Pearce: *ri member for Vasse sholild have told me that last week.

Mr BLAIKIE: There were plenty of opportunities for the Parliament to sit instead of having
two weeks on and one week off; it is like working to union regulations. At the end of the day
a number of matters need to be discussed fully. It does the Government no good to start
bleating about how the Parliament sat until 3.00 am today. If the Parliament is to carry out its
duties and obligations and the scrutiny of the Budget is to take extra time, is it any wonder,
the way in which this Government mismanages the affairs of the State, that the Opposition
takes an extensive time to question it about its performance and the preparation of the Budget
papers? There axe a number of matters I wish to raise and I hope the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs will be around when his turn comes and does not hand his responsibilities to another
Mvinister.
Mr Bridge: When have I ever done that in the past? Have I handed my responsibilities to
others in the past?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am pleased that the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs will be around at that
time because the form of some of his colleagues during the Budget debate has been to
handball their responsibilities to another Minister not in charge of that portfolio.
Mr Parker: That is not so. Every Division has been handled by the appropriate Minister.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is not true.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: I will not do it now, but I might name somebody before the day is out if
matters continue like this. Thank you, members, for coming to order. [ do hope it will not be
necessary to do that again.
Mr BLALKE: What is important is that the Parliament is for the members. It is not simply
an extension of executive Government. What this Government is doing is abusing the
Parliament; it is simply extending the influence of executive Government to the Parliament,
and at the end of the day the Government will do with the Parliament what it wants to do, nor
what needs to happen and what ought to happen. I caution members very strongly about
what it is doing. This is the reason for the upsurge around Australia of people talking about
citizen initiated referendums, because they are sick and tired of executive Government
marching on without regard for the Parliament. The only rime members opposite have an
opportunity to express a point of view is on private members' day or when the Government is
prepared to give them an opportunity to bring forward matters which they regard as
important. This Government is attempting to close the Parliament. It wants to run away from
the Parliament because it has had a fair belting in the last few weeks and it can see that the
longer it stays in the Parliament the more embarrassing things will become for it.

Mr Parker: We have 45 Bills on the Notice Paper. We are hardly going to run away from
them.

Mr BLAIKIE: Of the 45 Bills on the Notice Paper, I offer a fair bet that the Parliament will
not handle even a third of them. Although they are on the Notice Paper, the Government is
not really dinkum about all of them anyhow.

Mr Parker: Itris up to you, not us. We would like to get thern all dealt with.

Mr BLAJKJE: It does not do the Deputy Premier any good to say that it is up to the
Opposition.
Mrt Parker: It is up to the Opposition.

Mr BLAIKJE: As far as the Minister for Racing and Gaming is concerned, the Government
has the numbers on its side, and it will determine what will happen within the Parliament.
The Government will not give any consideration to whether it is the right thing to do. The
Government will mue the day if it carries on in this cavalier fashion. I want to express in the
strongest terms my total objection and abhorrence at the way the Governm-ent is handling the
affairs of the House and not being fair to private members. This is simply an extension of the
cover-up to try to stop a proper examination by the Parliament of the Government's affairs.

Question put and passed.

MOTION - SELECT COMMITTEE

Appointment - Reproductive Technology Working Parry Report
DR WATSON (Canning) [2.54 pm]: I move -

That a Select Committee be appointed to consider the report to the Minister for Health
from the Reproductive Technology Working Party in order to -

(1) form a view on the desirability or otherwise of each of the specific
legislative recomnmendations made in relation to reproductive
technology and surrogacy;

(2) make alternative legislative recommendations, which may either
diminish or expand the scope of the original report in areas where the
Select Committee has a view which differs from that embodied in the
original report; and

(3) make its own report to the Parliament.

Debase adjourned, on motion by Mr MacKinnon (Leader of the Opposition).

PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT BILL

Cognate Debate
on motion by M~r Peter Dowding (Treasurer), resolved -
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That leave be granted for the Bill to be debated concurrently with the Pay-roll Tax
Assessment Amendment Bill and the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill
(No 2).

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 15 September.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [2.56 pm]): The Opposition does
not oppose any of these measures. The first two Bills relate to concessions provided by the
Government in the Budget, and the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill (No 2) tidies
up the administration of the Act. In relation to the last Bill, we have consulted various people
in the business community, and by and large they are supportive of the legislation. Our
examination of the legislation indicates that it is worthy of support.

In addressing the question of payroll tax the Opposition wants to put on record its criticism of
the Government's merciless imposition of this tax, and others, upon the taxpayers of this
State. The relief provided by this Government is overdue, and minimal. Any fair and
equitable examination of payroll tax in this State leads to but one conclusion, and that is that
this Government is responsible for a massive blowout in taxation, and particularly in payroll
tax, since it has come to office. At the outset let me put to bed the allegation that this is due
to the increased level of economic activity. It is not; it is because of the increase in rates.
The top level of payroll tax in particular has increased under this Government. and it is still in
place. The lower rates have come down marginally, but the top rate is the rate which has the
greatest impact, and as a consequence it has an enormous revenue gathering effect for the
Government. In 1982-83 payroll tax revenue for the State was $254 million.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is where your argument becomes so fallacious. You keep talking in
terms of gross receipts.

Mr MacKINNON: Let me develop the argument, because whatever measure is used, the
rates have increased significantly. Firstly, the rates have increased - the Treasurer cannot
deny that - and the revenue gain is significant. Payroll tax revenue was $254 million in 1982-
83, and in 1988-89, the figure is expected to be $438 million. That is an increase of
$184 million, or 72 per cent over that period. That represents an increase of 12 per cent per
annum on an annual basis, which is double the rate of inflation.

Mr Peter Dowding: What about the increase in employment in this State?

Mr MacKINNON: It has not been double the rate of inflation.

Mr Peter Dowding: It has been 140 000.

Mr MacKINNON: Let us use the figure per head of population. It has gone from $188 in
1982-83 to $292 per head today. That accounts for the increase in population. The increase
has been far greater - in fact, double the rate of inflation. That is the rate per head on an
increasing population. All those comments of the Treasurer are accurate, and still the rate of
increase is double the rate of inflation, and greater by far than the rate per head in either
South Australia or Queensland. A few manufacturers in this State, some of them well known
to members, are considering shifting their manufacturing facility to Queensland because of
the level of payroll tax in this State.

They are the facts, and that is what has happened in this State. It is significantly better
elsewhere and it is time this Government gave the priority to payroll tax it deserves. I
indicated previously that when we become the Government payroll tax will be a priority area
for concern in our taxation agenda. This Government has increased the payroll tax rate over
and above other areas of increase. There have been savage increases in taxes on cigarettes
and liquor, as well as fuel taxes and stamp duty. In some cases the rates have more than
doubled - that is, the rates, not the turnover and not the level of economic activity. All of the
arguments put forward by the Government do not hold water. Revenue is increasing. In fact,
in the last five years there has been an overall increase of 125 per cent - chat is, 25 per cent a
year - which is a massive blow out in tax - and that is having an impact on every family in
Western Australia.

The worst part is that the people of this State have been looking for some relief. This year the
Treasurer promised relief. In a series of television advertisements he said that taxes and
charges would not increase this year, and that they would not go up at all. I am very pleased
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that the Treasurer did that, because the people who are currently having their Homeswesr
charges increased, their licence fees increased, and so on, are ringing me up and asking,
"Didn't the Treasurer say on television that the rates were not going to increase?" I reply,
"Yes, he did; I saw it on television." These people then ask me, "Can't we trust our
Treasurer?', and I am happy to reply, "No." Fancy the Treasurer of this Stare paying for
advertisements on television in order to say that taxes and charges will not go up, yet those
charges actually do go up. As I have said before, in respect of the Government's television
advertisements, if the Treasurer wants to run more advertisements about taxes and charges
not going up. he should make a decent approach to us and we will pay for them because the
best form of advertising the Liberal Party can have is for the Treasurer to go on television
trying to be credible. People were promised relief-, the Treasurer said there would be no
increases, and people thought, 'Maybe we can trust him and take him at his word." They
then thought that they might get some relief next year. What has happened since? The
Teachers Credit Society loss has still not been funded; we must still fund the rest of that. In
addition, we have had the Rothwells fiasco, which has come rumbling down Mround the ears
of the Government. Next year every family will have to pay $250 to fund the Teachers
Credit Society loss; it will also have to fund interest on the petrochemical project; and on top
of that, probably $100 million or more will have to be paid for the Rothwells fiasco. Every
family in this State is looking down the barrel of paying $400 next year for those things.

Mr Peter Dowding: Nonsense.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer can say that this is nonsense but I challenge him to tell us
in this debate where the balance of the loss of the Teachers Credit Society will be funded
from; where the petrochemical project interest will be paid on that loan; and where -

Mr Peter Dowding: In a similar way to that in which a certain pipeline was funded, which
you will no doubt remember rather vividly.
Mr MacKINNON: How was that?

Mr Peter Dowding: I thought you knew. I thought you were a Minister. It was funded
internally.

Mr MacKINNON: Is the Treasurer saying that SEC energy consumers had to pay for it?

Mir Peter Dowding: No. It had its own debt profile, as you well recall.

Mr MacKIN"NON: We have a very good pipeline which has served this State well. We spent
that $7.5 million and we actually got a pipeline. This Government spent and contributed to a
$400 million payment, and if members want to know what we have for that money, they
should walk out the door and look up. Then they will see what we have - blue sky. That is
what this Government has given the people of Western Australia. It has not given them a
pipeline or a petrochemical plant; it has given them blue sky and nothing else. The block of
land has not even been purchased. Next year every family in Western Australia will be
committed to paying $400 in extra taxes because of the total incompetence of this
Government.

Mr Hodge: Give us your cheque now, if you reckon you are going to pay up.

Mr MacKINNON: We will get that interjection out of Mansard and deliver copies of it to
every single elector in the electorate of the Minister for Conservation and Land Management.
We will tell them, "This is what your member wants you to do now - pay up front in advance
and give us your $400. Yours sincerely, Doug Shave." I think that is a very good idea
indeed. The Minister said - "Pay up now." Although the Government will not say that before
the election, after the election the taxpayers of this State will be served, if this Governiment is
returned, with a great big bill. They will not receive any relief but rather a hefty imposition
because of the two monumental fiascos - the Teachers Credit Society and Rothwells. The
petrochemical plant is in reality part of the Rothwefls rescue affair. The legacy of this
Government will be $400 taken from every famnily in this State. It is little wonder that the
people we speak to in the community, the people whose doors I knock on, feel that this
Government has lost touch.

On Saturday night a young man of about 30 approached me at a function and said, "I have
never voted Liberal in all my life, but you have my vote next time because this lot have
completely lost touch." It is interesting that in a letter to me a public servant wrote that he
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had been a member of the Public Service for 3 1 years and had always voted Labor, but would
not do so again. Interestingly enough the man who spoke to me on Saturday night was a
public servant too. Public servants know better than most what is going on within the
Government.

The Opposition will not oppose this measure. The tax relief is welcome;, it is overdue but
insufficient. The administrative measures under the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment
B ill (No 2) from my own observations will improve the Ad, and it therefore has my support.
However, payroll tax relief, just like the Government's commitment in respect of
accountability, is far too little, far too late.-

MR WIESE (Nai-rogin) (3.09 pm): In discussing the three Bills before the House I reiterate
the remarks I have previously made concerning payroll tax. I have comnmented previously on
the fact that the Treasurer claimned to be giving business people in Western Australia
substantial help and assistance by the measures introduced through these Bilns. I have
claimned before and I will claim again that quite firankly that is not being honest. The figures
prove the complete opposite of what the Treasurer has been claiming. Let us go through his
claims. The Treasurer initially claimed that these amendments to the Pay-roll Tax Act would
result in savings to business of $4.5 million. What was mentioned in only the smallest of
print was that in the financial year we are now talking about there will be a saving of
$1.9 million to the taxpayers of Western Australia - not $4.5 million

I want to reiterate some of the points I made during the Budget debate to show the House
once again exactly what is the real situation. It is that in 1986-87 this Government budgeted
to raise $306 million in payroll tax and in actual fact raised $325 million. In 1987-88 the
Government budgeted to raise $365 million and in fact raised $377 million, a rise of
$71 million on the previous year's Budget figures, and a very substantial rise in payroll tax.
No matter what the Treasurer says, there is no way he can claim to be giving business relief
from payroll tax while, at the same time, ripping an extra $71 million off those samne business
people. In this year, 1988-89, the Treasurer has budgeted to raise $438 million in payroll tax.
That is an increase of $73 million over last year's budget figure, and an increase of
$61 million over what was actually raised. By raising the threshold, the Government is
taking $61 million more from the businesses of Western Australia than it took last year.

I do not believe the myth the Government is putting around, that it is aiding business with its
payroll tax legislation, can be perpetuated. The Government is ripping off business as hard as
it possibly can to the extent of an extra $61 million this year. The figures I have given for the
last two years show the picture of what this Government is doing to small business, and
business in general, in Western Australia with its payroll tax legislation. The Government is
taking $132 million more this year from business than it did two years ago. There is no way
in the wide world that that can be claimed to be assisting business in Western Australia.

I wish to mention a couple of other things. This is the first time, as far as I am aware, since
payroll tax legislation was introduced into this Parliament, that a Minister, in his second
reading speech, has mentioned a weekly amount at which payroll tax will phase in and the
employer will become liable to register for payroll tax purposes. The figure mentioned was
$5 670. 1 want to sincerely congratulate the Treasurer for mentioning that weekly figure for
the first time, because it is very important for people in the real business world to know with
what we are dealing. Since 1971 there has never been mention of that weekly figure in any
second reading speech or material which has gone out to employers. Many employers have
never been aware of the fact that there was a weekly figure above which they have to register
for payroll tax purposes. The annual figure is the only figure which has been mentioned in
all that time, yet an employer was required to submit a return and register for payroll tax
purposes if his weekly wage bill ever went above the weekly amount that was variously
mentioned in the schedules attached to the payroll tax Acts.

That had a disastrous effect on many employers throughout the country because they were
completely unaware of the fact that they had to register for payroll tax purposes. Because of
that, they did not register. Now, five, six, seven or more years later, the State Taxation
Commissioner has reviewed the payroll tax returns, ascertained that an employer should have
registered for payroll tax purposes all those years ago, and has applied a payroll tax to that
employer. This has happened despite the fact that the employer had no liability, because of
section 11I(d), had he registered for payroll tax purposes. Because he did not regiter, and
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because of an anomaly that I pointed out in this House last year, the Stare Taxation
Commissioner has been able to force those people to pay very large amounts of payroll tax. I
have brought a couple of such instances before the House. One instance involved something
over $8 000, and the other more than $11 000. The comtmissioner himself has told me that
many other employers have been caught in exactly the same way. This brings me to the last
of the three Bills with which we are dealing, the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill
(No 2), which endeavotus, for the first time, to deal with this problem.

Once again I commend the Treasurer and the Minister for Budget Management, with whom I
have had long correspondence about this matter, for agreeing with my proposition that there
is an anomaly here which creates a gross injustice for many employers. The Government has
now introduced into this House the third of these Bills which addresses and corrects this
anomaly so that these problems will not happen again.

Having praised the Treasurer for his actions, on behalf of those employers who would have
been caught up in the problem if this legislation had not been presented to the Parliament, I
advise him that irrespective of this legislation a problem will still exist. I refer to those
people who have, over the last three or four years, been assessed by the State Taxation
Commissioner as having a liability and who have actually had to pay payroll tax - I am not
aware how much money is involved, but the commidssioner would be able to provide the
figures. I put it to the House that the people involved have been forced to pay tax for which
they did not have a liability except for the fact that an anomaly existed in section 11 (d) of the
Act.

On the last three or four times in which a Bill has been introduced into the Parliament to
amend the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act specific examples were given to show why the
people involved should not have to pay payroll tax. Despite that, and despite the fact that the
commissioner freely acknowledges that the people concerned were charged payroll tax
because of the existence of this anomaly in the Act, the people involved had to pay the tax. I
do not believe they should have done that and the Treasurer should rake steps to make sure
that those persons are reimbursed. Payroll tax was levied against those people contrary to the
often expressed will of this Parliament when previous payroll tax Bills were dealt with in the
House. The Treasurer and the Government have an obligation to address the problem and to
right what I believe is a very severe wrong done to those people who have had to pay payroll
tax because of the anomaly in the Act.

I strongly dislike the concept of payroll tax and I am strongly opposed to the enormous
disincentive to the employer, especially the small businessman, who expands his operations
and employs more people. As a result he is lumbered with a payroll tax bill when his wage
bill goes above the weekly or annual wage figure. An anomalous situation is created in the
case of a small employer'who goes above the weekly or annual wage figure because he is put
at a disadvantage to the tune of 3.75 per cent of his wage bill in comparison with the
employer who remains below that wage bill figure. It is a disincentive to employment and it
is a disincentive to those people who expand their operations and who want to employ more
people. In fact, it really is a punishment if they go ahead and expand their operations.

I again entreat the Treasurer to deal with the problems that will remain once the Pay-roll Tax
Assessment Amendment Bill (No 2) is passed and I commend him for addressing the
problems I brought to the notice of Parliament last year.

M4R PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Treasurer) [3.25 pm]: On a matter as important as
this - it is a key economic issue - it is not surprising, but it is disappointing that the Leader of
the Opposition gives little guidance to the community as to what the Liberal Parry means by
its policies in relation to payroll tax. Some concemn has been raised by the speaker from the
National Parry who, like all of us, sees some downside to payroll tax, but he had absolutely
nothing positive to say about what he will replace it with. Let us have it from the Opposition.
When the Opposition was in power from 1979 to 1983 payroll tax increased to 2.7 per cent of
labour costs and under our Govemmuent it has fallen to less than two per cent. Under the last
Liberal Government payroll tax increased as a proportion of gross State product and it also
increased in real terms. Since this Government took office the reverse has occurred. From
1979 to 1983 the real level of payroll tax increased by 5.5 per cent per capita and in the
period we have been in office it has decreased by 9.8 per cent per capita. Similarly, as a
proportion of gross State product, payroll tax increased under the Liberal
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Government by 1.7 per cent, and under the Labor Government it has decreased by almost
13 per cent.

Although I would caution anyone to assume too much from statistics, it is nevertheless the
case that on any measure at all the incidence and the burden of payroll tax has been
substantially reduced in Western Australia under a Labor Government compared wit the
performance of the Leader of the Opposition dining the period he was a Minister. In addition
to that, the level of support for small business has been very dramatically increased. In other
words, the number of small businesses that are no longer required to pay payroll tax has
increased dramatically. I must say that t Opposition does not have a great level of
credibility on that issue and nothing with which the Leader of the Opposition tries to fudge it
will give any security to the thought that the Opposition has any positive plans which would
make a significant difference to the economic community.

More importantly, I remind the House that when Mr Greiner won office on a similar son of
platform of reducing taxes he actually ramped them through die sky when he took office. In
the very unlikely event that this Opposition, racked with internal divisions and jealousies,
should ever get into power the community of Western Australia can be sure they will hear
this message: "Oh dear, we have been left with all these terrible debts so we have to ramp
taxes and charges.' Members know what happened in New South Wales: The first test of
the Greiner Government in a by-election, only weeks after he assumed office, resulted in a
12.5 per cent swing against the Liberals. I aim quite sure that even in the honeymoon period
of the present New South Wales' Government which promised all sons of things the
community became so quickly disillusioned as to cause a 12.5 per cent swing against the
Governiment.

These payroll tax amendments create a major advantage for small business. Some measures
in these Bills will be of assistance to the community and they indicate this Government's
continued endeavours, notwithstanding all the other matters that might cause it difficulties, to
work for the ordinary people of Western Australia and to achieve some equity. I commend
the Bills to the House.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee and Report
Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

PAY ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Order of the Day read for the resumption of debate from 15 September.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee and Report
Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported without amnendnment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.
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PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)
Second Reading

Order of the Day read for the resumption of debate from 13 October.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr Alexander) in the Chair; Mr Peter Dowding
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section Ie amended -

Mr WIESE: The problem I raise relates to the use of the word "may" in the phrase "the
Commissioner may". I believe the word "shall" is more appropriate because there should be
absolutely no latitude for the commnissioner to argue about whether or not refunds or rebates
should be made to any employer to whom they are due. The employer must be repaid any
amount that has been overpaid in payroll tax and there should be no argument about it. I ask
the Treasurer to clarify why that word is used in preference to the word "shall". From my
understanding of legisl at ion, it is important that the wording be absolutely correct.
Mr PETER DOWDING: It has been drafted in order to ensure that the power is granted to do
something, but it does not create an absolute obligation which might rise whether or not it is
formally drawn to the attention of the Commissioner of Taxation. I think chat is the reason
for the drafting. I would not be prepared to accept any change to the wording, burlI will draw
this matter to the attention of the Minister for Budget Management and he can consider it in
another context. It is quite wrong in the event of this type of fortuitous circumstance to place
an absolute obligation when it may not come to the attention of the commissioner. If it
comes to the attention of the cormmissiloner, even without the employer being aware of it, the
commissioner has the capacity to refund the money. If the employer raises it with him, of
course, it would be refunded.

Mr Lewis: Would it?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes. The point is that this amendment creates the option for the
commissioner to process a refund or rebate should the employer fail to make an application
or the circumstances do not warrant that requirement. I will refer it to the Minister for further
consideration.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4: Section IID amended -

Mr WIESE: [ again draw the attention of the Committee to the word "may". I understood
from the Treasurer's second reading speech that we were trying to make things easier not just
for the employers, but also for the State Taxation Department. I am sure that in the
Treasurer's second reading speech he referred to the extra work which the commissioner is
required to handle. If the provision in this clause were carried out as a matter of course - as I
believe it should be - it would relieve the commissioner and the State Taxation Department of
the necessity to process all those extra applications. If the word "shall" were inserted the
money could be repaid to the employer and the obligation would rest with the commissioner.
[ do not like the use of the word "may"; it does not create a just situation.

I commend the Treasurer on introducing this amendment to the Act, which will certainly
correct the situation to which I referred in the second reading debate. The Treasurer did not
mention in his second reading reply the people who have been assessed and charged payroll
tax because of the anomaly which is now being rectified. Payroll taxes were amended in the
period from 1980 onwards, and the Parliament spelt out on at least three or four occasions the
fact that it was passing the legislation in the form that it did to ensure that seasonal
employers - who have a large wage bill in the first half of the year, and a small wage bill in
the second half of the year - were not disadvantaged by the provision in the Act. However,
an anomaly existed whereby it was not possible to go back for mare than for 12 months to
make the necessary adjustments, so these people had to pay large amounts of payroll tax. I
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do not believe the commissioner should have used the anomaly in the Act in that way. I
brought to the attention of the commissioner the fact that Parliament had specifically and
definitely tried to prevent what the commissioner was doing from happening. I do not
believe that the commissioner, having been made aware of the situation, should have
persisted in finding people who were caught up because of this anomaly, and imposing on
them large payroU tax assessments, which they were obliged to pay. The only meason they
had to pay was because of the anomaly that existed in section 11D, which we are now
seeking to correct. It is incumbent upon the Treasurer and the commissioner to take notice of
the will of Parliament at that time, and to refund to those people the money they had to pay in
payroll tax.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member asked why this clause provides "may" rather than
"shall". The answer is that we cannot impose a mandatory requirement on the commissioner
when the circumstances giving rise to the repayment may not have been drawn to his
attention. The next clause provides that where it is drawn to his attention, there is a
mandatory requirement for rebate. However, that does not apply where it is not drawn to his
attention. So we have to rely on the fact that if the system throws up that there has been a
mistake and an overpayment, the commission has the power to make repayments. However,
if the system does not throw it up and the employer does not request it, there is no mandatory
obligation. If there were, the commissioner would have to treble and quadruple the payment
of cheques on a system.

The second point raised by the member is not within the scope of this legislation. I will refer
that point to the Minister for Budget Management, for his consideration, but that would
require a new set of legislation.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 5 to 7 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.
Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

LAND TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 25 October.

MR MENSAROS (Rloreat) f 3.47 pm]; It always intrigues me - and indeed it is sometimes
with a bit of an abhorrent thought - when I think of the provisions of land tax, consequently I
have seldom missed the opportunity of making comments whenever a Bill comes into this
Chamber to amend the land tax legislation. This Bill gives very small relief, not so much in
land tax but in the timing of the payment of that tax. I do not think one has to be a cynic to
recognise that revaluations in the metropolitan area usually occur every third year. That has
been the case for a long rime. It is perhaps a coincidence that revaluations have always taken
place in an election year - in other words, after an election has been held - so that the
Government of the day is not concerned about the consequent increases in land tax.

During the time of the Liberal Government, we introduced a provision whereby the increased
land tax which occurred because of revaluation could be paid in three consecutive years, so
only one third of the revaluation would be taken into consideration in a year. This B ill
provides that land tax can be paid in four instalmnents instead of three, so the increased value
would be phased in in 25 per cent stages over a period of four years. We do not quarrel wit
that provision, but because the Bill amends the Land Tax Assessment Act as a whole and not
a particular section of it, I think that according to custom and Standing Orders I am entitled to
talk about the whole Act.

The Government said it was worried about introducing this provision and it was willing to
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counter an unreasonable increase in land tax. That is fair enough, but if I were the
Government I would be more concerned about the unreasonable increase in land tax than the
tax burden. This is what should have been pointed out, because that is the real worry.
Inflation and land value increases which axe based or not based on inflation are a serious
threat to the society, including first borne buyers and anyone else who wants to change his
accommodation or to purchase property not for owner occupied purposes.
Another interesting point in the Treasurer's second reading speech is that he says, "As long as
property remains the most appropriate basis for the application of land tax, it is proper that it
be uplifted on a regular basis." I maintain that property valuation is not the main basis for the
application of land tax. I have advocated for a long time that if we have to pay land tax,
property valuations should be the basis, but they are not. The basis of land tax is the
aggregate value of property owned by one person. In other words, the Attorney General pays
for the same property an entirely different land tax from what I do if I purchase it from him,
because he has more rental properties and a higher aggregate value of properties for land tax.
The basis of land tax is therefore the aggregate of individual properties under individual
ownership, and land tax is not so much a land tax as an individual tax.

Let us examine again, as I have done in the past - I do not think it has sunk in very much - the
reason land tax was created. Not many people know that land tax was created mainly not as a
revenue source but because not sufficient residential blocks were available within the then
small metropolitan area because people warned larger holdings for agricultural purposes, or
for no purpose at all. They sat on these larger pieces of land, and if we go back in time - I
cannot recall exactly when land tax was introduced, but many decades ago - we will find that
unless an incentive was offered to people who held land to subdivide it so that an increasing
population could be accommodated, that would not happen. As a result the Government of
the day introduced a land tax with this sole purpose. If we look up the Hansard of the day,
which I did some time ago, we will find that an undertaking was given that once this measure
achieved its purpose and resulted in more individual blocks and subdivided properties
coming onto the market, the land tax might be withdrawn.

We know the make-up of the undertakings of any Government regarding the withdrawal of
any tax, but I draw the attention of the House to the real reason why land tax was introduced.
During the history of land ta there was one serious amelioration which happened during the
period of the Brand Government when the Government decided that owner occupiers should
not be subject to land tax. That was a very serious fiscal sacrifice from the Government's
point of view. Involved statistics are not required to make one realise that a very large
proportion of property owners are owner occupiers. That is the Australian dream; that is
what we all want to maintain and if possible improve.

For non occupiers, the tax was maintained as before. In fact the tax was tied to the owner and
not to the property, therefore my contention is that the name itself is misleading because it is
not the land but the person who owns it who is taxed according to the volume of land he
owns, unlike shire rates and water rates, which are directly bound to the land, therefore
whatever change of ownership occurs the same rates apply, provided there is no revaluation.
I think you, Mr Deputy Speaker, will agree with me that if you and F own shares, we are
taxed on the shares, not as a wealth tax, which land tax virtually is, and not on the volume
which we individually own. The same applies to a bank account, debentures, or any other
asset. Only with land tax has one a wealth tax, even if it is not profit making, or even if the
block is empty or does not bring in any profit on its unimproved value, removing it firom the
assets of the person who happens to own the land. From that point of view it is a very
socialistic tax because it is maintained to try to "distribute' or "redistribute' wealth, which is
a favourite saying of every true socialist.

As I have indicated, I would like to move a series of amendments resulting in the fact that if
we do not go over to taxing the land itself but keep taxing the owner, at least when the
property changes hands a proper adjustment can be made in connection with the change of
ownership, as is done with the water and shire rates which burden the property itself. If one
person sells his land to another person during the year, in view of the provisions of section 14
of the Land Tax Assessment Act, which simply says that, "Land tax shall be charged on land
owned at midnight on 30 June immediately preceding the year of assessment for which the
tax is levied," land tax is charged for the full financial year. If the property is sold, even a
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month later, and it is sold to a person who is not eligible to pay land tax because he is an
owner occupier, that land tax remains in the coffers of the Treasury and the person who has
sold the property is not entitled to a refund.

It may be argued that, if the very same circumstances apply, both the vendor and the
purchaser are obliged to pay land tax but they can make a private arrangement in adjustment
when the transaction comes to settlement. Indeed, the Treasurer privately argued with me
about that. But even that is very seldom so, because how could we find two people, a vendor
and a purchaser, being eligible for the same scale of tax? One might have more properties
than the other, so one would pay 2.25 per cent and the other mnight pay four per cent or
whatever. Immediately we are in trouble. If the vendor is the one paying a higher rate
because of the productivity, and the land tax is paid by the individual and assessed according
to the individual's land, he will be worse off and the purchaser will say, "Why should'I pay
the adjusted rate? I am only obliged to pay less."

That is what I want to do. I apologise to the Treasurer for being so late, but that is inevitable
because we have a very nice person as the private members' draftslady, drafts-housewife,
draflswoman, or whatever one wants to call her, who has to look after an infant child. Of
course, she cannot be available to the Opposition all the time and we have to be happy to get
her services whenever it suits her. I quite agree with her that looking after an infant child
should be her first obligation, and not drafting private members' Bills. That is just by the
way, and I only mention it to explain why I was not able to give the amendment to the
Treasurer somewhat earlier.

There are provisions in the Land Tax Assessment Act under sections 17 and 18 which could
possibly be interpreted in a way which would achieve what I want, but expert draftsmen say
that this is really not so. It is quite interesting that in cases where there is either a partnership
or another type of sale of property, some sort of limited eligibility is devised by the Act. For
instance, section 17 provides -

17. Where any agreement has been made for the sale of land, whether before or after
the coming into operation of this Act, the purchaser shall be deemed to be the owner
of the land for the purposes of this Act so soon as he has obtained possession of the
land so purchased, whether the agreement has been completed by transfer or
conveyance or not.

In other words, that looks after the purchaser who bought some land; and the vendor himself
perhaps did not pay tax. The purchaser is only liable for the period he owned the land. At
least, that would be my interpretation; but I had a number of individual cases where
constituents came to me and I had to agree with them that the provisions are inequitable
inasmuch as, because they had had the property for only a month or sometimes an even
shorter time and had paid the land tax because they were the owners on 30 June, they were
not able to get a refund. If the purchaser happened to be someone who did not have to pay
land tax, of course there was no remedy for the vendor and he had to pay land tax. for the full
12 months instead of the lesser amount for one month.

I bring to the Treasurer's attention another matter on which I did not put in an amendment,
again because of lack of access to the private members' draftsman. In the schedule to the
Land Tax Assessment Act there are a number of exemptions. As we all know, hospitals are
exempted, although there is a very funny provision in that Government and religious
hospitals are exempted but the Mount Hospital, for instance, is not. I wonder why. I do not
think that stands to reason. The Mount Hospital gives just as good a service as St John of
God Hospital or any other religious hospital; but that is by the way - I have not been
approached by the Mount Hospital or any other private hospital to query this. Religious
bodies are exempted. The University of Western Australia is exempted, and subsequently, as
the legislation for other tertiary institutions has been enacted they have been exempted from
land tax unless they use the property for business or profit making purposes. College hostels
and public charities are exempt, but there is no clear cut exemption for non profit making
organisations. That includes many buildings which have historical value, where the owner-
occupier is a non profit making organisation such as a club. Usually the building has to go
because they are unable to afford the land tax. I do not know how many members,
particularly those from the country, will remember the WA Club, but that is a very good
example. It was in a beautiful building on St George's Terrace, but even at that tine it was
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not able to cope with the land tax. We did a land swap and built a new, modem building on
The Esplanade, and after that to all intents and purposes it ceased to be a club. It is a public
convenience - it is a very nice convenience but it is not a private club any more.

The same thing happened to the Weld Club to some extent, because it had to make an
arrangement with a developer to build a high rise building on half of the site. Even if people
are opposed to the institution of the Weld Club - which is really a men's refuge, anid there are
many womnen's refuges - they must admit it is a beautiful, historical building both inside and
out. It is a shame that even part of it had to be demolished just because of the land tax, which
was prohibitive. Contrary to many assumptions the members of the Weld Club were not born
with silver spoons in their mouths. They are simple farmers and professional people - they
are honest business people, not fly by night tycoons but people who have been there
sometimes for generations. They just do not grow money on trees and they could not have
afforded what would have been probably a $5 000 increase in the annual membership
subscription because of the crippling land tax.

That is another thought I would like to leave with the Treasurer. Even if there is not a blanket
exemption, some consideration should be given for a discretionary power of the Treasurer, or
the Commissioner of State Taxation, in certain cases, particularly when a historical building
is involved, to be able to reduce drastically - at least by half - the applicable land tax so that
the building and perhaps even the activity in the building can be maintained.

The Opposition supports the Bill.

MR LEWIS (East Melville) [4.08 pm]: My comments on this Bill relate to some
experiences I have had with regard to constituents contacting my office. For the benefit of
the Parliament, it is important for me to explain how land tax is discriminatory in the
extreme. In one case a constituent owned a property and intended as at I July 1987 to
demolish the home and rebuild on the same property. On that basis he took up residence for
a few days so that he would be exempt under the provisions of the Act. When he was
assessed he said to the commissioner that he was in residence. The commissioner queried
that, and because the man was only there a couple of days and the house was subsequently
demolished, an assessment was made. When the man moved into the new home, the land tax
had been paid: a rebate was not forthcoming notwithstanding the fact that the home being
taxed was his place of abode. He was renting while building on the existing property. This is
an anomaly which needs to be considered.

Another anomaly is where two brothers owned a duplex pair as tenants in common in
Kardinya. They were in business together and had taken out several loans, setting the
mortgages against their properties. The duplex was the place of abode so they were exempt
from land tax. One brother married, bought another property, and moved out. Bearing in
mind that the men were in business together, the remaining brother bought half of the new
property. So one brother lived in each property, and each brother owned half of each
property. The married brother paid half the land tax as he was half owner. However, he was
charged full land tax on the duplex which was his former place of residence.

The rigidity of the system does not allow the comm-issioner any discretion in such a case.
The Government should consider the impact of land tax because, as the member for Floreat
stated, it has virtually become a personal tax as it is progressive. Rather than phasing in this
tax, would it not have been better if the scales had been rationalised and the thresholds lifted?
The Government had the opportunity to do this. It can be said that if thresholds are indexed,
revenue is lost; whereas with a phasing in period over four years the loss is not as great. I
suggest that by not moving the thresholds according to CPI increases, over time the rate in
the dollar will creep up with the value of land. This creates an imbalance bearing in mind the
progressive nature of land tax. It is incumbent upon the Government in all tax measures
including thresholds to lift thresholds rather than introducing a phase in situation.

Land tax impacts against the development of land. During my time in the surveying
profession, an instruction in force was that we should not lodge a subdivision at the Town
Planning Board just prior to 30 June, as the lots would immediately become liable for land
tax. Developers would hold off the bringing on of subdivisions up to two to three months
and land would be brought onto the market after 30 June to avoid the land tax. That
reinforces the argument which the member for Floreat made regarding a concessional rebate
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being introduced to cover the sale of properties say on 3 July. In such a sale fulfl payment of
the land tax would be fundamentally unfair. A constituent of mine sold a property on 3 July
technically, because through no fault of his own the settlement was held up. He paid the full
land tax on the properly for the ensuing 12 months, without recourse to the vendor for an
adjustment of the tax.
The Government should consider the anomalies that exist within land tax legilation and
review the thresholds and progressive scales which impact unfairly when aligned to the CPI.
It can be said that if land values increase people should pay more tax, but the thresholds are
progressive so rather than the parity being maintained, with the property increasing in value,
the land tax may double as another threshold is entered.

This legislation represents an immediate reaction by the Government due to the large
increases in capital value within the central business district. Strong lobbying for
Government action has taken place because some increases are prohibitive to small business.
Rather than the Government bringing in a quick draw amendment, it should have taken an
overall view of the land tax system and its impact on small business, including a review of
the current scales.

When we are in Government next year we will consider the various taxing forms and the way
they impact on small business. The taxes are unjust, inequitable, and discriminatory in
certain circumstances. If ever a sector of the community needs relief, it is the small business
community. In the past, everyone paid land tax; but these days this tax is virtually only
applied to the business community. We should realise that only so much can be squeezed out
of that community. The Government should review land tax to ease the situation because
small business'people do not have the ability to meet the imposts which Governments of all
political persuasions have passed on over the years.

The Government is reacting to the pressures from the Terrace, created by the paper land
deals of this Government - such as those on the Perth Technical College site and the David
Jones site. The business community has suffered due to those paper-shuffling deals and has
reacted by placing pressure on the Government. In an attempt to meet that pressure, the
Government has thrown out a palliative to keep the dogs at bay in the short teenn. Frankly,
the whole Act needs amending to eliminate the anomalies and inequities.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Treasurer) 14.20 pm]: In the unlikely event that the
Opposition gets into Government in four years' time, some of the words uttered by the
member for East Melville will live to haunt him. If the member has suggestions about how
he would overcome problems with the basic principles of land tax, he does not need to win an
election to tell people about those suggestions. It sounded an awful lot to me like he was
saying that everyone should pay land tax. I heard quite distinctly his comments about
inequity and how it was faling on one group of people in the conmmunity, to pay these taxes
and that the solution was for the whole community, for every domestic house owner in
Western Australia, to pay land ta under a Liberal Government. That clearly emerged from
the Opposition's comments and it is the only fair conclusion to draw.

Mr Lewis: You can't lie straight in bed.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Incidentally, talking about land deals, [ did not hear the member for
East Melville congratulate the State Government Insurance Commission for selling the
Parmelia Hotel and the three Terrace buildings for $75 million, a profit on the figures of
acquisition of about $25 million.

Mr Lewis: Okay!

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Opposition cannot even give credit where it is due.

Mr MacKinnon: You lost $88.8 million last week.

Mr PETER DOWDINJG: We did not lose $88.8 million. God help the commiunity if the
Leader of the Opposition were ever placed to be the Treasurer of this State. He cannot tell
the difference between a loss and a claim. Quite frankly, there is no credence to the
proposition that the SGIC has done other than make a considerable amount of money, not
only in St George's Terrace. The SGIC now owns a very interesting property, the Forrest
Centre, which is probably one of the best buildings on St George's Terrace. The Opposition
can eat its heart out, but the SOIC has done extremely well for the community by making
those sorts of profits.
AM71-9
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Mr Lewis: Mre you now supporting WA Inc when you got rid of it yesterday?
Mr PETER DOWDING: The interjector has suggested that, under a Liberal Governiment, the
SGIC will not be allowed to buy city property. Is that what he has suggested?

Mr Lewis: No, you are supporting WA Inc.

Mr PETER DOWDING: That is okay, as long as the member is not suggesting that the City
of Perth is not a safe place for the SGIC to acquire properties. If that is what he is suggesting
I do not think I would pursue the matter any further if I were him.

The member for Floreat's proposition is a novel one. I understand from talking to the
Minister for Budget Management that it does not exist in other States. However, on the face
of it, it has some appeal. But it is inevitable in taxation measures that if one jumps in and
adopts an apparently comfortable and perhaps simple approach, one is likely to create another
anomaly and perhaps burt someone else. Therefore, the Minister for Budget Management
said that, while the Government will look at the proposition carefully, on the face of it, it is
likely to create other anomalies, particularly as it is apparently not limited to any particular
type of land. It may well create administrative burdens that would far outweigh the sorts of
benefits that would be returned to individuals in the community. There are anomalies in the
land tax system.

Mr Lewis: I am glad you admit that.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I remind the young active Opposition member for East Melville
who apparently has forgotten it, that the Bill we are dealing with has been in place since 1976
and therefore the view on it is a partisan view.
Anomalies are created by a system which takes a particular date as its due date for
assessment, but the anomalies created by the alternatives are perhaps even greater.
Mr Lewis: It works in rates and taxes.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Of course it does, but it does not work for land tax.
Mr Lewis: Why?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Because everybody has experienced over the last 12, 15, or 20
years difficulties in trying to define a system that takes account of a valuation on a particular
date as being the date not only for the payment but the date of the liability.
The view expressed by the member for Floreat will be considered. It is not accepted by the
Governiment because it would require a great deal of study. As we have only just received it,
that would not be possible during the passage of this Bill which is directed at giving people
an advantage.
Again, the member for East Melville did not give credit where it is due. The inevitable result
of increasing land value in every State of Australia is due not only to the availability of land,
but in Western Australia's case, it is also due in part to the fact that there has been a huge
influx of people into this community wanting to invest in Western Australia because it is a
good place to invest. The member for East Melville knows that a large number of Asians
believe Western Australia is a secure and good place for their investments and major
investment houses in the Eastern States are putting their money into Western Australia and,
in particular, into the Terrace. There will be some very interesting announcements over the
next few days about that. All of that indicates a great level of confidence in the economy and
activities in Western Australia.
[ thank the Opposition for its support of the measure because it will give some amelioration
to people who are endeavouring to deal with the results of such a successful economy in this
State.
Question put and passed.

Bil read a second time.
Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr Alexander) in the Chair; Mr Peter Dowding
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses I toJ4 put and passed.
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New clauses 5 to 9 -
Mr MENSAROS: I listened carefully to what the Treasurer had to say, and I appreciate that
he at least consulted the Minister for Budget Management, who is more or less in charge of
taxation measures. I also understand and would not argue with the assertion that amending
certain provisions, particularly taxation provisions, might create other difficulties. Equally,
the Treasurer should understand, as I do, that if one is in Government one has much more
opportunity to examine the possible difficulties thoroughly and evaluate any proposal than if
one is in Opposition, when that task becomes almost impossible.

[Leave granted for speech to be continued at a later stage of the sitting.)

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Peter Dowding (Treasurer).
[Continued on p 4764.]

GRIEVANCE - ROTH WELLS LTD
Collapse - Preferentfial Treatment

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc) [4.34 pm]: My grievance is directed to the Premier. Last night
there was some considerable debate in the House about the assertions that were made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and me as to the fact that in the course of the collapse of
Rothwells a preferential position was granted to the Builders Labourers Federation. The
Premier and his Deputy vigorously disputed what I said, although I brought forward
evidence. That was followed up this morning on a radio program by a quite irrational and
vicious attack by the Premier.
Mr Macinnon: He was losing his cool, I think.

Mr Pearce: He was very cool and clear. The member for Cottesloc sounded hysterical.

Mr HASSELL: My time is very limited. The Premier has the chance to reply immediately in
this debate to the points I am making, so I intend to say my piece.
Among the things the Premier furiously said on the Diana Warnock program this morning in
relation to the BLF and whether it had received favoured treatment was the following -

I say it's absolutely untrue and not only that Bill Hassell has no evidence to suggest it
is true.

The Premier went on in like vein for about 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will resume his seat for a minute. I point out to the
member that Standing Orders are quite clear in respect of matters which have already been
addressed in the House.
Mr Hassell: I looked at Standing Orders. I was not going to deal with matters already dealt
with.

The SPEAKER: On page 77 of the Standing Orders it is written that a grievance is a matter
which has not been the subject of debate in the House during the current session. Quite
clearly, the member is not talking about that at the moment. If he has a grievance about some
other matter, he should immediately come to the other matter.

Point of Order

Mr FRED TUBBY: I point out that the clock was not stopped. Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: We will give the member another minute.

Grievance Resumed

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, I was simply putting the matter in context, but I had checked the
Standing Orders in this respect. I will come to the point because it relates very directly to the
Premier's responsibility. I was contacted this morning by a person in a business in this State
who has been a regular customer and depositor with the Rothwells company for over a year.
That business has operated on the following basis - it deposits moneys with Rothwells at least
once a week and often more than once a week. Those deposits range generally between
$15 000 and $20 000. The last deposit made by the company was on Friday, 21
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October, which was the day after the Premier had an overnight meeting at Rothwells about
the state of the Rothwells company.

Mr Peter Dowding: I had a meeting about the retirement of the guarantee. Be accurate!

Mr HASSELL: I do not want to discuss things that have been debated, but the Premier
interjected. It has been established in the record that the Premier was told at that meeting in
no uncertain terms that the company could not meet its immediate cash requirements. As a
result of that, a payment was approved the following day which was supposed to find its way
into Rothwells. Apparently, it did not.
I return to the matter I was originally dealing with, which was that the company dealt with
Rothwells on a regular basis. That company, in practice, at the end of each month used the
funds that it had deposited with Rothwells to pay its various creditors. The practice very
clearly established over a period of months was for the company to ring Rothwells before
I 100 am on or about the last working day of the month, advise Rothwells of its requirements
as to cash, and Rothwells would immediately draw a cheque and deposit it in the account of
the company at the National Australia Bank, Perth.

It was coincidental that the company dealt with the National Australia Bank, Perth, as did
Rothwells, as is well known. I was telephoned this morning by the distraught proprietor of a
business because on Friday, 28 October, in accordance with his usual practice, the company
rang Rothwells before 11.00 am and told it that it required a sum in excess of $200 000.
There are very particular reasons why this company cannot be identified. Therefore, the
figure that I am giving is not precise, although I have a precise figure. The company then had
the usual expectation that the money would be placed into its account at the National
Australia Bank, Perth, in accordance with a practice that had been followed for more than 12
months since it had been dealing with Rothwells. It proceeded to draw cheques to satisfy its
creditors at the end of the month in the usual way. Bear in mind that this was the morning of
Friday, 28 October, and that later in the same day the BLF received its approximately
$800 000 and actually got its money after a court order was issued.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Order! I was, and still am, prepared to allow the member for Cottesloe to
continue with his grievance, but it is really on the understanding that it is my view that it is
borderline. I do not want to stop him from speaking about other issues which have not been
canvassed so far in debate in this House, but I do want to caution him about continually
raising matters in his speech which have already been addressed. I want to allow him to
continue and I will be able to do that if he does not continually refer to matters that have
already been the subject of debate. I ask the member for Cottesloe for his cooperation.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: I am not canvassing your ruling, Mr Speaker, except to put to you that there
are two matters I seek to raise. One is the matter I am talking about principally, which was
raised with me for the first time this morning and about which you have no concern, and the
second relates to myself. This is a personal matter, that in the course of the follow up to what
has been debated there has been a quite serious attack made on my credibility by the Premier
and, naturally, I want to canvass that issue. That involves my putting the matter in context. I
do not want to rerun what we said about the BLF yesterday; I am simply trying to relate it to
the context. I am straying as little as possible towards your problem area. My time is so
short I only want to talk about the new matter, anyway.
The SPEAKER: Your time is about to commence again.

Grievance Resumed
Mr HASSELL: The company in question, in accordance with a practice established over 12
months, rang Rothwells on the morning of Friday, 28 October, and advised Rorhwells of its
cash requirement, which was more than $200 000. It assumed that the money was transferred
into its account at the National Australia Bank, Perth, as had been the practice over many
months. It then drew the cheques to pay its creditors and incurred legal liability accordingly.
Those cheques were in payment of obligations bn behalf of third parties, so they were
important cheques.
This is a small business by any standards and $200 000-plus is a large sum of money so far
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as that company is concerned. The principal of the company saw the Deputy Premier
speaking on the "Sunday' program on 30 October when he said that Rothwells was in a grave
financial position. On the Monday he was very concerned to check that everything was all
right because he had drawn all those cheques, so he rang the National Australia Bank, Perth,
which is also Rothwells bank, and asked whether his cheque had been deposited. They said
no, that it had not. He then rang Rothwells. It took him a considerable time to get to a
person in authority on Monday, 31 October, but he eventually got to a reasonably senior
person. I refer to my extensive notes of my discussion with this man this morning. The
person he got onto, a lady called Maxine - who seemed to be controlling matters; he spoke to
her at 1.00 pm - said, "There are no problems. I have the cheque in front of me." Bear in
mind that that was a cheque for more than $200 000 on which a small business was totally
dependent. She said, "I will- bank the cheque at once." It was banked and, of course, it
bounced. It has not been paid and that small business is left as a creditor to the extent of
$200 000-plus for that cheque to which I have referred and any amounts it had remaining on
deposit in Rothwells.

The point it is important the Premier understand is that that is the second of these cases that I
have brought forward in this House in two days. Both are absolutely genuine cases. They
were not sought by me from the people; the people have brought them to me. Those people
are saying that they have come to me because they have seen what is going on in the media
and are horrified to know that they could not secure their money on Friday, 28 October, or in
one case on Thursday, 27 October. This case is the one on Friday, 28 October, when, in
accordance with well established practice with that company, they could not secure their
money even though they had been able to do so previously in that way.

As has been clearly established, because it is on the public record and has not been denied,
the fiLE got its money at the end of Friday, 28 October, paid in. It is undeniable that the
company concerned was following a usual practice in seeking payment of its money in the
morning of Friday, 28 October. It is undeniable that the company did not receive its money
in accordance with usual practice. It is undeniable that late in the day the BLF received
approximately $800 000. There are very serious issues here for the Government which go
back to the central issue and which I direct to the Premier in these last words: Surely the
Government wants to have a proper investigatory inquiry to bring out the full truth, and not
simply the liquidator's gathering of the assets to pay the creditors.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [4.49 pm]: The member for Cottesloe well
knows that the issue of preference will be dealt with by a liquidator. And, as the member
would genuinely recognise, if he looked in the shaving mirror and was honest with himself,
he introduced into the House yesterday an assertion that was intended to suggest that either I
or somebody else on the front bench had done something in order to provide a preference for
the BLF. That is absolutely and utterly untrue. The member for Cottesloc has absolutely no
evidence to support the proposition and, having raised this outrageous assertion, it was
checked and has been absolutely validated that the Builders Labourers Federation had a
deposit with Rothwells, that it made an approach on the Thursday, giving 24 hours' notice -

as it was required to do - of its intention to make a withdrawal, and that that was done and
met.
That is as far as it goes. Whatever else happened in Rothwells on the Friday is a mailer not
only for Rothwells, but it will also emerge from the inquiries of the provisional liquidator.
The member for Cottesloe must surely know the very reason that he does not want to mention
the name of the small business - and properly so - is because the reaction to that would be to
put the small business uinder a lot of pressure. I know that and he knows it. He ought to
recognise that as far as we are concerned the provisional liquidator should be left to do the
proper job, and he will be by this Government.

This is the sort of sleazy innuendo which the member for Cottesloe has developed into an art
form, and for which the Opposition was resoundingly criticised in the Press. Not only is the
Opposition dancing on the prave of Rothwells, gloating at the failure and the losses which
will inevitably flow from our determination that enough is enough; not only are members
opposite enjoying that spectacle, but the member for Cottesloe also wants to throw in
additional vituperative and unnecessary assertions that this Government has somehow been
involved in providing a preference. It did not and it will not.
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GRIEVANCE - TRANSPORT
Airport Needs - Karratha, Port Hedland

MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) (4.53 pm]: My grievance concerns airport needs in the north
of the State. Recently the Premier expressed the opinion that an international airport should
be established in the Kimberley region, and it ought to be built within the next five years.
First of all I place on record my support for this proposal, although it may not directly
concern my own electorate. I acknowledge the necessity for such an airport in the far north,
and see it as an initiative which will have spin offs for the rest of the State, including my own
area. There is enormous potential for the development of the tourism industry in the north of
the State. In fact I would not hesitate to say that it is the area of greatest growth. The further
opening up of the north as an international tourist destination is a very exciting concept and
one which will have an extremely beneficial effect on the State's economy. It is therefore
important to plan now for the facilities which will be needed.
Be that as it may. the proposal has brought into sharper focus the question of maintenance
and upgrading work needed on the Pilbara airports. I refer to the existing airports at Port
Hedland and Karratha. As some members may know, the local government authorities in
each case are responsible for these airports, with funding assistance from the Commonwealth.
Concern has recently been expressed that requests from the two shires for airport fu~nding
have not yet received attention from the Federal Government. The Port Hedland airport
already has international status, but it needs an injection of funds for upgrading work and
proposed alterations.

In the case of Karratha, the situation is somewhat more critical. The existing runway is in
need of work, but the dilemma for the shire of Roeboume is that the strip would have to be
closed for a considerable time to enable that work to be cardied out. An alternative proposal
has been made for a new parallel runway capable of taking larger aircraft. Quite a high cost
will be involved in such an exercise, but the important point is that if the new runway were
built, it would encourage Australian Airlines to establish a service competing with the current
operator. As members may recall, several years ago the Burke Government was responsible
for getting a second airline into operation in the Pilbara. and this was very much appreciated
by the residents as, until its closure, it provided an alternative cheaper, no frills service. It
was a great disappointment to me and many others to see the East West operation cease.
Although the Ansett company has provided a very good service to the north of the State over
a number of years - and indeed it has an excellent reputation in that area - competition creates
new challenges for any company and therefore results in benefits to the customer. It is
therefore crucial that the Karratha Airport be given priority attention to ensure that the second
airline can come into operation.
I am not sure what is needed at this stage to ensure the necessary funding is found to upgrade
both these Pimbara airports at the earliest possible rime. I am aware that considerable efforts
have been made by the Minister and others in the area, particularly local shires, who have
lobbied very hard. I believe those efforts are still being made to address this mailer. The
efforts have mainly been made with the Federal Government, and it is very important to
continue those efforts. However, it may also be necessary in the course of our efforts to get
the Pilbara airports upgraded, and in the interests of long term planning to consider the total
situation in the north and make quite certain that adequate services and a good network of
airports are provided for all the communities for the benefit of all residents. I therefore seek
the assistance and support of the Minister for Transport to look at the whole question of
northern airports. I would Like the situation examined to see how these various problems can
be resolved.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Minister for Transport) [4.57 pm]: I thank the member for
raising that grievance; she has raised it with me over a considerable time. I am sure the
member is aware that last Saturday I flew to Tom Price and met with the local Pilbara ward
of the Country Shire Councils Association and the Pilbara Development Advisory Council to
discuss the question of airports in the Pilbara. The facts are pretty much as the member has
outlined.
The difficulty with regard to Pilbara airports is attached to the entry of a second airline. The

4760



[Wednesday, 9 November 1988]176

Government has been working very diligently to get Australian Airlines to be the second
airline operator in the north west. I have made approaches to a number of people, including
the Federal Government, for the upgrading of Karratha Airport to Boeing 737 standard, and
the maintenance of the Pant Hedland Airport. The Commonwealth Government is facing a
considerable exposure to airport upgrading costs as the ambitions of a number of councils
across the nation add up to many hundreds of millions of dollars. The Commonwealth has
been trying to move out of the airport arrangements with the Australian airports local
ownership program, which transfers responsibility to the States. The Commonwealth is
currently reviewing the ALOP, and as a prelude to that review has frozen funding for
airports; so the Pilbara airports do not look like receiving any assistance from the
Commonwealth in the short term.
The situation at IKarratha is exacerbated by the fact that the Roebourne Shire Council,
operating out of Karratha, charges the highest head tax of any airport in Australia - $10 per
passenger - and it is making large sums of money. A lot of that is going into the council's
general revenue and is not being used to upgrade the airport. The Federal Government is
understandably reluctant to provide capital funding for the airport when the profit is being
made by the local council.

The airport cannot be closed for five or six weeks at any time of the year; the cost to the State
and the local community would be far too great. As a result a new airport built to 737
standards is required. I offered at the meeting on Saturday to make the State Government an
intermediary through which the problems of the Karratha airport could be resolved. I
proposed a kind of joint funding responsibility which ultimately would be paid for by the
head tax. On that basis it ought to be possible to upgrade Karratha to the standard required
without closing the airport at any time. I will seek a meeting with the Shire of Roeboumne
and representatives of the Commonwealth Government to work out a package for that.

The situation in Port Hedland is complicated by the fadt that the Port Hedland Airport is
currently built to international standards. Large jets fly in and out of there to Bali in
particular, and potentially to other parts of South East Asia. Port Hedland jealously guards
the international status of its airport. In order to save money at Port Hedland, one of the
proposals is to downgrade the strip so that it is reduced to either the Boeing 737 level of
operation or even to the F28-BAE 146 level of operation. That has been resisted quite
properly by the Shire of Port Hedland, and we need to find a way to fund the Port Hedland
airstrip on an ongoing basis, which will maintain the nature of the airport as well. I made the
same offer to the Shire of Port Hedland; that is, that the State Government will be the leader
in putting together a package of the people involved in that to ensure the ongoing prosperity
and efficient operation of that airsthp . These problems are not insoluble; they are soluble. In
the past the difficulty has been with the three partners - the local council, -the State
Government, and the Commonwealth Government - putting the responsibility onto everyone
else, and asking someone else to do the job. I noticed when I left the meeting last Saturday
that several people were saying that. Everyone was asking someone else to do the job. We
need to get together and do the job.
As a result of my meeting with those people on Saturday, steps have been taken to set that in
tramn. I assure the member that the two major airports in her current electorate will be
attended to properly. I imagine that the problems will be resolved within the next few
months.

GRIEVANCE - AGRICULTURE
Chemical Residues - Contaminated Land

MR WATT (Albany) [5.02 pm]: My grievance is directed to the Minister for Agriculture.
Some time ago it was discovered that unacceptable levels of chemical residues were present
in beef exported to the United Stares. There was a great deal of concern in the rural
community, and I present a grievance today on behalf of some of the residents of the Albany
area who have been affected by this chemical residue problem, which occurred because of the
use of chemical sprays as a means of controlling Argentine ants, pests and that sort of thing.
I am concerned about properties which were sprayed in an attempt to control Argentine ants.
The properties were compulsorily sprayed and in most cases, if not all, they were sprayed
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with heptachlor. As members know, that is a very strong pesticide, which has a long lasting
effect once it is applied. In one case a property was sprayed eight times. I remind the House
that it is a requirement by law that if people identify Argentine ants an their property, they are
required to report their presence. That happened in respect of the example I am going to
give. There is a provision for a fine of up to $5 000 for people who fail to report the presence
of Argentine ants. In my first example a couple in their middle age had 225 acres of their
farm contaminated. I am not sure of their farm's exact acreage, but that is the majority of it.
The couple cannot sell their existing stock because of the chemical residue levels which have
been set. They cannot run any cattle on their property to sell and trade in. There is little they
can do with their property. They cannot grow vegetables because it is not suitable for that as
a result of the chemical residues and the fact that the property does nut have sufficient water.
They cannot sell the property because who would buy it? I do not know whether they have
thought about trying to subdivide it, but it is not in an area suitable for subdivision. In spite
of all this they are still required to pay all their rates and taxes, maintain firebreaks, and do all
the sorts of things that go towards maintaining a property, and yet they are unable to produce
an income from it.

My second example concerns a neighbouring property. It involves an elderly couple - the
man is 68 and I am not sure of his wife's age - with a property of about 100 acres. All of that
property has been contaminated. It is totally quarantined. They want to sell their stock, of
which they have only a small number, but they cannot sell it. They want to retire and cannot
do so. They do not have any income from their property because it is not producing, and if
they cannot sell it they cannot invest any money to retire on. Again, they are required to pay
all the rates and taxes on the property and to maintain it. I understand that the wife has come
very close to having a nervous breakdown because of all the problems. Obviously this
affects people's lives in a very serious way.

My third example - there are more but I will use only fthee - concerns a former businessman
who sold his business and bought a small farm. H-e has had to find outside work to
supplement his income. When he is not able to find work, there is no income because he is
unable to claim unemployment benefits as he has too many assets. However, his property is
badly affected. People with contaminated land have tried to get rid of that contamrination by
burning, which does not work, and by deep ploughing to see whether they can get rid of it
that way, but that does not work. Some of them have tried to wash it out, but that does not
work because the chemicals are mostly insoluble. As far as I am aware no method has been
discovered of decontamiriiiting the soil. The chemicals break down naturally but only over a
long period of time. I understand that violative levels of heptachlor have been found on land
which has not been sprayed for more than 20 years. That indicates how long it takes to break
down. Obviously no-one could be expected to wait that long, or even half that time, before
they were able to get their property back into operation. Certainly the people I have been
describing are of middle years, and might be scaling down their fanning operations and
operating a small farm just to make a small income, and they cannot afford to wait that long.
In relation to the first example I gave, the wife wrote in a letter -

When we write to Mr. Grill he refers us to the local Agriculture Department, who
naturally cannot give us compensation. This is up to the GJovemnment. We wrote in
March to Mr. Dowding for help. We never received a reply.
I understand it is the responsibility of the Agriculture Department to maintain, to care
and improve all land. It is heartbreaking to see most fertile land contaminated forever
just by negligence, and this by a department who should know better.

Whether someone should have known better is something we could debate, but that is not as
important as the fact that in obeying the law these people were dispossessed of their
livelihood. In my view they should be compensated. Other areas have been affected by
chemical residues by the State Energy Commission, which sprayed around power poles on
fannring properties. The SEC accepted the responsibility, and in many cases it has cleared the
contaminated areas away from the poles and replaced the soil with concrete or rock. In other
cases where the land has not been cleared or is inaccessible, the SEC arranged for the owners
of the land to clear and make repairs. The owners then sent the bills to the SEC, which then
paid them. I suspect that if these people were able to take legal action against the
Government, they would probably succeed. However, through the Minister I ask the
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Government to think seriously about accepting its responsibility and obligations in respect of
this relatively small number of cases, and to compensate these people so that they can get on
with their lives. For them to do it themselves would obviously involve a great deal of legal
expense and trauma.

It is a serious problem. The people who have found themselves in this position have not done
so because they evaded the law. They had a responsibility to report the presence of
Argentine ants. They did so and, as with the case of the first property to which I referred, the
property was sprayed eight times. I believe the Government caused the problem and it owes
these people something. I ask the Minister to give sincere consideration to compensating
those who have been deprived of their ability to earn a living.

M R GifRILL (Esperance-Dundas - Minister for Agriculture) [5.11 pmJ: I have listened with
interest to the comments made by the member for Albany. Many of the points that he has
made are correct. However, some of them are misconceptions, and I will try to correct those
misconceptions shortly. He put forward a very sympathetic case on behalf of these people,
and I was very happy to listen to him. However, I do not want to raise his or their
expectations about compensation because that would raise hopes which may not be possible
to accommodate in the way they may like them accommnodated.

There is no doubt that the Argentine ant control and eradication program affected some
properties in agricultural areas of Westemn Australia, and primarily in areas in the same part
of the world to which the member for Albany referred. They were sprayed with
organochlorines, and I suspect that heptachlor was the predominant chemnical used. I have
received representations from a couple of fanners in that general area, and I suspect the
member for Albany is actually referring to the people who have written to me.

The Department of Agriculture has endeavoured, in many ways, to help these people. I
would not like it thought by the Parliament that the Department of Agriculture or the
Agriculture Protection Board has stood by and left these people without some formn of
remedy. In fact, considerable amounts of money have been spent by the Department of
Agriculture on these properties in an effort to minimise the problem. I sympathise with these
people in many respects. However, they carry some misconceptions in relation to this matter.
The member for Albany indicated that these people were not able to sell stock from the
properties. That is not true.

Mr Wan:; They cannot trade or sell.

Mr GRILL: Both are not entirely correct because I have gone to some considerable trouble,
as has the Department of Agriculture in cooperation with the Western Australian Farmers
Federation, to actually put in place mechanisms whereby people can still run beef cattle on
these properties and sell stock from them in several different fonns, either contaminated or
uncontaminated, If they want to sell contaminated stock, I have put in place a mechanism
whereby the Department of Agriculture can actually buy the stock at a slight discount.
Nevertheless, stock can be run on those properties and sold either to the Department of
Agriculture or, under certain stringent conditions, to third parties or to the trade as long as
they are properly marked as possible contaminated stock.

Mr Watt: How much will the price be reduced?

Mr GRILL: I cannot remember exactly- [ think the discount is 10 per cent.

Mr Wart: So their earning capacity is reduced by 10 per cent at least, is it?

Mr GRILL: I am a little unsure about the l0 per cent because I think, in some cases, we have
been paying close to the market value for many of the cattle.

It is not correct to say, therefore, that stock cannot be run on these properties. They can be
run and they can be sold in different formns, either as contaminated cattle or as possible
contaminated camte, or as weaners to be taken off and fed in feed lots or on uncontaminated
native grass lands and sold directly to the trade.

Mr House: Is it correct that the total scheme has not cost the Government anything?

Mr GRILL: There has been an outlay, but it has not cost the Government much.

Mr House: The Government has recouped the cost, has it?
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Mr GRILL: Yes. It was hoped, when I put the scheme forward, that it would not cost much.
The Government and the department took a risk because it could have run into a large
amount of money. The member for Katanning-Roc is correct because it has not cost the
Government a lot of money, and because of that we can afford to be generous in other areas.
Stock can be run on these properties and the department runs a free fat testing program to
ascertain whether the stock are contaminated, If they are not contaminated they can be sold
without any discount. [If there is contamination, the Department of Agriculture will take that
stock off the hands of the stock owner at a discounted price which is somewhere around 10
per cent of the real price.
Mr Watt: Do you accept that property values have dropped?
Mr GRILL: I concede that is probably the case, although!I do not have any figures on it.
Another misconception in the minds of the member and his constituents is that vegetables
cannot be grown on these properties. That is entirely wrong. There is nothing to prevent
vegetables or any other crop being produced on these properties. The chances of these crops
being contaminated in some way is less than minimal. I do not think there has been a case in
Western Australia of a crop grown on pround contaminated by heptachlor being found to be
contaminated.
Mr Want: I gave two reasons why they could not; the other was lack of water.
Mr GRILL: That is an intrinsic problem with the property and has nothing to do with the
Department of Agriculture.
As [ said, heptachlor contamination does not prevent them from growing vegetables or any
other crop. No use for these properties is absolutely excluded, although there is some
impediment in running beef cattle and probably dairy cattle on them because they will pick
up some heptachlor. The member indicated also that he thought the properties could not be
subdivided. I am not sure how relevant that. is. Either they are able to be subdivided or they
are not. I suggest they are not for some reason other than heptachlor contamination. The
member also assumed, without giving any evidence for it, that the Department of Agriculture
had been negligent in respect of causing the contamination. I have not taken any legal advice
on this.
Mr Wan: That is what I understood from the letter.
Mr GRILL: Yes. I want to make it clear because I would not like it to be said later that the
allegation was made and I did not answer it.
The department maintains very strongly indeed that it has not been negligent in the way it has
applied the chemicals in the past. I make that clear because I do not want anyone to think
that by not mentioning it I was accepting the fact. The member mentioned possible legal
action and that it is a remedy that these people could take. It is up to them. I expressly do not
discourage anyone from taking legal action against the Department of Agriculture or any
other department under my jurisdiction- That is their right and they should not be
discouraged from doing so, but such a case is expensive and by its very nature would take a
long time. The chemical companies would, no doubt, be joined in the action and it would
probably go on for a long time- If all the chemical companies were involved it would be very
expensive.
I am sympathetic to the case put forward. I cannot concede that we would fully compensate
the people in the fashion the member has suggested, but we will continue to do what we can
to alleviate their position, perhaps short of full compensation.
The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

LAND TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT DILL
Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Comnmittees (Dr
Alexander) in the Chair; Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
New clauses S to 9 -

Progress was reported after new clauses 5 to 9 had been partly considered.
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Mr MENSAROS: Although I acknowledge what the Treasurer said, that any amendment
might create some difficulties, I cannot accept his undertaking that he will examine my
proposed amendments and act upon them. I would be happy to accept his undertaking if it
were the frst time he had said that and not the second or third time.
I have come up with the same suggestion at times when considering amendments to the Land
Tax Assessment Act. On those occasions I did not move a formal amendment, but I received
the same assurance from the Treasurer of the day that I have received today; that is, they
would be examined and acted upon. If these matters had been examined the Treasurer would
be in a position to advise the Chamber of the result of the examination. Apparently the
examdiation has not occurred. Therefore, in an endeavour to show the seriousness with
which the Opposition treats this question I intend to move an amendment. To our knowledge
the amendment will not do any harm. I move -

Page 2, after line 30 - To insert the following clauses -

Section 14 amended.
5. Section 1A of the principal Act is amended by deleting "Land" and
substituting the following -

"Subject to sections 17 and 18, land".

Section 17 amended.
6. Section 17 of the principal Act is amended by inserting after 'not" the
following -

"and only such proportion of the land tax charged on 30 June
following the obtaining of possession as is the same as the proportion
of the year between the date of possession and that 30 June shall be
payable by him".

Section 18 amended.
7. Section 7 of the principal Act is amended by inserting after "purchase" the
following -

"and such proportion of the land tax charged at 30 June following
delivery of possession as is the same as the proportion of the year
between 1 July immediately preceding delivery of possession and the
date of delivery of possession shall be payable by him".

Section 21 amended.
8. Section 21 of the principal Act is amended in subsection (3) by inserting
after " 1976" the following -

"but the Commissioner may, for reasonable cause shown by the person
who is a-part from this section liable to pay land tax in respect of a lot
or parcel, or part thereof of land of that class, exempt it, or part of it,
from assessment and taxation under this Act".

Section 22 amended.
9. Section 22 of the principal Act is amended in subsection (2) by inserting
before "subsection (1)" the following -

"section 21(3) or".
Mr PETER DOWDING: As I indicated in the second reading debate, the matter is, for a
variety of reasons, apparently simple, but no doubt complex and the implications of the
amendment which does not occur elsewhere in Australia may well be far reaching and have
an adverse, rather than positive, effect on individuals. I have spoken to the Minister for
Budget Management, and he will discuss the issue with the Commnissioner of State Taxation.
Consideration of the amendment may take some time and we do not want it to hold up the
implementation of the benefits in the Bill before the Chamber.
Mr MENSAROS: I explained during the second reading debate what the amendment really
seeks to achieve. I personally do not agree that land tax should be paid by one individual for
the whole year even if he sold the land the second day of the year. It should be treated in the
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same manner as local government rates and water rates. Nevertheless, the tax should only be
paid by the individual who owns the land. The individual owning the land should be liable to
pay the land tax for the period of the year he did own the land. If a person owns a block of
land on 30 June and sells it on 1 July, he has to pay three hundred and sixty five three
hundred and sixty fifths of dhe land tax on that block of land instead of paying one three
hundred and sixty fifths of the land tax. For chat reason I ask members to support my
amendment.
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes ( 18)
Mr Blaikie Mr Grayden Mr Macainon Mr Wiese
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Williams
Mr Clarko Mr House Mr Fred Tubby Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Reg Tubby
Mir Cowan Mr Light foot Mr Watt

Noes (30)

Mrs Beggs Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Bertrm Dr Gallop Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Burkett Mis Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Carr Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smitha Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Tom Jones Mr P.J. Smith
Mr Peter Dowding Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor

Amendment thus negatived.
ClauseS5 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.
Third Reading

Mr PETER DQWDING: I seek leave to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Leave denied.
[Questions taken.]

Sifting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 pm

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Committee

Resumed from 8 November. The Deputy Chairman of Commnittees (Dr Gallop) in the Chair;
Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Progress was reported after Division 41 had been agreed to.
Division 42: State Planning Commission, $18 922 000 -

Mr CLARKO: The key to the State Labor Government's approach to planning marters is the
centralisation of power. The State Planning Commission Act 1985 places virtually absolute
power in the bands of the Minister for Planning. Below him it gives inordinate power to the
Chairman of the State Planning Commission, and to a significant extent a great deal of power
to the five commissioners. The Act stripped power from subordinate bodies such as the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority which was once the most important part of the
planning process in the metropolitan area. That authority became the Metropolitan Planning
Council - a mere rubber stamp for the State Planning Commission. I am told that some
members of the MPG have stopped attending meetings of the council because they believe
the meetings represent a rubber stamp process for decisions being made by the State Planning
Commission.
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What happened to the district planning scheme system in Western Australia? Each council in
this State is required to produce a district planning scheme which is updated every five years.
The Perth City Council was the last council to lodge an initial scheme which was signed with
a great flourish by the Minister for Planning in December 1985. Among other things, that
particular district planning scheme provided for the zoning of the Swan Brewery site to
prevent it from becoming a boutique brewery. By some peculiar arrangement the Minister
came up with the idea that this could be called a public reserve. How can an area of retailing
activity be zoned in that way? In effect, this highlights the contempt with which the
Government treats the district planning scheme system. The Labor Party's planning system
over the last five years has placed virtually all the power in planning matters in St George's
Terrace.

We are all aware of the Government's manipulation in the case of the Chinese restaurant in
Nollainara, which endeavoured to place cash in the hands of the Australian Labor Party by
way of profits from- the restaurant. The arrangement made with [an Laurance and Ray
O'Connor was that the land was to be used for an office by the Australian Labor Party, If I
had been either of those men [ would not have made that land available to the ALP; I spent
30 years in that general area working against that party.

Mr Pearce: You are totally partisan and incapable of a rational decision.

Mr CLARKO: Well, it was an improper use for the land even in the first case because it had
ordinary residential zoning. This was done to provide in a residential area an office for the
Labor Party to do its devious work. That was not enough for the Labor Party, which wanted
to go on and place a Chinese restaurant in there, in order to make some money for itself. I
believe the Labor Party leased this restaurant to a local Chinese businessman, who lost tens of
thousands of dollars. HeI had the place set up to operate as a Chinese restaurant and that did
not come to fruition.

The worst aspect of this - yet another aspect of how this Government abuses power - was the
situation where the Minister of the day, and it is not the present Minister, deliberately held up
the district planning scheme stage 2 for the City of Stirling -

Mr Pearce: It was the present Minister.

Mr CLARKO: Was it the present Minister who held it up? Righta, I was tring to be kind
but now I will give him the discredit for it.

Mr Gordon Hill: Get your facts right.

Mr CLARKO: Oh, grumble grumbles over there. Can the Minister for Employment and
Training count yet? Can the Minister take 57, which is the number in this House, divide it by
two and add one? Has he learnt that in the last couple of years? He would have received
$8 000 extra a year to work that out as Whip, but he could not do so. I suppose once he
moved from being a teacher to a trade union official his brain went into a complete state of
neutrality, and has never been used again.

That is an example of the deviousness of this particular Government and how it misuses the
planning process for its own selfish and pecuniary ends. The Minister [ was trying to let off
the hook a moment ago repeatedly said he was opposed to buildings above three storeys
being built at Scarborough. However, now we have a building there which one can describe
as either 17 storeys high or 20 storeys high, depending on where one starts counting. That is
there because of this Government, this Minister and that Cabinet. The Minister said, "We
will not have buildings above three storeys", but he approved a 20 storey building. We all
know what the former Treasurer, Brian Burke, did when he was Leader of the Opposition in
1982 - he went on to the beach with the rent-a-crowd Labor mob, put up a balloon to the
height of Observation City

Points of Order

Mr PEARCE: I understand we are discussing the budget for the State Planning Commission.
I seek the guidance of the Deputy Chairman: Is it in order for the member to give us a
Reader's Digest anthology of his previous speeches to the Parliament on planning matters
over the last five years? I do not mind whether it is or not, but it does seem to be an
extraordinary waste of the Parliament's time if it is in order.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): I certainly agree with the Leader of the House's
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point of order in respect of the speech of the member for Karrinyup. It occurs to me that I
have heard that speech somewhere before - once or perhaps twice - and I think it is important
that we stick with our Standing Orders. Tedious repetition is clearly written up as a feature of
parliamentary debate that we ought not encourage. [ am sure the member is moving on to
new matters in respect of Division 42, State Planning Commrission, in the course of his
comments in the near future.
Mr MENSAROS: It seems to be the order of the day that there are points of order, but in
order to prevent precedents on the record, does the Deputy Chairman seriously mean that
repetition, not in the same debate, but something which has been said in a previous debate
even a year ago, as he cited, is not allowed?
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I think the member will find if he refers to Standing Order 142
that it refers to tedious repetition of his or other members' speeches. Standing Order 142
reads as follows -

The Speaker or the Chairman, after having called the attention of the House or the
Commnittee to the conduct of a Member who persists in irrelevance or tedious
repetition, either of his own arguments or of the argumnents used by other Members in
debate, may direct him to discontinue his speech:. .

Ms Mensaros: That is right, in debates, but not in previous debates.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It seems to me that it ought to be a principle that we do not
engage in tedious repetition. The particular Standing Order does not refer to a particular day
or time -

Mr Mensaros: It says. "the debate."
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But it is quite clear to me that it refers to the discouragement of
tedious repetition in debate. I have heard the point of order of the Leader of the House; I
have made note of it and I ask the member for Karrinyup to continue his speech.
Ms House: You wouldn't want to have to live with that ruling for very long.
Mr Pearce: Everyone who thinks this is not odious, put up your hands. There, not one hand.
Mr Blaikie: You insolent dog!

Withdrawal of Remark

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member for Vasse to withdraw that comment.
Mr BLAIXIE: I withdraw the comment. Mr Deputy Chairman, there was no imputation to
yourself.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I did not infer that there was. It was an unparliamentary
expression.

Points of Order Resumed

Mr CLARKO: Mr Deputy Chaisman, if you interpret my speaking today and raising this
subject one year, I think, since I raised it last as tedious repetition, your definition of tedious
repetition differs from mine. There is no way it could be said that raising a subject once
every 12 months is tedious repetition. The Government has been in power for five years, and
if it makes a tremendous blue - which [ think it has in this case - and as the shadow Minister
for Planning I wish to raise each year certain key issues, and you. Mr Deputy Chairman, rule
me out of order, I suggest that you are the only Deputy Chairman in the Western World who
would ever do so.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Standing Orders require interpretation on particular occasions.
I ask the member for Karrinyup to return to his speech and to focus on matters that do not
require him to engage in tedious repetition in respect of other speeches he has given in this
Parliament. I ask the member to return to his speech.
Ms BLAIKIE: On a point of order: Getting back to Standing Order 142 -

Ms Clarko: We could go on for hours doing this, you know.
Mr Pearce: We will put the guillotine on you.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order!
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Mr BLAJKJE: Mr Deputy Chairman, the reason for drawing this matter to your attention
again is that although you have already given this matter some consideration, I ask you to
give it very serious consideration because the conduct of the Parliament is taken up by a
series of precedents that are created within the Parliament. As far as this Standing Order is
concerned -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Is the member for Vasse taking a point of order or debating my
ruling?
Mr BLAIKIE: I am taking a point of order.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What is your point of order?

Mr BLAUCIE: My point of order is that if members are unable, under your ruling, to debate
matters within the House within the respective debates as they come forward, you will be
denying members the opportunity of raising matters which are of particular concern or
electoral interest to those members because the opportunity for them to do so is relatively
rare. In relation to Standing Order No 142 which refers to tedious repetition, I have raised
the matter of the Margaret River Hospital on many occasions over a number of years. Mr
Deputy Chairmnan, if this Standing Order was applied as you are now doing, it would follow
that if a member raised a matter once in debate, he could never raise it again. So, I suggest,
Mr Deputy Chairman, that your ruling should be further considered because of the precedent
it would set; if it was followed through in the future, it would create very serious constraints
on members of this House.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: In response to the comments of the member for Vasse, the key
term in Standing Order No 142 is the word "tedious". I think that if there is tedious repetition
of a particular argument that does not add or amplify a particular point in the proceedings in
Parliament it is quite proper for a Chainnan, or indeed for a Speaker, to ask a particular
speaker on a particular occasion to continue his speech and to not continue with tedious
repetition. I am asking the member for Karrinyup to move on with his speech without
engaging in tedious repetition, because it would seem that so far that is what he has done.

Mr MENSAROS: It is tremendously dangerous if this ruling being made by the Deputy
Chairman is to set a precedent. Therefore, [ ask the Deputy Chairman to leave the Chair and
for the clerks to find all the precedents in connection with tedious repetition.

Mr Pearce: Ha ha!

Mr MIENSAROS: The Leader of the House spoke about cooperation. It is not cooperation to
raise points of order all the time, but it is the only way to react in the House. If the
Government had not impeded the proceedings yesterday and today, there would be
cooperation. I ask the Deputy Chairman to ask the clerks to get out all the precedents of
rulings in relation to tedious repetition.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There is no point of order from the member for Floreat. I ask
the member for Karriny-up to continue his speech.

Committee Resumed
Mr CLARKO: In trying to put together my criticism of the way the Government has handled
planning matters over the past five years I have referred to a number of examples of how it
has not played the game properly. I have used the example of the Chinese restaurant, and I
have raised that matter every year in debate under a variety of Chairmen. Probably, none of
them was a match to yourself, sir, as the other Chairmen must have had different dictionaries
and different definitions of "tedious repetition". I have raised the matter of the Chinese
restaurant every year that the Governiment has been in office, and no doubt I will raise it
again. If once a year is regarded as tedious repetition, the Deputy Chairman should get
Dr Alexander's dictionary and check the meaning.

Scarborough is a major matter, although the Deputy Chairman may regard it as tedious
repetition, arid I have a booklet, hot off the press, called "The Perth Metropolitan Regional
Coastal Development Policy". It states that a height limit of three storey buildings is being
laid down as the universal policy for the first time. The reason that I am talking about 20
storey buildings is because the Minister for Planning has said for many years that we would
have a three storey maximum and he was part of the team that approved 20 storey buildings.
If that is not relevant, I do not know what is.
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Mr Pearce: It is relevant but mubbish.

Mr CLARKO: The former Premier made a statement at a fiasco of a meeting where he raised
a balloon to the same height as he claimed Observation City would be and said he would riot
allow it under a Labor Government.

Therefore, what I have said tonight is not what I said a year ago or the year before that, but I
am repeating what is central to my argument and I will be surprised if, on reflection, Mr
Deputy Chairman, you would deny my saying it.

At the Observation City project there were two other buildings which were to be stages two
and three, but it is now in two parts with the second and third buildings together as stage two,
which involves 11I and 13 storey buildings. The approval of these was floated around during
the time of the present Minister for Planning. It seems to me that he is now doing a Pontius
Pilate by saying that he cannot prevent that from happening. That conflicts with his claims
that there will be no buildings higher than three storeys. In the latest edition of the Stirling
Times, on the front page of the edition of 25 October, the same question is raised once again;
it relates to high rise buildings. The fact is that this Minister has been saying that he does not
support, or would not allow, anything above three storeys; yet the Government of which he is
a part has been approving then. Not only is this the situation with stage two of Observation
City, but it also applies to Spindrifter, which is another project in the specia beach
development zone of Scarborough. This is an eight storey project about which this Minister
has made statements which are equivalent to approval, and it is to be two towers of eight
storeys high. ile has also decided to ease the restrictions applying on buildings of that height
regarding side setbacks. The Minister for Planning has changed his previous comments to
allow the setbacks to this project to be less than they should be. This is the real problem that
is happening right now; this problem is a continuing one.

If my record on high rise buildings is put against that of the Minister for Planning it will be
seen that I was a member of the City of Stirling planning committee for six years, and when
the first high rise building proposal on the be-ach front was considered I, myself, personally -
as one might say with a certain redundancy -

Mr Pearce: And tedious repetition.

Mr CLARKO: - was responsible for stopping it. It is the first bit of tedious repetition that I
have used this evening, and I hope the Minister acknowledges that. It is all different, because
I repackage it each time.

Mr Pearce: If there was a PhD for repetition, you would be a doctor.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister is in a position to put up the model to say, "I stand for buildings
of no more than three storeys", yet, in practice, he has allowed a 20 storey building to be built
by the Bond Corporation. If this goes ahead it will be a negative mionument to the Minister.
Ever since the Minister entered Parliament in 1977 we have found that he says one thing and
does another. The former Premier, Brian Burke, the Labor Party Cabinet and the Minister for
Planning espoused one policy and did something else.

I return now to the report that I mentioned a moment ago regarding the Perth Metropolitan
Region Coastal Development Policy, statement of planning policy No 2. It contains various
comments by the Minister, including a Press release of 11I August 1988. 1 quote the Minister
from the Press release -

A three storey limit will be put on new buildings in a draft policy released by the
Planning Minister, Bob Pearce, today.

It states. "new buildings". That is a protective word because I am suire that when the time
comes for the I11 and 13 storey apartments to go up alongside Observation City he will say he
could not do anything about it. The Minister then went on to talk about the 500 metre wide
strip along the coast and said that it would make it harder for any new industrial land to be
established within the strip. I would have thought that not much industrial land existed in the
coastal strip. I am not aware of any in the northern region unless it comes from the
placement of the Hillaxys Marina; I suspect there is some industrial activity there.

This policy was released for public comment more than two months ago. The Minister, in his
reply, may care to comment as to how that matter is proceeding, as we have gone beyond the
two months. I am not saying he shouldi have given an answer by now because, obviously,
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if he has received a lot of input it will take same time for him to consider it. It is highly
likely that this will be another matter like most matters for the Dowding Government - apart
from, woops, the petrochemical plant - where it will not make any decisions at all, unless
they are thrust upon it, prior to the next election, which is genting further and further away,
because there are difficulties electorafly.

The report says the aim was to keep development to a low profile. The low profile, where it
has been spoilt, has been spoilt by the Minister's own Government. All high rise buildings at
Scarborough have come entirely during the term of this Government. The Minister also says
in this Press release that, "Any proposed development which exceeds the limit in the policy
would need to be supported by coastal development and management plans, and subject to
ministerial approval." I ask people to reflect on that statement because it highlights what I
was saying a moment ago. This Minister is saying, "I amn against buildings higher than three
storeys," but 20 storey buildings and the like have come about because of him, At the top of
this document he says there will be a three storey limit, If one of those tired citizens who
only reads the first couple of lines of a newspaper article reads, 'Labor Party stands for three
storey high buildings" he may not read the paragraph I have just read which opens the way
for the Minister to approve buildings of any height whatsoever. The Government has
produced a document which portrays support for low rise but provides the opportunity for
high rise. If one comes back to the beginning, one comes back to the City of Stirling district
planning scheme and the special beach development zone. That zone provides that the
council, having considered all the factors, may approve buildings higher than three storeys.
This is a very different stance, and it is not necessarily mine. The Minister has adopted the
attitude that the City of Stirling, in the past, has been quite wrong in what it did. The
Minister has maligned many people - Terry Tyzak could be sitting here next year -

Mr Carr interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I pointed to the Leader of the Opposition's seat because I was trying to
indicate my belief in his stature, but the Minister is quite right and I accept his correction that
he will be sitting on his side. The Minister seems to have been pointing out the same thing.
It is interesting that he picked up straightaway that Terry Tyzak will be sitting on that side,
and not this side. It was a Freudian slip.

This is the weakness or deviousness in the Minister's Press release. Three storey buildings
are the limit, but people can have any height they want if the Minister says so. The Minister
supports 20 storey buildings, so how can the ratepayers of Scarborough have any confidence
if they find out that that is what this report says? The document says that following the
Government's consideration of public comment it will gazette a statement of planning policy
under section SAA of the Town Planning and Development Act. The Minister knows that by
doing things that way he can bypass Parliament. I have just read out the Press release which
gives him the opportunity to approve of buildings which are 20 or 30 storeys high. Cortesloc
will be next, then down to Fremantle and up to Geraldton - no, that is not the metropolitan
area, so there will probably be a separate policy for Geraldton. Parliament will be bypassed.
The Minister will be able to decide. We already know his record. He has already approved
of one 20 storey building and supports an eight storey dual building -

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister said he supports Spindrifter, using the argument that the fellow
was mn financial trouble and that is the reason he supports that eight storey building. The
Minister has supported a 20 storey building and approved, in his time -

Mr Pearce: That is absolute rubbish. I called it a concrete dunny publicly.

Mr CLARKO: In the time that the Minister has been a Cabinet Minister, and I expect he was
the Minister at the time, this building was approved. The responsibility for that 20 storey
building lies fairly and squarely on the Minister's shoulders. I want to go one step further
and say, like Mlice, that it is very curious that in front of Observation City there is an extra
lane. When the people at Observation City applied to the City of Stirling for the right to have
that extra lane outside their magnificent entrance, the City of Stirling engineers - highly
qualified men - said it would not be allowed under the Australian code to have a road like that
so close to the traffic lights and all the rest of it. That was their decision. Then the matter
went to the Main Roads Department and that collection of engineering wisdom in this
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State said exactly the samte thing. Bond Corporation built their entry before approval was
given as to where it should be, which was contrary to the opinions of those two august
bodies; they went to die Minister on appeal, and he approved the road.
Mr Pearce: I upheld it, that is right.
Mr CLARXO: The Minister upheld it. It is dangerous. Anyone who drives northwards
along chat road between 5.30 pmn and 7.00 pm can see the hazards that have been created, and
they are the result of die Minister's decision, completely contrary to the collective wisdom of
those engineers to whom I have referred. That is a piece of rotten planning and it is
dangerous. I am sure the Minister does not want to create a dangerous situation, but that is
what he has done. The Minister did it because he ignored the wisdom of those professional
engineers. We are now going to bypass the scheme and have high rise buildings along the
coast which we will be able to call Pearce Memorial.
Mr Thomas: What about Clarko Reserve?
Mr CLARKO: I did not decide that area should be called Clarko Reserve, by the way; others
decided that. There are many people who saw that I did a worthwhile thing there.
I turn to the comment in that report about the position of the metropolitan coastal councils. I
was born just off Eric Street, lived in Eric Street in Cortesloe and, with the exception of six
years in the country, spent all my life in association with this coastal area. The metropolitan
coastal area is a credit to the councils associated with those sections. They do not need a
bunch of people in St George's Terrace who may or may not be better judges of what should
be done on the metropolitan coastline.
Mr Lightfoot: A bunch of coastal rapists.
Mr Thomas: Friends of the Earth.
Mr CLARKO: The record speaks for itself. Our coastal buildings, with the exception of the
20 storey building which the Minister put there, is excellent. That is the result of decisions
made by councils in those areas over a long time - perhaps 100 years. They have done the
job well. The Minister, and the arch centralists who think like him and believe that all
wisdom resides in St George's Terrace. put out reports, and say they will take the power
away from individual local councils whose record is excellent.
Mrs Beggs: What about the Whitford nodes? What did your Goverrnent want to do with
the Whitford nodes?
Mr CLARKO: There would be no Whitford nodes if it were not for my Government of the
day. We created the Whitford nodes, surely the Minister will admit that.
Mr Thomas: I thought God did.
Mr CLAR.KO: We did. Is that false or is it true? Which political party set aside the
Whitford nodes? We did.
Mrs Beggs: You wanted to sell off the land for residential development.
Mr CLARKO: That is nonsense. The Minister has lived up that way for only five minutes.
The truth of the matter is that the Minister knows nothing. Her advisers write her speeches
for her. She gave two speeches in this place before she became a Minister. She is there
because she is attractive and that is where it stops. She is completely back to front.
Mrs Beggs: You are a chauvinist.
Mr CLARKO: The Minister can make arty comments she likes, I do not mind. The proposal
was tha the West Coast Highway would travel to the west of the nodes. However, the
Liberal Government of the day made the decision to move the highway inland, setting chat
land aside for the nodes. There would be no nodes if it was not for the Liberal Party.
Mrs Beggs: You were going to put residences on them.
Mr CLARKO: It was never intended to put residences on the nodes. That is why they are
called nodes and that is why they were set aside. I hope the Minister realises that when the
Labor Party came to office there were no houses on them. If we wanted to put houses on
them, we could have done so.
There is no evidence that the State Planning Commission can do this better. The area
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designated in the report is 1 000 metres in width with 500 metres going into the sea and 500
metres onto the shore. I have lived in that area for a long time. I spent six years as a
councillor, one year of which overlapped with my time in Parliament and I have spent 15
years as a member of Parliament representing that coastal strip. The member for Welshpoal
referred to the Clarko Reserve which I was instrumental in having set aside. I do not think
that anyone could seriously suggest that that is a bad development. It is a lovely park. I
proposed it in place of a bitumen car park. I said it would be advantageous to both the
elderly and the young and if one drives past it today, one will see elderly people sitting in the
park and young children playing in it. It was my concept. I do not want to claim huge
amounts of credit for it; it was just one thing that I did. Many other councillors could have
done the same thing.
I have been told that Hon Graham Edwards was photographed recently at the head of the
ramp which goes down into Mettam's Pool and which gives handicapped people access to the
pool. I was the first person to do anything to get facilities for handicapped people in that
area. I did that in association with the president of the Rotary Club who also is handicapped.
I acknowledge that Graham Edwards helped us later in a most appropriate way. I was
involved because I live there. I understand that other members do things for areas in their
electorates.
I am trying to make the point that those types of developments are good developments. They
have been put in place by local councillors. There is no evidence that a State Planning
official would be able to make the same decision from his office in St George's Terrace.
Local people know about these things and do them better. It is better to have things done that
way than through a centralised process and I think that many members will agree with me in
their hearts because they will have dealt with many things in their areas where they have
found it has been advantageous to have local knowledge and to have the leadership to push
things through.
Objective one in the report states -

To ensure development on and adjacent to the coast is located, designed and sited to
complement and be visually compatible with the coastal landscape.

Who would disagree with that? The second objective, an excellent objective, is to enhance
the visual aesthetics of our coastline in the metropolitan area. I would go further and say - ot-
hers may disagree with me - that there are a few places where very small dunes cut off the
view of people travelling along the coast. I believe it would add to the beauty along West
Coast Drive and any of the other coastal roads if some of those dunes were lowered to allow
people to view the ocean from the road. I do not need the dunes lowered because I would be
able to see to Mauritius from my home if I had better eyesight, but it would benefit people
who drive along that road to enjoy the drive and the view. They would be able to look at that
view if the coastal dunes that rise slightly above road levels were lowered.

Mr Thomas: There was a proposition at Cockburn to do exactly what you say. However, the
EPA recommended against it because the salt spray would damage the vegetation on the
dunes behind the front dune.
Mr CLARKO: The member knows that the dunes are living things. One dune that comes to
mind in my area is between Scarborough Beach and Trigg Beach. I do not believe it would
make any difference if that dune were lowered. I am aware of the point made by the member
for Welshpool. If that were the case, obviously the dunes could not be lowered. However,
there are cases where dunes could be lowered without damaging anything. Of course, I
would not suggest that the dunes south of Scarborough to North City Beach should be
lowered because they are vast dunes.
Members should know that many of the visual proposals have been put in place before. The
Council of the City of Stirling dealt with these matters 20 years ago and it did not receive
approval for many of the things it sought to do. I recommended that we should try to remove
the lollipop signs along the coastal roads. There are thousands of them. On every corner
there are signs telling people that they cannot park within a certain distance of the corner.
Many countries of the world just paint the kerb a particular colour which I believe is
reasonable. It has nothing to do with political partisanship and it is something that we should
address. Somebody told me that we could not do it because we are part of a national traffic
code. I believe we should change the code if that is the case.
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I will not refer to the building height issue again. [ have already tried to put my arguments to
this Minister and to the Government as forcefully as I can. The Minister is trying to play
both sides of the coin in relation to the 12 metre limitation on the height of buildings. The
Minister is the architect of not having that limitation.

T1he coastal development plan states -

A coastal development pian shall be prepared by the local government authority to the
satisfaction of the Commnission.

I bitterly resent that. Nobody in the State Planning Commission in St George's Terrace has
proven that he is better at making decisions on coastal development anywhere than people
with local knowledge. The only people who write that sort of nonsense are arch centralists.

The coastal management plan, as distinct from the coastal development plan, states -

The local government authority shall prepare and implement a coastal management
plan, to the satisfaction of the Commission for its foreshore reserves..

[ interpret the report to mean that councils will do the work at their own cost and the State
Planning Commission will either approve or disapprove of the development.

This document is yet another example of the Government's view that local government
cannot be trusted to make not only major decisions, but minor decisions about planning
matters. I think that is a great pity. When we return to Government, which becomes more
and more liely every day as this Government stumbles and totters, we will give local
government the power to make not only the minor decisions, but also the major decisions.

The report on the review of planning for the future of the Perth metropolitan region is another
example of central ised planning. The Government has not yet specifically adopted that report
as a whole. When the report was released in 1987, the Minister praised the document, but
that was not inconsistent with his not adopting the recommendations overall in the report. He
picked his way through the report. For example, a tremendous amount of opposition was
raised to the proposal that 10 new areas in the wedge shaped areas which are essential to the
corridor plan should be altered from rural to urban.

Naturally enough the people who have gone into special rural zones and who have built their
homes on five acre lots, and the like, immediately protested and caused a great deal of public
strife and acrimony. As a result of that the Minister's first statement was to the effect that if a
person lived in one of those areas; that is, a rural wedge and it is proposed by the report to be
zoned residential, individual land owners could make their own decision about whether they
wanted it to remain zoned as residential or zoned as rural. As a result, there would be a
pepper and salt arrangement, and people who want to make money will rezone their lots and
build several homes and the person next door who wanted to retain his rural lifestyle will be
left high and dry and will not be satisfied with the arrangement. People go to those areas
because they want to live in a rural area.

The people east of the Wanneroo townsite, as the member for the area knows, are incensed
about any suggestion of these changes and she will be working hard to ensure that the
changes do not take place. That is the nature of the report. It is a centralist report. The City
of Wanneroo was not asked for its opinion on this matter.

Mrs Watkins: Have you seen what the city has planned for the area? It is appalling.

Mr CLARKO: The central body - Professor Neutze and the people who worked with him -
replanned Perth and it was the beginning of the partial destruction of the Perth corridor plan
which most people believe has served Perth very well over the years. I am not saying that
some changes should not be considered. However, they made these changes without any
discussions wit the council or the citizens who own the land. It is deplorable.

For a man who is as intelligent as the Minister it appears that he is running scared. He acted
like the Government has acted in the last couple of weeks. It has been unable to think and is
in a state of gross panic and paranoia. The Minister said that the people who owned the
blocks could do what they liked- He went further as the pressure built up from the Cosnells
area and said the Government would not make these changes. I have a Press release which
states that the changes will not be made. It has only been done for partisan political reasons;
it had nothing to do with planning reasons. The Minister has ignored the planning report. I
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wonder whether he has made decisions regarding the other 10 areas and whether Wanneroo
will have to put up with the changes. The report refers to urban consolidation and it is stated
in the report that people will be forced to live more closely together irrespective of whether
they like it or not and that the Statutes and the legislative process will have to be used to
enforce higher densities on these people.

It will not refer only to the so-called blight areas, which East Perth was at one stage. East
Perth is being redeveloped and I commend the Minister for what he has done in regard to that
redevelopment. The report not only applies to areas of that kind, but also it applies to the
entire metropolitan area. Every part of the metropolitan area will have higher densities
whether people like it or not.

I ask the Minister whether he has made a decision in regard to the Hepburn Heights area and
whether it will be used for housing or as a passive reserve.
Mr Pearce: No decision has been made. I have sought further environmental advice.

Mr CLARKO: A Liberal Government will ensure that the area becomes passive reserve.

Mr Pearce: I have not made a decision about that area. Have you anywhere for people to
live? You are good on reserves.

Mrs Beggs: Where are you going to put aged people?
Mr CLARKO: I understand that the people in the electorate of Whitford are more annoyed
with the local member about that decision than they are about any other decision she has
made during the time she has been a member of Parliament.

Mrs Beggs: I have not made a decision. I have stated my position very clearly. There are
two social issues that have to be addressed in the northern suburbs and I know my electorate
better than you. It must be costing the Liberal Party a lot of money to fund the Hepburn
Avenue development.

Mr CLARKO: I was amazed when the member for Whitford, the Minister for Racing and
Gaming, used her chauffeur driven vehicle as a taxi to transport elderly people to a meeting
to be used as fodder to support her cause. I gather the Minister for Agriculture did a similar
thing.

Mrs Beggs: How dare you insult the senior citizens.

Mr CLARKO: I ask the Minister whether she was in the car or whether her car was sent to
an old people's home to pick up some aged citizens to take them to a meeting? She can deny
it if it is not true.

Mrs Beggs: I will not deny it.
Mr CLARLKO: It is true.

Mrs Heggs: I want to tell you something.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister had those people transported to that meeting in order that they
would vote for what she wanted. The Minister for Agriculture did the same thing at Coogee
a few weeks ago.

Mrs Beggs: The senior citizens hired a bus to go to the meeting.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister's voice is not strong enough. The point is that the Minister used
her ministerial car to advance her own political ends. The elderly citizens were transported to
a meeting to vote the way she wanted the decision to go.

Mrs Watkins: How dare you imply that senior citizens are fodder?

Mr CLARKO: Rubbish! Every person can be fodder if he is carted along for a particular
reason.
Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY CHADIRAN (Dr Gallop): Order! The member for Joondalup will cease
interjecting and the member for Karrinyup will return to the main point of the debate.
Mr CLARKO: I am talking about land and Hepburn Avenue is an essential part of the
project. The Minister has been manipulating the system by using her car to transport elderly
people to a meeting to vote the way she wanted them to vote. All sorts of peculiar things are
happening.
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I refer now to the Town Planning and Development Act wider which the appointment and
reappointment of people can be made to the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal. The Minister
has reappointed Peter Brett Arney as a member of the appeal tribunal. I have been led to
believe that prior to that he received a letter from the Minister saying that he was no longer
required to serve on the tribunal. I ask the Minister whether the letter was a mistake.

Mr Pearce: He was reappointed to the tribunal notwithstanding the fact that he was one of
the tribunal members who overturned me on the question of knocking back Bond's
applications for the two high rise towers.

NU CLARKO: Did he not receive a letter to say that he was not to remain on the tribunal?

Mr Pearce: No. He did not receive a letter.

Mlr CLARKO: My information is to the contrary.

Mr Pearce: It is not accurate. You probably got your information from the member for
Cottesloe.

Mr CLARKO: I will refer briefly to the pmoposal in regard to the zoning of land around the
Swan River foreshore in the Maylands-Bayswater area. The proposed Swan River Drive was
deleted from the metropolitan region scheme.

Mr Pearce: At my instmuction.

Mr CLARKO: It was announced in February 1988 by the Minister for Planning and his
decision was a correct decision. I am not taking anything away from the Minister for making
that decision, but the people in the area have had an interest in that proposal for some time.
However, an incorrect decision had been made because it had been decided that additional
land, other than that land set aside for a road reserve, was to be made available and the
metropolitan region scheme amended accordingly.

Mr Pearce: I have instructed the Town Plan~ning Commission that it is not to seek to resume
any more land than that which is involved in the Swan River Drive reservations. That is a
major announcement affecting the people who live close to that area. A gentleman in Stone
Street, Bayswater, has a lovely patio, brick-paved and so on, immediately adjacent and
contiguous to the rear of his house. This proposal intended to take a third of the patio away
because it apparently came within the so-called hundred year flood area. It is the case that
the State Planning Commission, once it removed Swan River Drive, sought to move the
reservation back to the hundred year flood line. I instnucted the commission not to resume
any more land that was involved in Swan River Drive. I did so after representations from the
member for Maylands, who sits next to me in the Parliament. He raised the matter with me
on several occasions.

Mr CLARKO: The member for Maylands said that he did not have the power to make that
change. I found that incredible.

Mr Pearce: He doesn't, but I do. He has some influence with me.

Mr CLARKO: If the Minister for Planning is trying to teU me that the Premier makes
decisions subject to him, the rot has gone as I thought it had. The Government really is in a
state of complete dismray. I reckon that the local member, the Premier, was duckshoving. I
have never heard of a Premier who, wanting a decision made concerning his own electorate -
it was capable of being made because the Minister for Planning made it - was unable to
organise it. If that is the case, he is about as poor a Premier as I think he is.
Mr Pearce: He organised it.

Mr CLARLKO: Time does not allow me to go on about that because I have been answering
some of the Minister's interjections.

I have here some of the letters written by the Premier to these people. He is most mealy-
mouthed. These people will be particularly pleased that something has happened. It has
happened because our candidate, Peter Blaxell, cook the trouble to help these people and to
promote and support their cause after they had come to him while the Premier was ducking
for cover. When the councillors of the City of Stirling received this advice from the
commission, they said, "We reject it and there is no argument given as to why it should be
included." The commission did not give any reasons for why it should be included; it merely
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referred to the hundred year flood plain. I put it to the Minister chat every member of the
Bayswater Council also voted for it, including the Minister's principal private secretary.
They voted against what was being proposed and were supportive of the decision now made.
Perhaps that might have helped the Minister make the decision.

Mr Pearce: My principal private secretary has some influence with me too, but the Premier
has more.

Mr CLARKO: We come back to the very point I tried to make a moment ago: The Premier
is a bit thick. It took him a long time to come to dhe right decision on this matter.

Mr Pearce: He went through the right processes and did not seek to be dictatorial. I have
seen you tugging your forelock to Sir Charles Court in the dining room.
Mr CLARKO: That is completely false. If the Minister looks at the record, he will see that it
is false.

Mr Hodge: He has no respect for Sir Charles Court.

Mr CLARKO: I respect Sir Charles Court.

Mr Pearce: You call him "sir, sir, sir"

Mr CLARKO: That would not be right. That is the sort of idle interjection typical of the
quality the Minister normally makes.

Although I have said this before, I will not be repetitious. The Mant proposal is to give
certain powers within the City of Perth to a central planning body which will consist of a very
significant number of appointees. The Minister would have a great deal of say with respect
to those appointees. There is no doubt that he would do with that body what he has done
with the State Planning Commission. No doubt the first requirement for appointment to that
committee would be to flash an ALP member's card. No evidence was produced by Mr Mant
that this proposal would be superior to what already exists. There is already a Ministers'
liaison conumittee. I do not know who set it up, but it was probably set up under a Liberal
Government. There is also a technical officers tribunal to assist the Government. I believe
that is sufficient. It highlights the paucity of the Govemnment's capacity to plan and resolve a
particular problem given to it by the member for Perth when he made his famous corruption
claim. Subsequently he had to get a new dictionary. That claim was supposed to be resolved
because it was a most dastardly claim of corruption by City of Perth councillors. It has never
been cleared up. The Main inquiry has had no impact on the credibility or otherwise of the
councillors of the City of Perth. I will speak about the pecuniary interests inquiry when we
speak about local government, but it also did nothing with respect to that matter.

The Main report, while it might in some way start to give us a bit of uniforrmity, with the City
of Sydney, the City of Melbourne, the City of Adelaide and the like - each of those of course
were put in place by Labor Governments; people who love centralism take the power away
from the people - is not applicable to Perth. No evidence has been given to justify or sustain
any assertion that its proposal would be superior to the existing system. The Govenrment
does not want to trust anybody but itself with certain powers that the Perth City Council now
has to make certain decisions beyond the strict regulations. We both know that those
decisions have not always worked out very well. The decision with respect to the Palace
Hotel has not worked out too well. The member for Perth does not think much about die
arrangement made with respect to Boans. It was given certain bonus floor levels although in
the judgment of the member for Perth the conditions have not been met. Of late, we have
heard about a proposal to take the old Treasury building and allow Lord McAlpine to
undertake some development there. I am sure that the Minister is not pleased about the
outcome with respect to the Palace Hotel. 1 am not.

Mr Pearce: It is a disaster.

Mr CLARKO: It is a failure. If we are going to have "facadism" - I believe that is the word -
it must be done very carefully indeed.

Mr Pearce: In all fairness, the Treasury building which Lord McAlpine is developing is like
the Intercontinental Hotel in Sydney. Thte open, hollow square of the Treasury buildings wil
be retained absolutely as buildings, but the inside will be reworked to be restaurants, function
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roams and the like. The building itself will be preserved and enhanced. The high rise tower
will be the fourth wall. The Intercontinental Hotel in Sydney is probably one of the most
beautiful hotels in the world and shows a real capacity to rework old buildings to enhance
their heritage value and make them available to the people. I am an absolute supporter of the
McAlpine development of the Treasury building.

Mr CLARKO: I think the Minister will agree with me that it is a matter we must be very
careful with.

Mr Pearce: The McAlpine group, Australian City Properties, has a real track record with
regard to that in Sydney and it will do the same in Perth.

Mr CLARKO: I am not questioning the bona tides of McAlpine and his group. We need to
look at the matter very carefully. I guess when the people started to work on the Palace Hotel
a lot of people were assured that it was going to be done properly.

Mr Pearce: Except that we picked the Australian City Properties group ahead of a number of
others who were bidding for that building on the basis of its track record in the area and not
on the basis of anything else.

Mr CLARKO: That is a very serious matter. Some people spoke about the Castlekeeper's
building at the Perth Technical College. If I were given a choice of keeping only one
building of the two, I would keep the Treasury building every rime.

Mr Pearce: We are all with you there.

Mr CLARKO: There is a mix of architecture there. We also have coming in across the top
of this the document called "CityVision: New Directions for Central Perth". I am sure the
Minister studied this some time back and I do not wish to stretch his memory too much. I
believe there are many excellent things within that document, but there are some things that I
could not accept at any price. I refer, for example, to the suggestion that Langley Park be
suddenly occupied by all sorts of high rise buildings to take away from our very scarce
supply of public reserves. That is totally unacceptable to me.

Mr Pearce: I thought the foreword was one of the better pants of the report, but I do not
disagree with you.

Mr CLARKO: I cannot see the evidence to justify putting people from the lowest income
groups on perhaps the dearest land in Western Australia. It means that the rest of us will pay
for it. Alternatively, if Homeswest pays its fair share of providing housing there for low
income groups, it will not be able to build as many houses in suburbs like Mirrabooka. At
present, people are queuing for homes because of the situation brought on by the
incompetence of this Government. The Government has not made available enough land. A
few weeks ago the Minister had the cheek to put out a Press release saying that nearly 10 000
lots had become available in the previous 12 months. Back in 1976. Cyril Rushton and
company provided 14 000 lots and, I think, 12 000 lots the next year. In 1988 the
Government has released about 9 900 lots and says, "What good boys we are!"

That gives some indication of this Government's ability; I would not put $10 on account with
it. These are the things that should be given careful attention because the Government has
been totally centralist in its actions. It has tried to shift more powers on planning into the
collective hands of a few close friends. It has been involved in some dreadful projects, such
as the Chinese restaurant and its proposals for the Swan Brewery. That has been going on for
years and the truth is that it is a tremendous bungle. In the view of the Liberal Party no
building should be located on that site at all. The best use of the land would be as a passive
recreation area, and that would follow the planning decisions made long before a formal
planning process was set up. The banks of the Swan River are beautiful and the Swan
Brewery is the only building on those banks from Crawley to the city. It is an eyesore and I
cannot understand the people who have suggested that it is an example of tine architecture. I
believe the building was commenced in the 1890s and was added to in the 1920s; it is a
disgrace and it should be demolished. Instead the Government proposes to establish some
form of Aboriginal art gallery exhibiting Aboriginal art from the Northern Territory. It is rnot
an appropriate location for an art gallery; it would be better to locate it in Northbridge close
to the present cultural complex.

The Government has not made available sufficient land for homeowners, and that has had a
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dramatic effect on the price of land. I read a recent newspaper article in which it was stated
that the price of land will rise even higher in Western Australia and that it will approach a
level something like two thirds of Sydney prices. That is an horrendous prospect and it will
become more and more difficult for young people and others to buy houses. Traditionally
Western Australia has a great record for home ownership, but prices have increased by 45 per
cent in the last 12 months. That puts home ownership beyond the reach not only of ordinary
people but also those on middle incomes. This Government has mismanaged this area. It
was reported that high density housing would be necessary, forcing people from areas such as
Cotresloe, Maylands and Trigg into high density accommodation, whether or not they
protested. That is part of the present scenario.

The Government is marking time, getting into trouble while doing so, and not making major
decisions. If by some freak the Government wins the next election, afterwards it will bring
out the nasties such as urban consolidation. That scheme is unacceptable in the main to many
people. Higher density housing could be attained by a natual process of evolution. In the
older suburbs which have quarter acre and larger housing blocks, already duplexes, triplexes
and quadruplexes have been built. It has been done at an acceptable rate to the people in
surrounding areas and they can absorb that rate of growth. In the report on planning for the
future of the Perth metropolitan area it states that the Perth to Fremantle railway will be
electrified and in order to make it work it is necessary for people to be housed in high rise
developments. I think three storeys high is the Minister's theoretical aim, but his practical
loss. That is unacceptable to most people.

I listened with great interest to the Minister when he talked about his support for a rail service
through the northern corridor and tried to make out that the Liberal Party was opposed to it
and favoured the use of buses. That is not true. The Liberal Party is in favour of a rail
service and said so in April and May of ths year. When the proposal was first made in the
days when Cyril Rushton was Minister, the Liberal Party provided for a rail service and the
land is available as a result of its vision in the past. The Liberal Party has provided the
openings and has discussed this proposition. The Minister has said that he can provide a rail
service to the northern suburbs within 12 months; congratulations to him if he can do so.
This city is growing disproportionately in the northemn suburbs - as can be confirmed by the
clerk or the mayor of the City of Warineroo. It is growing rapidly and is set to become the
most populous local authority in Australia within a matter of years, with the exception of the
greater Brisbane council. It needs a proper transport service and any steps the Government
takes would be complementary to the Liberal Party's actions in the past when it acquired the
land necessary to make this possible. If the Minister can find the $120 million or so
necessary to complete this project, good luck to him. That is what we need. If only we could
achieve a situation in which a Labor Government or a Liberal Government would go out of
its way to create urban areas and small centres which were flexible in their development,
functional, and, above all, had high aesthetic qualities we would ensure the survival of a
beautiful metropolitan area.

Mr MENSAROS: [ have only one point to raise in this planning portfolio appropriation; that
is, the method of amending the metropolitan region town planning scheme which, according-
to our Statute, can be done in two ways. The first method is described in section 33 of the
Act and the other in section 33A. Section 33 is intended for more important amendments,
and accordingly its provisions for the amending process are more complicated involving
Parliament itself and, undoubtedly through that it would be more cumbersome for the
Government to institute amendments. On the other hand, section 33A has fewer
requirements and relies more on administrative action and executive discretionary decisions
Therefore, it stands to reason that it is easier for the Government to use this section and it
prefers to do so. For that reason the Government should be on safe ground when choosing
the section 33A solution if it wishes to make an amendment, and it wishes that it should not
be jeopardised in this exercise. The Statute leaves it to the Mlinister and the Town Planning
Commission to decide which avenue to use. I have asked the Minister what policy generally
speaking is used in deciding which of those provisions is chosen for any amendment. The
reply was quite clear and amounted really to the fact that the more serious amendments are
dealt with under section 33. However, that did nor define what would be considered a serious
amendment and it did not specifically mention the people. That is a recurring event with t
Government; it considers many things, such as rules, planning and finance - arid I
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raised this matter in connection with the Subiaco railway land last night - but in none of its
replies to my questions does it mention giving consideration to the interests of the people.

That was my complaint. I raised the two concrete cases, one involving Swan River Drive and
die other in my own electorate involving the amendment of the route of Stephenson Avenue.
7Te second matter interests me slightly more because I have received a considerable number
of complaints from people who live in the area. This area is a new one and is called,
unofficially, Florcat Waters. It comprises the area around the western shores of Herdsman's
Lake. It is a very nice suburb with obviously expensive blocks. They are the old fashioned,
roughly quarter acre sized blocks and there are very beautiful houses being developed there.
People cannot be blamed if they like living there because they paid plenty for blocks and
homes. They were sometimes more expensive than the blocks in City Beach with a view.

Next to these people is where Stephenson Avenue is to be diverted for the advantage of the
developer who plans to develop more northerly areas in the vicinity of Herdsman's Lake with
a much higher density - not necessarily higher rise - development than previously. I have no
doubt that that possibly provides more profit for the developer. At the same Time, nobody
can blame people in the area saying it is to their great disadvantage because they paid for
their land and built beautiful houses. The area has developed as a first class suburb and they
do not want to be in the neighbourhood of something that is much lower class. How this has
not been taken into consideration - what is undoubtedly an acquired right for the people
already living there - is beyond me and can only be explained using the reasoning that I have
used before that the Government does not care about people. It might care about how things
look or what the financial result is, and things like that, but not about the interests of people.

That matter being so important, why has it been dealt with under section 33A instead of
under section 33, the administrative way of going about an amendment to the regional town
plan? The Minister said that according to the policy the area could be dealt with under
section 33A. I then asked the Minister would he give examples at least of which previous
occasions have been dealt with under section 33 and section 33A as, quite logically, that is
the only way one can check on whether the Minister's answer is genuine or proper - by
comparing previous occasions and how things have been dealt with. The answer given was
that that was too much trouble for the Minister, that he would not engage the department, the
commissioner, or whoever to give me that answer. Here we are again in the air and we
cannot decide objectively and seriously whether The path taken by the commission with the
consent of the Minister has been the right one. It definiftely disadvantages people to the
advantage of a developer because the people are living there and the people who will come to
the new development are not there, so one cannot talk about their interests. This is not a
matter of the difference between the interests of some types of people and others, but it is the
interests of people as opposed to a single development company.

The other question I raised, which was not quite responded to, was in connection with Swan
River Drive, which I concede even less should have been dealt with in the easy,
administrative way because it is an important road connecting the inner metropolitan rea to
the outer metropolitan area. What was really outstanding here is that despite the fact it has
been advertised, but has not yet gone through all the official steps of decision making, the
Minister announced publicly that this road was to be abolished. How is justice seen to be
done if one engages in a procedure after the Minister has made a statement that it will be
abolished? He has chosen section 33A and, of course, it is at his discretion, the discretion of
the commidssioner or the discretion of the commission what to do. He announced that earlier,
so why should people take the remaining administrative process seriously? There was a
ministerial decision that "I anm not going to have it, anyhow."

If the Government cares for its reputation in the eyes of people who look seriously at it and
not just as a political sort of throwing around - and that is nor what [ am doing, I am talking
about the interests of the people and the appearance of justice with what appears to be done -
then, of course, it should get away from these types of decisions. I raised this matter because
this is the only way in which we can fight the Government. If we cannot convince it, the only
way is to raise the matter in Parliament and disseminate what we have said in the Parliament
to those people who complain, leaving it to them to decide who is right.

Mrs BEGGS: Comments were made by the member for Karrinyup which need a response in
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relation to the Hepburn Avenue land proposal which has been put forward and which was
open to public comment for a period of time. That land is in my electorate, and long before I
became Minister for Housing, during the five years I was just the member for Whitford, I was
asked constantly by senior citizens in my electorate whether there was any chance at all for
pensioner units to be provided by flomeswesc in the area, with which they were familiar,
where they had the support of their families and doctors, were comfortable with the social
environment, and were familiar with senior citizens clubs and those sorts of things. I knew
that I had a responsibility to respond to those requests and to do what I could to see what
could be done to provide assistance for those people. I approached the Minister for
Education and for Planning at that time about whether the land that had been zoned "special
purpose education" would be required in future under the previous intention for that land,
which it had been suggested would be required for a fute university. Knowing that tertiary
institutions had been provided in the Joondalup region, I urged the Minister for Education to
release that land for rezoning for the purpose of providing housing for many people in the
northern suburbs, particularly aged people who were desperately in need of housing.

It has been suggested by the member for Karrinyup that somehow or other I have ignored the
wishes of my electorate on this issue. That is totally untrue. What happened was that I
proceeded through the normal channels, and so did the Governent through the'local
authority, to have that area rezoned. As it turned out, there was quite an amount of public
debate as to whether that land should be reserved because of its environmental value. I have
stated constantly to people who have objected to the rezoning that I respect their objections
based on the fact that it should be left in its natural state and not be used for housing, but I
have made it clear to those people that as the local member I have a responsibility to all
members of the community and not just one section of it. As a result of the debate that raged
in the community for some time certain divisions were created that were most unfortunate
because elderly people - perhaps people desperate for some sort of housing in the northern
suburbs because of their special needs - were pitted against a group of people who were
already housed and who had a desire to keep that land as bushland.

I made it perfectly clear to the people who held a view which was different from maine that I
respected their position. I gave them instructions about how to make their position known to
the Government, and told them that any decision made by the Government would be made on
the best of planning grounds. The member for Karrinyup accused me of wasting taxpayers'
funds by using my car to ferry senior citizens to a ratepayers' meeting called by the group
which was opposed to the rezonting. He referred to those people as "fodder". I rake absolute
exception to those comments, on behalf of all the senior citizens in my electorate with whom
I have the pleasure of having contact on a regular basis.

Mr Clarko: The word "fodder" had nothing to do with age. Napoleon was the first man to
get all members of the community to follow something. Those people were electoral fodder -
the young, the old and the in between.

Mrs BEGGS: The member for Karrinyup is just a big bag of wind, and I do not ever want to
tr to out talk him because everything he says is slur and innuendo, as is everything said by
every other member of the Opposition. I attended the meeting after being at two other
functions. The senior citizens who attended that meeting made their own transport
arrangements. Their view was that the land should be made available for housing because of
their concern about their future and their desire to be located in the area on a permanent basis.

Mr Clarko: Did you taxi them backwards and forwards?

Mrs BEGGS: The member knows that I did not.

Mr Clarko: Did your driver give a lift to any of those people?

Mrs B EGGS: The senior citizens' organisations in my electorate mnade their own
arrangements to get to the meeting, using their own bus transport. The member for
Karrinyup seems to forget that many elderly people find it very difficult to drive at night.
Many of them do not have their own cars, but they do have access to their own bus. Itris only
a small bus, and one group of senior citizens brought that bus to the meeting. Those people
were dropped off at the meeting, and the bus driver was to return to pick up another group of
people who were standing at a street corner, waiting for the bus to return. The bus broke
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down, and the bus driver was concerned about the elderly people who were waiting our in the
cold to be picked up. My driver was trying to assist the bus driver to fix the bus. He camne up
to me in the meeting and explained what had happened. I said, "That is really dreadful",
because no-one could phone those people because they were waiting on a street corner. I told
my driver to pick up those people and bring them back to the meeting; which he did with my
approval.

Mr Clarko: So you did not give a lift to anybody in any other circumstances of need?

Mrs BEGGS: No, I did not. After the meeting had finished, an elderly couple, who live in
Hilars, were standing outside. They were supposed to get a lift home with somebody else,
but they could not find that person. I told them I was going their way, because I live in
Hillarys. and asked them if they wanted a lift home. If the member for Karrinyup considers
that is wasting taxpayers' money,!I can tell him what I will do.

Mr Clarko: Have you told me the whole story - that every person who went to that meeting,
with whom you were associated, was there only because their vehicle broke down or
because -

Mrs BEGGS: They were the only people who rude in my car.

Mr Clarko: You did not try to stack the meeting?

Mrs B EGGS: The member for Karrinyup is being absolutely offensive, and if that is a waste
of taxpayers' funds, I will continue to waste them in that way to service the needs of people
in my electorate for a long time to come.
Mr Clarko: Your chauffeur comes here every night. When we were in Government we did
not have 15 cars and drivers out there to give us a lift home.
Mrs BEGGS: The member for Karrinyup should know that I do not hold a driver's licence
and I do not drive.

Mr Clarko: It costs the taxpayers more money because you do not drive. Why do you not
learn to drive?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Order! I ask the Minister for Housing to return to
the main topic of the debate - planning matters - and to try to resist the temptation to respond
to every interjection, otherwise we will drift right off the topic.

Mrs BEGGS: It is difficult to keep to the topic when I am being personally attacked in a
debate. I find it very offensive that the member for Karrinyup should suggest I am using
taxpayers' money in a way that is not legitimate. I also take offence to the fact that the
member for Karrinyup is so extremely chauvinistic- I feel very sorry for the member for
Karrinyup, who has a narrow view of the world and has no generosity of spirit towards
women or aged pensioners in the community.

Mr PEARCE: I do not want to take up the time of the House because although we are trying
to progress through the Budget, the spokesman for the Opposition has used the whole time
available and it looks like we will be in for a late Christmas this year, or a guillotine on the
Budget.
Mr Clarko: I would enjoy your last few weeks in Government, if I were you.

Mir PEARCE: The fact that the Liberal Party has been able to help bring about the collapse
of a financial institution in this State has clearly led some members opposite to think they are
just a short step away from the big cars. The envious comments made by the member for
Kanrinyup to the Minister for Housing showed the true spirit of members opposite. The
collapse of Rothwells has had one salutary effect on the State of Western Australia: In the
course of the last week, people have started to review the prospect of a Liberal Government
in this State for the next four years. People have started to look at the member for Karrinyup,
who will be the next Minister for Planning if there is a Liberal Government. We in this
House have seen him in action for the last hour. He has given a statesmanlike speech: We
heard again the brewery speech, the high rise speech, and the Chinese restaurant speech - all
for the umnpteenth time. The member for Karrinyup is a kind of distorting historian of the
Parliament; he has an incorrect recollection of what has occurred. I referred to him as a
Reader's Digest anthology in terms of his previous speeches, but it is in fact a Reader's
Digest anthology that has fallen into the water, and all the letters have blurred and run into
each other, and the sentences do not make much sense.
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Mr House: As long as you do not come along tomorrow morning and give the Opposition a
lecture about wasting time during the Budget debate.

Mr PEARCE: I have spoken for two minutes in the Budget debate, and I am following on
from a Budget speech from the Opposition which started at 7.15 pm. It is now 8.50 pm, and
in the course of that speech by the member for Karrinyup we did not hear any new facts.
Nothing new! We had one issue raised by the member for Floreat with regard to the sections
33 and 33A amendments to the metropolitan region scheme.

In regard to the member for Karrinyup, the people of Western Australia are looking at the
next Minister for Planning, and what kind of a city vision does the next Minister have? The
simple answer is, "None". Here is a person in his dotage who loves to relive the old
arguments. I enjoyed the argument about the Swan Brewery with the member the first time.
The second time I sort of enjoyed it; it became a little ho-humn the third time; but now it is
getting a bit beyond it when he gives a speech of that kind in the Parliament. It is a waste of
the Chamber's time to go through that when we should be considering serious matters facing
this State. If there is ever an opportunity for the Opposition to establish itself as the
legitimate alternative Government it is during the course of the Budget debate. Every time a
Division comes up, with an election in the offing, Opposition members have an opportunity
to stand and say, "This is what we will do in the planning area; this is our vision for transport;
this is our vision for housing." We are having none of that visionary stuff. We do not event
have a new speech from the shadow Ministers. It is a pretty feeble effort. Even the member
for Contesloe, who must be the most dishonest member of the Chamber when it comes to
making assertions during the Budget debate -

Witdrawal of Remark
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Order! I ask the Leader of the House to resume
his seat. He should withdraw that comment made about the member for Cortesloe; it is an
unparliamentary expression.

Mr PEARCE: I withdraw it, Mr Deputy Chairman. I regret having to do so, but I do so out
of respect for your good self.

Comititee Resumed
Mr PEARCE: Let me tell members about the member for Cottesloe. I was reading a book of
poems by a gentleman called Roger McGough the other night. I struck a poem which might
have referred directly to the member for Contesloe, because he would be the most right wing
member of the Chamber, and now he pretends to claim that be is on the side of the individual.
This is the way Mr McGougb's poem went -

There are fascists
pretending to be
humanitarians
like cannibals on a health kick
eating only
vegetarians

I thought that summed up the member for Coutesloe in an appropriate way.

Mr Court: The member for Kalgoorlie laughed, but he was the only one.

Mr PEARCE: Members opposite all looked a bit glum; they are not known for their literary
talents. The member for Floreat raised the question of sections 33 and 33A amendments. It
is not possible for me to give him now, as it was not when he asked the definitive question,
guidelines about what constitutes a major or a minor amendment to the metropolitan region
scheme. It depends on a whole range of circumstances, including the likely controversial
nature of any amendments, the impact on the local environment and the extent to which it has
been pre-empted by other amendments or planning decisions made or discussions going on.
In general terms, if a matter is likely to be controversial, if it is a new matter, if it is not
something expected by people, I send it through the major amendment route. If it is a
relatively minor amendment - something which has been much discussed amongst the
community and the views are well known; if it is not likely to be controversial or make an
immediate impact on the scheme - I send it through the minor route. I do not see the need for
unnecessary bureaucracy in the planning process, and to make major amendments in
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every change to the metropolitan region scheme would be unnecessary and costly to
developers. Equally, if the public is likely to want to have a significant input, we send it
through the major amendment process to make sure that the views of people are herd and
listened to and perhaps acted upon.

I am sorry that the discussion on the State Planning Commission has been of such a desultory
and uninformative nature this evening. This is a particularly important area for this State. I
lake great pride in my four years as Minister for Planning. I believe we have been able to set
in train many things which could affect this country for decades to come. One of the things I
take the greatest pride in is that, by raising issues like high rise buildings in the city of Perth
and other questions of central city planning, we have developers acting in quite a different
way from the way they were acting five or six years ago. The developments and projects
coming forward for Perth now reflect an understanding on behalf of architects and developers
that a whole new ball game is going on. We cannot just put up the old glass towers with
concrete forecourts in the way which was so easy during the time of the Liberal Government.
Our approach will give a heart and soul to this city which was destroyed during the years
preceding this Government. It is now so firmly ingrained in the attitudes of architects and
developers that it will survive even the "next Minister for Planning".

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the year -

Mr CLARKO: Did members hear the Minister for Planning? He pointed to me as the next
Minister for Planning! My colleague said his speech sounded like a valedictory address.
The vote last year for this itemn was about $14.5 million, while expenditure was $1t5.3 million.
That is not a great increase. However, the Minister is proposing to spend $19 million this
year, an increase of almost $4 million; that is a substantial amount and I would appreciate an
explanation. A little lower, under corporate management, is an increase of $2.2 million, from
$3.3 million to $5.5 million - again, quite a substantial amount. The Metropolitan Region
Improvement Fund shows an increase of roughly $1 million on $5 million - a 20 per cent
increase. Study projects has dropped from $800 000 to $400 000. Perhaps that was because
they were doing a report on the future planning of Perth or something of that sort. Perhaps
the Minister is proposing to do less major planning projects and things of that nature. I
would appreciate an explanation of A these significant variations.

Mr COURT: Does the area of Strategic Plannirng and Policy include the people involved in
the planning of the Swan Brewery development? I am very critical of some of the things
which have taken place.

Mr Pearce: It does not, so you are out of order.

Mr COURT: They do not have anything to do with the planning?

Mr Pearce: All the planning for the Swan Brewery has been done by the developers.

Mr COURT: Has the State Planning Commission been involved in giving approvals?

Mr Pearce: Only in the sense that it gives approval for development; it is not involved in the
development application.

Mr COURT: Have all the final approvals gone through for the Swan Brewery
redevelopment?

Mr Pearce: Yes. My understanding is that they have. They are cycled through the City of
Perth.
Mr COURT: I have put on notice today a number of questions about the brewery
development, and I look forward to receiving the answers. I am a very strong opponent of
what has taken place there - the bus station development and the casino on that foreshore
area. If the Minister wants to talk about all these environmental approvals -

The DEPUTY CHAIR.MAN: I am sorry, I am not tring to obstruct the course of your
speech deliberately, but I really think the opportunity for you to raise these general matters
was in the general debate. I ask you specifically to refer to item 1, or bring your comments to
an end.

Mr COURT: I made a point of asking about the State Planning Commission's involvement
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in putting through the necessary planning approvals for the brewery development. I believe
that when $19 million is spent on a planning commission, and we are discussing these items,
it is proper to ask whether these people were involved in the planning process for the
brewery. I have made my point. I just wanted to say that I regard what took place with the
brewery redevelopment as the wrong way to go; I am bitterly opposed to the location of that
bus station; and I have to laugh when ntenmbers opposite say they have concern for the
environment and conservation when they allowed what they did to be built on that casino sire.
We see all the parking problems they have there, and it has muined a good foreshore area.

Mr PEARCE: I despair at comments like that. That was a muddy rubbish tip framed by a
cement works before this Government came into office.

Mr Court: It could have become a park.

Mr PEARCE: If that is the member's view and he is to be the next Minister for Planning on
his side - or whoever it will be, and they are all squabbling over getting their noses in the
trough already - let me tell the member that I have no doubt he will be putting heritage orders
on rubbish tips. I cannot believe that members opposite cannot remember back to 1982 and
the way things were then. That casino site was a disgraceful bit of foreshore; it was an
absolutely disgraceful entrance to the city. International visitors who drove in from the
airport passed a muddy rubbish tip and a sign the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's dad put
up saying "Kagoshima Park". If I had been a Japanese tourist I would have turned around
and got back on the plane. At least we have had the capacity to clean up that whole foreshore
and put that area back into some kind of order.

The member for Karrinyup asked a few questions about money, and these are the
circumstances. With regard to the increases in the first item, part is due to the four per cent
productivity agreement and salary increments normally available to the commission. There
has been considerable upgrading of computer hardware and that provides an increase of
$1 493 000 over the 1987-88 allocation for both hardware and software packaging. Other
staffing costs which are on the increase include the employer's contribution to
superannuation and the workers' compensation insurance account. We have discussed
superannuation elsewhere in the Budget debate, because with the old scheme and the new
scheme some of those who have chosen to go to the new scheme take out lump sum
superannuation payments, and some of those payments have been charged back to the
departments involved.

With regard to the metropolitan region improvement fund, the increase relates in part to
additional funding because the fund was used to acquire additional land in the Buckland Hill
area which was put aside for public open space. Normally only 10O per cent of the land is
required to be set aside for public open space but because of the sensitive nature of that area
the Government insisted on 30 per cent and we made an allowance of $1 million from the
fund to purchase additional public open space in the Buckland Hill area. Does that answer all
the member's questions?

Mr Clarko: Yes, thank you very much.

Division 42 put anid passed.
Division 43: Western Australian Heritage Committee, $805 000 - put and passed.
Division 44: Electoral Commission, $4 882 000 -
Mr MENSAROS: As Opposition spokesman on electoral matters, first I would like to
compliment the Electoral Commissioner and most of his staff, as far as I know them, because
it seems to me at least that they have a better understanding of the needs of elected
parliamentary representatives than has been the case almost ever before, perhaps with some
exceptions, including the present commissioner's predecessor who also always extended
every courtesy.

The present commissioner apparently is giving more and more service now to members of
Parliament. He not only supplies them with the computer printout of amendments to the
electoral roll but also, as the Commonwealth has done for some time, provides them with
stickers of newly enrolled constituents to whom, if the members so wish, they can send a
welcoming letter or any other communication. The Premier has emphasised occasionally,
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and I quite agree, that one should give credit where it is due, and generally speaking I think
the commissioner deserves that credit because I for one have often felt with other
departments - not that I have been greatly concerned - that there is a very clear distinction
between members on the Government side of Parliament and members of the Opposition. Of
course, that should not be so, and particularly should not be so on the admonition of the
Minister. All elected members have exactly the same rights. The only difference, which is
again nothing more nor less than additional responsibility really, is that some majority party
members are members of the Executive - or the Ministry, as we call it - as well. This attitude
of the Electoral Commissioner is quite refreshing. It rather reminds me of the attitude in the
United States where they do not even talk about Government and Opposition parties but
rather just refer to the majority and minority parties.

This commendation of mine does not mean, however, that there are not quite a number of
fields where improvements could be made. Now that the whole of the Electoral Office is
computerised I suppose an endeavour should be made - as we heard lately that very belatedly
the Crown Law Department would like to computerise all the Statutes and keep them up to
date with amendments - for the electoral software requested by members to be available not
only through businesses created for that purpose but also at first hand from the Electoral
Department. I think members would not mind even if initially there were some charge for
that; it would be easier than getting it via commercial means. Obviously the additional
technology must be set up in order to acquire these information packages which are or can be
made available much more easily considering the existing material at the Electoral Office. Of
course, a further improvement would be made if - and I am speaking a little hazily here
because I am not an expert on computer matters - members could use their existing word
processors-cum-computers to gain access to that software.

That would improve the situation regarding the habitat indexes particularly. I do not know
whether members really attach sufficient importance to that. I am not talking about winning
elections but about properly servicing the electorate. The year before I was first elected,
when I was endorsed, I created a manual habitat index of my electorate. At that time there
were no computers and the roll was kept manually. One could get hold of additions to the
roll only if one went in to the Electoral Office personally. I took a tape recorder there and
dictated the additions, amendments and so on and, having a master roll in my office, I had my
girls write in the amendments manually. At the same time I developed a habitat roll on cards.
That simply meant that, with the help of volunteers, I had a system - and still do - with a card
for every residence, be it a single house, a flat, or whatever.

The names of the people on the electoral roll are manually written onto cards, which is an
enormous advantage because whenever one is approached by a constituent, or one reads
about him or her, one can access those cards and can have notes made on them. If a new
approach is made one can recall all the previous contacts one had with one's electors. In an
electorate like mine the turnover is even lower than the average turnover in the metropolitan
area. That is because the people who live in my electorate are well established and usually
move away only if they are transferred in the course of their occupations or if they want to
leave a bigger house for a retirement village or a smaller house. This system would be a
great help. To do this manually today wastes a lot of time and perhaps there are not as many
volunteers as there used to be. If this computer habitat record is available, one would have all
this information on computer rather than keeping it manually. I can assure everyone that this
would be of enormous value.
Another point is very interesting and I again commend the commissioner on this matter. In
spite of our arguments the Government insisted on wiping mention of occupations from the
electoral reform legislation. Fortunately, the Electoral Commissioner kept that on the roll. It
is a tremendously useful guide and I never understood, nor was I able to get sufficient
explanation to satisfy me, the reason the Government wanted to do away with that.

Mr Pearce: It was never up to date. I am still on the roll as a teacher, or I was for years.
People stay on the roll as homemakers, for example, when they are working or they have
changed jobs.

Mr MENSAROS: I know that some people would not change their occupations on the roll. I
think this attitude of indifference is something we suffer generally today. My criticism
against many things is based precisely on the philosophy I espoused now. If one finds
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mistakes or criminal infringements of the law, one tries to remedy those mistakes or
infringements instead of casting out a drag net and bringing everyone in. That demonstrates
the negativity of what the Minister just said - that is, that we should do away with it because
it is not perfect. We should endeavour to make it perfect instead of doing away with it. [ can
give the Chamber a perfect example: Even younger members might remember Mr Bill
Lonnie, who was the Under Secretary - as heads of departments were once called modestly -
of the Premier's Department. He served different Premiers of different political persuasions
and he was respected by all of them. In addition he was also the President of the Returned
Servicemen's League and a respected citizen. For a while he lived in my electorate - he lived
in the same place all the time, but through redistribution Daglih, the area he lived in, went to
the Subiaco electorate - and he figured on the roll, as the Minister rightly said, as a driver. He
started his career as a Government driver; he never bothered to change that, despite the fact
that he later became the Under Secretary of what is now the Department of the Premier and
Department of the Cabinet. That somewhat funny example does not mean it should be done
away with. [ comtmend the Electoral Commuissioner for not doing away with it because it is
difficult enough, for example, not to be able to distinguish female electors, arid whether they
are married women or single women. One can have a guess after seeing two or three people
enrolled in the same place, even if one does not have a habitat index as I do, because one
immediately picks that they have been living together there so one must be mum and the
other must be the daughter. However, the occupation gives one the clue. The generation of
which my electorate is largely composed is still very proud to bear the occupation of
"housewife"; they are not ashamed of being homemakers. Of course, as opposed to a student
or other type of occupation, whether it be a model or whatever, one was able to know who
was whom in the family. Also, one might draft letters differently if one writes to a
bricklayer, a solicitor or a medical practitioner. In the interests of servicing the people and in
the interests of representation, it is tremendously important to have occupations listed. For
that reason I am happy the Electoral Commissioner decided not to follow the letter of the law.
As I said earlier, we could not persuade the Government that this should not be removed
under the new electoral laws.
My complimentary comments do not detract from the serious inefficiency of the Electoral
Act as it is now and as we have had to suffer it. I say that without any hesitation because I
am quite convinced that the Electoral Act is not equitable from many points of view. If one
looks at the Electoral Act - and we are debating the appropriations for the Electoral
Commission now - it has to be equitable, particularly as people wish, in today's party
dominated political world, that the percentage of the popular vote cast for a party should be
as near as possible to the percentage of the result of representatives who are and have been
elected to Parliament. That is one condition with which most people would agree.

The other, equally important condition should be that it could result in proper representation,
because somebody might argue - and it has been argued often in this place - that if there were
total proportional representation, that would bring one closer to equity regarding a popular
vote for the party and the resulting percentage of members of that same party. That might be
so but as I have often said - and I hesitate to say it because I hope it is not considered to be
tedious repetition - proportional representation would result in no representation at all.
Proportional representation equals no representation because members who are elected on
that basis have one allegiance only, which is not to the electorate but to the party machinery
which nominated them. If they are high enough on the list, they are elected regardless of
what they do and the proverbial drover's dog comes into consideration. If they are not high
enough on the list, and they could be excellent candidates, they have no chance of being
elected. Somehow the two must be combined.
Mr Deputy Chairman, I think you will agree that the present electoral law is designed
particularly for unjust results in the upper House. In the lower House it is simply a handicap
deliberately given to the Liberal Party - not against the National Party, just the Liberal Party -
by extending the metropolitan area at the request of the former deputy Leader of the National
Party. He had no interest whatsoever in that area because no candidate from that party since
Mr R.C. Owen, who was the last Country Party member for Darling Range, has represented
that area. However by extending the metropolitan area, the former deputy Leader of the
National Party halved the fringe seats, which with one exception belonged to the Liberal
Party. Only we had a handicap there; the system did not change with the single
A64871-10
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electorates. In the upper House it was designed in order to have the most undemocratic
solution. What do I call "undemocratic"? I think we generally accept that democracy is the
rule of the majority. It should be tagged with the provision that the minority interest should
be taken into consideration. The upper House electoral system results in the rule of the
minority.

The design was that the minority pasty should have the balance of power;, that has been
achieved but it is utterly undemocratic. The fact that this has been achieved according to the
design of the National Party has been demonstrated by the reply of the National Party to the
request by the Australian Democrats regarding their platform dealing with electoral matters.
The National Party replied - this is public knowledge because the Australian Democrats
chose to publish it - that it was able to amend the electoral laws according to its policies.
What I said at the beginniing of debate is true, although it has been denied. The legislation
was enacted according to the wishes of t National Party, which the Labor Party accepted.
This resulted in the situation where the minority parry will be holding power in the upper
House. The setting up the nine regions in itself is designed so that the most likely result
under all circumstances will be a hung House. Of course an immense landslide could result
but that could change only slightly the hung House situation by at the most one or two votes.
When we talk about the electoral system by the Electoral Commissioner it is worthwhile
examining how other countries have coped with endeavours. to have an equitable electoral
system. from the point of view of both representation, which is most important, and party
representation in the Parliament. Despite the fact that I have studied 17 countries in
connection with electoral systems, I will give only two examples. The results of my studies
were fascinating. In Bavaria, which is the largest State of the Federated German Republic -
or West Germany, as it is commonly called - although single electorates exist the result was
not always near to the popular vote. I always use the argument that if we move away from
single electorates we have no representation whatsoever. A congenial solution in Bavaria
was to combine the two systems. In that country approximately 200 members represent
individual electorates; an additional 100 members were added on the basis of proportional
representation. When I was briefed on the situation - I received booklets on the laws and I
was fortunate that German is one of my mother tongues - I was told proudly that the result
was achieved because the lower House has an almost perfect correlation between popular
vote and party member representation. The upper House has a different structure which is
more or less apolitical. It has expertise in almost everything but I will not go into that.

That is in strong contrast to our situation. In an endeavour to have a one-vote-one-value
system where single electorates are retained - again I need to emphasise this point - we see a
crass example of the inequity of the one-vote-one-value system in Western Australia. In the
Federal field the one-vote-one-value system applies. In the 1960s and 1970s Western
Australia held 10 Federal seats with the one-vote-one-value system; nine of those seats were
Liberal and one was Labor. But have we ever received 90 per cent of the vote? The best
vote that we had was about 55 per cent although we held nine seats. At the moment we have
13 seats, nine Labor - precisely 70 per cent. Has the Labor Party ever received 70 per cent of
the vote in a Federal election? I recall that the statistic is 50.02 per cent. The situation is
patently inequitable and unjust, yet the bible of the Labor Party promotes this system. I do
not know whether the Labor Parry has considered this but I will give it the benefit of the
doubt. The most interesting point here is that the Labor Parry has promoted the one-vote-
one-value system and even produced car stickers promoting such a system. However, the
Labor Parry removed that provision from the electoral laws; the Labor Attorney General in
the upper House took action to remove the relevant section from the legislation. Had he not
done so the one-yore-one-value system would prevail now in this Stare. I do not support
proportional party representation because the result is not a good representation in this
country.

My next example relates to a simple solution brought about in British Columbia, a very
beautiful Province in Canada. This Province has single electorates; redistribution of
electorates did not take place because the thought was that representation is the most
important part of the elected members. In British Columbia. they believe thar if electorates
are redistributed frequently, as in Australia, the incumbents lose touch with the constituents.
Better representation takes place if the old boundaries remain because members become used
to the facilities, schools, sporting organisations and so on. This Province realised that as the
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number of electors grows, the situation becomes inequitable. Within those areas, which we
call metropolitan areas, some seats are three times the size of others. So instead of a
redistribution taking place, extra members were added within a certain boundary. The
solution was an interesting one, resulting in electorates with either one, two or three
representatives, and equality is then retained. That situation also exists in the State of
Massachusetts in the United States of America.
I think that my observations will be valuable when our Government is considering future
electoral laws. As spokesman for the Liberal Party in this area, I can assure the Government
that should we become the Government we will be occupied with devising a much more
equitable system based on the thought that the system should express the popular party vote
within the Parliament, and should maintain the most complete representation for members in
each electorate.
Mr HOUSE: I cannot allow the comments of the member for Floreat to go by without
making a few remarks. I am somewhat disappointed in the member's comments because we
have debated this so called electoral reform legislation many timnes over the years in this
Parliament. I would have hoped that we had debated it to the stage where the tedious
repetition which we have just heard would not occur.

Mr Lightfoot: Repetitious, but not tedious.

Mr HOUSE: It was repetitious; whether it was tedious I leave to members' judgment. Some
of the comments by the member for Floreat are not correct. The extension of the
metropolitan area under the new electoral reform legislation reflects the true metropolitan
area. Some of the Legislative Assembly seats previously designated as country seats were
not country seats and they are now within the metropolitan region as they rightly should be.
The National Party bargained very hard to protect the rights of country people. We make no
excuse for that. In fact, we are proud of the fact that we managed to achieve for country
people a greater representation in this Parliament and we are proud that we managed to
achieve for country people a protection of their rights when those rights could be overridden
by city people. That is part of the business and we are pleased with what we achieved.

There is no denying that the member for Floreat made a very telling point in relation to the
election of some minority groups to the newly reformed upper House under the new
legislation. However, surely those people are entitled to have their views aired in the
Parliament and are entitled to a spokesman in this place. I do not think we can have a system
where the majority continually rules the minority. Surely that is not fair and equitable either.
I remind the member for Floreat that not only the National Party bargained in relation to the
Bill; the Liberal Party also did a lot of bargaining and tried to gain a situation that was
advantageous to it. That is proper and fair. However, it lost and the National Party managed
to protect the rights of country people. It is proud to have done that.

Mr PEARCE: Electoral matters are always controversial. However, at the outset, it was
good to hear the tribute paid by the member for Floreat to the new Electoral Commuission and
the work of the comissioner. The commuission is a truly independent body. As its Minister
I have nothing but a fleeting and minimal contact with it. I do not seek to do anything other
than introduce legislation and I do not seek to have a serious overview of the commission. I
leave it alone, confident that it is doing its job pmoperly.

I think the commrission has made a deliberate decision to try to upgrade the quality of
electoral services to members. The member for Floreat reminded me of how the former
Premier, Sir Charles Court, reminisced about the old days. When it comes to tedious
repetition, if there is one story that I have heard in this House more often than the brewery
issue, it was Sir Charles telling the story every Budget about the facilities that existed for
members in his day when we complained about the lack of facilities. He told us that when he
came here there were only two typists, one of whom was friendly to members, and the other
who was a tough old dragon. Apparently, members queued up for the friendly typist to type
their letters. That was the extent of services that those members had and we were told that
that was all we needed. I think times have changed and circumstances at the Electoral
Commission have changed, also. I do niot think the services provided to members are
excessive. The State bears the cost of having electoral assistants typing addresses on letters
to send to new electors. Electoral people may as well do that sort of work rather than tasks of
drudgery that can be done more easily by computers.
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The member for Floreat was treading on thin and dangerous ice when he raised the one-vote-
one-value issue as was amply demonstrated by the Deputy Leader of the National Party. I
took some heart from the speech made by the Deputy Leader of the National Party because I
have no doubt that should the Liberal Party be elected to Government at the forthcoming
election, the first thing it will do is seek to change the electoral system to ensure what
happened to it six years ago cannot ever happen again; that is, be defeated by the Labor Party.
Mlr Court: You are convinced that that change will occur, aren't you?

Mr PEARCE: That is my belief. Members of the Liberal Party held a series of meetings
three or four years ago to consider their approach to the electoral laws. The member for
Floreat was then, as he is now, the Liberal Party's spokesman on electoral matters. They
spoke at those meetings about instituting the Queensland zonal system and held a meeting at
Liberal Party headquarters in Colin Street to discuss that system. I have in my possession a
copy of the agenda paper for that meeting with the recommendations of that committee
chaired by the member for Cottesloe before he was Leader of the Opposition and the various
amendments to those recommendations moved by members of the Liberal Party caucus.
There were never any public announcements about the decisions that were reached at those
meetings. The whole things was kept very quiet. Instead of raising these electoral questions
publicly, members of the Liberal Party adopted a policy of secrecy. It may be that I have
jumped to conclusions in believing that there is something sinister in the secrecy that fell over
their electoral policy. However, this Government looks forward to a clear statement of the
Opposition's electoral policy before the election so that we can make a judgment about the
truth of what I am saying. In the absence of any such statement, or maybe in the presence of
it, depending on what it says, I remain convinced that should the Liberal Party be returned to
Government they will seek to establish a Queensland style gerrymander by increasing the
ring around the rural cities of this State in order to bring in enough rural areas to make sure
that those city seats cannot be held by Labor candidates.

Like the Queensland National Party, this Liberal Party will make sure that that gerrymander
does not help their coalition colleagues either. In the same way that the Queensland
Nationals moved to make sure that the gerrymander undercut the Liberal Party even more
than it undercut the Opposition, this State's Liberal Party gerrymanider will ensure that it
establishes positions which will make it impossible for the National Party to gain a position
of prominence in a coalition. I believe the Deputy Leader of the National Party is aware of
this prospect. The Liberal Party will do that by seeking to re-establish the fringe nmetropolitan
electorates as quasi rural electorates in the same way that the Liberal Party has won elections
for about three decades until 1983 by pretending that seats such as that held by the member
for Kalamunda within eight kilometres of the GPO are mural seats, while my seat of Armadale
which is 20 kilometres from the GPO and Rockingham which is 30 kilometres from the GPO
are counted as metropolitan seats.

Everyone on the Opposition benches has gone very coy about these matters, but that is what
the Opposition has in mind. Furtherore, that is not a new policy; it is a clear and deliberate
policy arranged before the last election. The Liberal Party would have put that policy in
place after the last election if it had been elected, and it will certainly do it after the next one
should it be elected.

Mr Blaikie: That sounded like a note of irony, "1should it be elected".

Mr Court: He said, "When it is elected".

MVr PEARCE: I said, "should it be elected" that is what the party will do.

Mr Court: Do you know what will happen? You will be able to get a good night's sleep.
You are becoming pretty tired looking.

Mr PEARCE: I certainly would not mind a good night's sleep. However, I do not know that
I would sleep too soundly in my bed if I knew that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition had
his pen on the electoral map. That would be a matter of grave concern to me and to the
people of Western Australia.
Item 4: Services and Contracts -

Mr BLAIKIE: Last year the expenditure on this item was $424 000. It has been increased
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this year to $752 000. Can the Minister tell the House what the full expenditure on services
and contracts will be? Could he also indicate what is involved in consumable supplies, the
next item? It was interesting in a debate on another portfolio that we uncovered that a
Minister's overseas travel expendimtre totalled $155 000. 1 am not indicating that that is the
case here. It would be far more efficient if thiis Government and subsequent Governments
tabled the relevant papers in relation to all of these items because, firankly, they are not
Cabinet documents; they are items of public expenditure and they should be available for
public scrutiny by all members of Parliament.
Mr D.L. Smith: Will you also undertake to do that when you are in office?

Mr BLAIICIE: If I had to make the decision, yes I would do it.

Several members interjected.

Mr BLALKIE: If members want to make those sonts of interjections I can assure them they
will sit in this Chamber longer than they anticipate.

Mr Pearce: If you use that threat I will use the threat of the guillotine.

Mr BLAIIGE: While I am on my feet the Leader of the House does not have the opportunity
to do that.

I ask the Leader of the House and his ministerial colleagues that when dealing with items in
the Budget they table the papers relevant to the expenditure of various departments. I repeat
for the last time that we are debating items involving public expenditure and the information
relative to the Budget papers should be readily available to all members of Parliament. The
infonmation is part of the public record. There is no reason that those papers cannot be
tabled. It would allow members who have an interest, as I have in this item, to peruse the
information and if they wished to ask further questions of Ministers they could do so. If the
members were satisfied with the information contained in those papers the progress of this
Chamber would be speeded up and members would be far better off than they are now. I
look forward to the Minister's comments and to a change with regard to his cooperation.

Mr PEARCE: I have been in this Chamber for 12 years and apart from Axthur Tonkin I
cannot recall a more cooperative Leader of the House.
The member for Vasse has asked for a greater level of derail in the accounts produced to
Parliament.
Mr Blaikie: Leave them on the Table of the House.

Mr PEARCE: We do that. The Budget papers are the accounts of the State and they are
made available to the Chamber. Members who feel those papers are not sufficiently detailed
can raise questions to seek further detail. If I were to table the relevant documents with
regard to the Western Australian Electoral Commission the member would be given the same
set of accounts, but they would contain a greater level of detail. Members would still want to
ask questions in a greater level of detail. The only way to satisfy a complete level of detail is
to bring every receipt and pay slip with which the department is involved to the Parliament.
If this were done, there would be a mountain of paper that would stretch from the floor to the
ceiling of the Chamber for each department.

Mr Blaikie: In due course, whether in the life of the next Government or the one after that,
that is what will happen. That is what happens in the Federal Parliament. It is the only way
you can obtain a reasonable understanding of the Budget papers in order that all members of
Parliament are properly informed.

Ms PEARCE: For six years I experienced what it was like in this place when the Liberal
Party was in Government. Trying to obtain information from the Ministers was like
extracting hens' teeth. When it came to the Budget papers Sir Charles Court understood
them but no-one else did.

Mr Blaikie: I did not agree with the way the Budget debate proceeded when I was on the
Government side.

Ms PEARCE: I did not agree with the rulings that the member for Vasse made when he was
Chairman of the Budget debate.

The member is seeking information about whether this item covers overseas travel. He has a
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fascination with this subject. It covers security services, freight cartage, and departmental
advertising - there has been a significant increase in this area because the commission has
involved itself to a substantial level in advertising the new electoral system. It did that with
regard to the Balga and Ascot by-elections and has been running a campaign to encourage
young people to enrol.
Mr Blaikie: What did it cost this year? They have been running an advertising campaign for
the last two or three weeks.
Mr& PEARCE: I do not have the finial figures for the total advertising, but my recollection is
that it is more than $ 100 000. The other associated costs are legal fees, general insurance,
data processing charges, service charges on equipment, motor vehicle licences, extraneous
elections - the by-elections - Commonwealth-State joint enrolment, cleaning contract and
contract expenses generally entered into by the department.

Division -44 put and passed.

Division 31: Mines, $39398000-
Mr COURT: The mining industry is economically one of the most important industries in
this State. The mining and agricultural industries combined are very much the driving force
of' this State's economy. It was interesting that when this Government came to power we
were repeatedly told that this State was relying too much on its mining and agricultural
industries and that it should become more involved in the high technology industry. I recall
the fanner Deputy Premier continually making speeches about "high tech". What he should
have been speaking about was reinforcing the strengths we had in those two sectors because
they will be the salvation of this State. It is important that high technology is used to ensure
the mining and agricultural industries continue to be world leaders. It is interesting to note
that in 1987 Western Australia's mineral exports were worth $6.3 billion and accounted for
more than 60 per cent of the State's total exports. More than 80 per cent of the State's
mineral products are exported, which means that the mining industry is heavily dependent on
international commodity prices. Some of the minerals in this State are still experiencing
depressed prices, but there is a reasonably strong demand for them. Many of this State's
minerals are experiencing a very strong demand with high prices.
In the last couple of years the State has benefited from the fact that the mineral industry has
been strong. It benefits from royalty payments and it benefits from the investment, not only
in the opening up of new mines but also from the value added processing of the minerals.
Without becoming involved in a controversial debate about how this Government has gone
about moving into the further processing of minerals, I point out that some magnificent
opportunities have been missed because of the strong prices and demand for many of the
minerals. It should have been a time where there was far more development in the processing
of minerals than that which has been experienced.
The petrochemical project is a natural for the State because we have large reserves of natural
gas. We now have natural gas coming ashore and going down to the south west. It is a pity
that with all the necessary ingredients in place - a strong world demand, good prices, and
quite cheap feedstock prices - we are going through a scandal in getting such a project off the
ground. The Minister responsible for oil and gas exploration and production in this State
must cringe when he has to hear day after day about the controversy surrounding the project.
In the history of the State we have gone into some very major and often difficult areas to
negotiate projects but we have proceeded with them. They have become operative and are
major export earners, not just for the State but also for the country. The fact that more than
20 per cent of Australia's exports come from Western Australia is something that previous
Liberal Governments can be proud of, but we should aim to increase considerably the
percentage which has been achieved over the past two or three decades. That applies
particularly to the petrochemical project. I will discuss further the policies that the fu'ture
Liberal Government will have for the use of our oil and gas reserves. It is a pity that we will
go through a lot of hurt and will have our State's financial reputation damaged by the
financial dealings surrounding the petrochemical deal. Members opposite might think that
the debate is over and that all the heat is going out of that exercise. The Premier has said that
the Opposition would move on to the petrochemical project. When a State Government
participates in a deal in which $400 million is paid for goodwill which is worth nothing, we
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have a scandal on our hands. When that $400 million is tied into the rescue of a financial
institution in which all sorts of crazy, scandalous deals have been taking place and many
investors, depositors both small and large, have been severely hurt, we have the most serious
political and financial scandal this State has ever seen. It is a pity that that scandal is tied to
what should be a great project, the establishment of our first petrochemical plant. Previous
Liberal Governments planned for such a plant and the next Liberal Government will certainly
set out to have a number of petrochemical plants producing different types of chemicals and
plastics in the State.

The mining industry has a tremendous history in the State. The member for Kalgoorlie
would know as well as anyone some of the history of that industry. Kalgoorlie reeks of
history, and anyone visiting Kalgoorlie can see the great changes that have taken place over
the years, particularly in the goldrnining industry in the past decade. Australia has been able
to lead the world in the development of new mining technology, enabling us to mine quite
low grade ore bodies. But there will always be difficulties for the mining industry,
particularly with respect to access to land. The Chamber of Mines of WA (Inc), the
Association of Mining and Exploration Companies and the Australian Petroleum Exploration
Association and like representatives of the industry constantly refer to the major issue of land
access and the difficulties the industry has with it.

In recent times we had debate about access to Aboriginal land. Shortly, we will have in the
Chamber debate on national parks when we debate the Government's mining legislation.
Under the Government's proposals, there will be a requirement for both Houses of
Parliament to approve applications for exploration and mining in national parks. The Liberal
Party supports the status quo. At present the Government of the day provides approvals for
exploration in these areas under quite strict guidelines. The approval of both Houses of
Parliament is then required for mining. After we released our resources policy, the Minister
for Environment thought he was making a big fellow of himself by saying that we would not
be supporting the Government's proposals. We should consider the tremendous contribution
the industry makes and the very responsible way in which, over the years, it has continued to
improve its mining techniques. It does look after the environment. Of course, we can find
plenty of examples from the past of cases in which mining standards were not as good as they
should have been. I am sure that when we look at mining procedures 10, 20 or 30 years
down the track we will see that they will be completely different from those used now. The
industry will probably operate in far more sensitive areas, while causing a lot less damage.

We are concerned that if we make it too difficult for the industry to have access to land for
exploration we will restrict the industry before it can even find out what minerals are in the
ground, let alone mine them. I suggest that the Minister for Mines think twice about the
legislation which is to come before the Parliament, because it will effectively result in
stopping exploration in national parks. It is doubtful whether even large, wealthy companies
would bother to risk it, because the legislation also requires the approval of only one House
of Parliament to stop them from exploring in national parks. The legislation might solve a
political problem the Labor Party has within its different factions, but it is certainly a
backward step for the development of the mining industry in this State.

There is concern in the industry that the role of the Department of Mines is in many ways
being usurped by the increased power that is held these days by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management and other environment authorities. Those bodies play
an important role in our State. They certainly have an important input into the manner in
which people may go about mining and exploring in Western Australia. The Liberal Party
has quite clearly spelled out in its policy that it believes the industry should be dealing with
one department with the ability to liaise closely with bodies such as the Department of
Conservation and Land Management and the environmental authorities; in that way the
companies would not have to nin the gauntlet of two, three or more Government
departments. It would be a case of one stop shopping, a concept which has worked extremely
well in developing the resources of Western Australia. The Minister for Mines must be
concerned that many projects now have obstacles put in their way because of the increased
power of bodies such as CALM and the environmental groups. In fact the Liberal Party is
told by many mining companies that they get approvals for projects from the Deputy Premier
or the Minister for Mines, only to find that the numbers inside the Government are with the
conservation people; as a result many delays are experienced in getting these
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exploration permits approved. That is an indication of where the power lies in the Labor
Party. It was best highlighted during the debate in this House on uranium mining when the
Opposition created a problem by moving a motion supporting the Deputy Premier's stance on
uranium mining. The Government found itself in the difficult position of not being able to
support that motion. During the debate we witnessed a tremendous split among Government
members.
Mr Can: You have been all right up until now, but you are getting a bit fanciful now.
Mr COURT: The Minister may recall that during the debate the Opposition asked different
members what their position was. Some supported the motion, some did not, and others did
not know what their position was.

Mr Can: Almost no-one answered your questions and you attributed to them what you liked.
Mr COURT: That was not the case. Some members willingly answered because some
wanted it placed on the record so that their factions would know where they stood on the
issue.
I attended a meeting at which the Deputy Chairman (Mr Thiomas) explained the procedure the
Labor Party was going through with regard to uranium mining. Earlier this year the
Government was in an embarrassing situation when its national conference was held and it
did not know what to do on this issue. The Deputy Chairman smiles because he is familiar
with the problems that occurred in the party. The Labor Party thought it was a smart deal to
get that item off the agenda so that it was not debated. The deal it worked out involved
setting up an inquiry with a committee looking into the matter, for consideration a year or so
later. It was a matter of out of sight, out of mind. We are now aware of the Government's
progress with that committee of inquiry or whatever is looking into ALP policy; it will report
some rime in the future. We shall go into the next State election not knowing the ALP
position on uranium mining, even though senior Cabinet Ministers, federally and in this
State, support the concept of uranium mining and export provided the necessary safeguards
are in place. The Deputy Premier and the Deputy Chairman support that concept. A large
resource in this State is just sitting there, and by the time, if ever, a Labor Government gives
approval for it to be mined, the market opportunities for that commodity will have gone.
This Government talks about windows of opportunity in the marketplace; it has been clearly
demonstrated that in the past five years many opportunities have arisen to export uranium,
and yet this Government does not have a policy on the matter.
Two or three years ago representatives of the power utilities in Japan expressed concern
about the pollution associated with using coal fired power stations. They did not like their
heavy dependence on oil because of the problems encountered with Middle East supplies and
they were considering greater reliance upon nuclear power, mainly because of pollution
control. They wanted a clean form of power generation. I read last week of the results of the
seminar held on the Greenhouse Effect, and it was interesting to note that one of the big
problems is the fossil fuels burnt for power generation. It could well be that in a decade or
two a huge turnaround wil take place internationally. Although nuclear power in most
countries has been considered environmentally unsuitable, it may be required ultimately to
solve environmental problems. It will not be an option in Western Australia because of this
State's large resources of gas and coal, but already concern has been expressed by
environmental groups about the Kwinana power station reverting to coal from gas. Plans
have been made to build more coal fired power stations, although in the past there was not the
controversy which exists today. Before the next election it would be proper for the State
Labor Party to give the people of Western Australia an indication of where it stands on this
issue.
I move briefly to the iron ore industry, which is a large part of the mining industry in this
State. The iron ore industry has supplied Japan, Korea and Taiwan, and has opened new
markets in Europe. It is regarded as one of the most efficient producers, if not the most
efficient producer, of iron ore in the world. This product is sold with very fine margins, and
it is sold against intense competition from countries such as Brazil, which has opened a huge
new mine in addition to its already highly productive mines. If Western Australia does not
compete on price, delivery and quality of ore, it will simply lose out. It is sad that at present
this State is experiencing industrial problems in this industry. I thought the message would
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have got through with the Robe River dispute that if this industry does not keep its
productivity advantages over other countries it will go backwards. We can no longer accept
the work practices of the past decade, and that will always be the case in any industry. There
are many examples in the history of mining in this country in which certain industries have
stuck to antiquated work practices, have not been flexible in approaching changes in the
international marketplace, and as a result have gone out of business. Of course, the people
working in those mines and the associated industries have lost their jobs. That results in
these people not being able to support their families, and the multiplier effect goes on.
In the case of Newman, at present the company has sales contracts it cannot meet. We have
an attitude problem in this country. I do not blame management, the unions, or whoever in
this case, but it is something that we should all address. We should all look at the situation
where a company has sales contracts, yet is having difficulty meeting them because of
production levels. The management is saying that it needs increased productivity to meet
those demands. The unions are saying that the company has committed itself for too much;
that the sales contracts are for too much. The Minister for Water Resources has been in
business and knows that it is hard work winning contracts and getting sales, and when one
gets them it is great to have people who work as a team to ensure that those sates orders are
filled. It would be great if instead of the bickering that rakes place in this State all the people
involved in management and the employees recognised that they were in a difficult
international marketplace, that they had been able to secure orders for 36 million tonnes of
iron and they went out proudly and filled that order easily. When that is done people can
start sharing in the increased profits that come from that changed attitude.

I can recall visiting the Pohang steelworks in Korea. I forget the statistics, but when we went
through the large, integrated steel plant they took great pride in showing us that facility,
saying that the plant had a maximum production capacity of 10 million tonnes of steel a year
and was a major integrated complex. I forget the figure, but it was around 10 million tonnes,
and they said that this year they had produced 12 million tonnes, which was two million
tonnes over capacity. They were proud of that. It would be great if they said at Mt Newman
that they had orders for 36 million tomnes, the engineers said they could produce 30 million
tonnes and they produced 40 million tonnes. That is the sort of spirit we need in this country,
because at the end of the day all parties would be better off. We cart annihilate international
competitors if we accept change. The fact is that we cannot live for year after year with the
same work and mining practices.

Mr Bridge: That spirit has existed in the Pilbara, in many instances.

Mr COURT: It has. It is a pity that we had to go fthough a Robe River situation to bring
forward the whole question of work practices, not only in the mining industry but also
throughout the country. Members will recall that the Prime Minister of this country finally
came out - and I do not support his politics - and said that work practices were a major issue
in this country and that if we did not accept the fact that we had to change those work
practices we would not improve productivity levels or our competitive position in
intrmational markets.

Mr Cash: The LAC report on shipping clearly shows that.

Mr COURT: Yes. Members know what has been happening. In those countries which have
been moving ahead - and I an referring mainly to our Asian neighbours, Japan, Korea and
Taiwan, although I an not saying we should copy them in everything they do - and becoming
major economic forces, companies become more productive and profitable, and wage rates
rise. The funny thing is that although people say that they will price themselves out of the
market, that does not happen, because as they strive continually to increase productivity they
seem at the same time to get a technological edge; they are always a step ahead of the
international marketplace and they go from strength to strength. The Japanese car market is a
classic example of this. Germany is another example of this. It has relied on its technology
to keep ahead. Mercedes motor cars, for instance, cost an enormous amount of money, yet
they keep on selling them because they are an excellent product. The Japanese have woken
up to this fact and people want to buy Japanese products, so we must lean that when
productivity and profitability of companies is increased, everyone in the country receives the
advantages at the end of the day and they are not priced out of the market because
productivity improvements are always a step ahead.
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[ turn now to the oil and gas industry. [ will cover two areas here. The first relates to a
problem I would appreciate the Minister updating me on and that relates to the development
of the Saladin project at Onslow. The Minister knows that the Liberal Parry is a great
supporter of that project, but we are concerned about the treatment of the people who own a
small holiday resort, fishing village, or whatever on Thevenard Island in what is known as the
Mackerel Islands.

Mrs Buchanan: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has raised ibis matter in another
debate.

Mr COURT: It is important that the member for Pilbara listen to what I have to say because
she could benefit a great deal from it.

Mr Taylor: Self praise.

Mr COURT: The Minister could also benefit a great deal if his Government were prepared to
change policies in relation to what development can rake place on islands.
Mrs Buchanan: And in A class reserves.

Mr COURT: Let me tell the story. The fishing village on the Mackerel Islands is just a few
shacks that have been built up over the years. It is owned by a group of people who I think
are mainly members of the fanning community. About [0 years ago, when I was able to do
these sorts of things, I used to go fishing there. It was one of the most unique and enjoyable
holidays that one could have. It was about as remote as one could get. That company built
up a reputation for looking after visiting groups that fished there to the point where it had
regular bookings. The place was always booked out and people went there at certain times of
the year. They would go to Onslow and get the little ferry which took people across to the
island. It was not by any stretch of the imagination like the Whitsunday Islands or the other
islands in Queensland. The member for Pilbara has probably been to that island.

It just happens that literally a few hundred yards offshore they have found large oil and gas
deposits. The company involved has worked up the feasibility of going into production,
which involves building facilities such as storage tanks, separation units, living
accommodation and all the things required to man these wells on the island. The wells are run
with satellite platforms, which are a number of small platforms on top of the wells. The oil
and gas is pumped ashore where it is separated and stored, the surplus gas flared, and the oil
loaded onto ships. The problem is that all these facilities will be built at one end of this
island where the holiday village is situated. The people who own that holiday village have
been placed in a difficult situation. Their first reaction was that they did not want to stop the
oil development and were keen for it to take place. They asked the Government to relocate
them onto another island so that the problem would be solved. They could negotiate with the
company, which would be prepared to reach an agreement on relocation; they could continue
with their operation; and the oil company could go ahead with its proposed development. Oil
companies do a fantastic job in ensuring that their operations on these islands have the least
possible effect on the environment. We can see examples of this at Barrow Island, and on
Varanus Island with the development of the Harriet project- That island is about as small as
one could get. It is only large enough for a couple of tanks. The Harry Butlers of this world
have become experts in putting together these projects. The beauty of the fishing operation
on the island is that it was peaceful. It was like being on a remote desert island. I believe it
will be difficult for the people and the company to coexist on the island. The Government
will not allow these people to transfer their operation to another island. The member for
Pilbara has said these islands are A class reserves. There are thousands of islands along that
coast, which are all A class reserves, and people are not allowed to do anything on them. It is
about time the Government had a sensible policy which would allow people to enjoy life on
those islands. It would be a huge attraction if development were allowed on the islands off
the coast near Karratha, and if people could buy freehold land on those islands under strict
controls for future development. There are thousands of islands; why cannot these people on
Mackerel Island be given another island on which to set up their fishing village?

Mrs Buchanan: They are asking for a particular island.

Mr COURT: Give them an island. They have suggested an island they could go to, but the
Government has made it clear they cannot go to another island. The Government has told
these people to negotiate with the oil company and reach an agreement so they can live
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happily side by side. These people had a unique fishing operation on the island. AUl they
warnt to do is go somewhere else to continue with their peaceful existence. These are local
people, who have a small business, and I would have thought the Government would be able
to look after them, and satisfy the needs of the oil company. These people have been told
they must learn to coexist with the oil company on the island. That is a crazy situation. I
could understand it if there were a shortage of islands to which they could go.

Mrs Buchanan: What would you do if you had hundreds of groups such as this, all wanting
to do their own thing?

Mr COURT: Why do we not allow a bit of it to take place?

Mrs Buchanan: It is taking place. If you look at the islands off Dampier, you will see that
the people who work in the Pilbara go out there and -
Mr COURT: Look at the history of it. People used to go out there and squat, because of the
restrictions, and rules were eventually brought in to enable them to get some lease
entitlements because there were so many of them out there.

Mrs Buchanan: What is wrong with that?

Mr COURT: I am not saying there is anything wrong. I am just concerned about the
procedures people have to go through. If people can do it on those islands, why can it not be
done in this case?

Mrs Buchanan: You are saying people are not allowed to use the islands. Thai is not correct.

Mr COURT: These people have been told by the Government that they cannot relocate their
fishing village to another island. I would have thought this Government, which says it looks
after the little people - and what a joke that is - could solve this problem in about three and a
half minutes. However, because the Government is convinced these islands have to remain A
class reserves, it will not allow any development to take place. I hope the Minister will be
able to explain to me the latest development in that saga.

I move on now to the question of coal. This has become a topical area during the last few
weeks because of the intended purchase by Rothwells of Western Collieries Ltd. We have a
situation in this State where Griffin Coal Mining Co Ltd arid Western Collieries are supplying
coal to the SEC and to some private enterprise users. There is concern in Collie about the
benefits of amalgamating the two companies and whether the projected economies could be
achieved. The Minister for Environment criticised our policy on national parks. We did not
hear any criticism of that section of our policy relating to coal. That was probably because
we made sure that we prepared that policy in consultation with the companies and unions
concerned. We believe that Collie should remain the major coal producing centre of this
State. Coal will be the major source of fuel for our power generation, provided it is supplied
at competitive prices. The union leaders at Collie understand what is required of that
industry, and I believe they take a very pragmatic approach to the future planning which is
required. They have expressed concern that there will be competition as a result of opening
up new coal deposits in places such as Kill River. They realise that is a fact of life - they
have to compete with gas, and they will probably have to compete with other sources of coal.
The events of recent weeks have concerned the people in the mining industry. The
Government paid $15 million in advance to purchase coal to be delivered at a later stage.
The Government has a large stockpile of coal at Collie. We all know the reasons for that. It
also has large amounts of coal which have been pre-stripped, because it is a term of the
contract that the company is able to take the overburden off that coal and be paid for that part
of the mining process.

I would be interested to know if the Minister could give us an approximation of how much
pre-stripped coal has been paid for. We have coal in a stockpile, and coal in the ground
which is ready; the most costly part is stripping the overburden and leaving the coal ready to
be pulled out. Why would the Government want to pay for coal at this time in advance? It
said it was a good deal. We all know why it was done. It was done because the Government
wanted to get some money to help with the Rothwells rescue. The problem with that exercise
was that the money went missing. The money was paid, but it did not show up. Is that not a
funny set of circumstances? The SEC buys coal, pays for it, hands over a cheque,
supposedly, to Western Collieries, but Western Collieries does not get it. Is that not a crazy
situation?
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Mr Cart: It certainly looks a bit interesting, but it is not from the SEC's point of view. The
SEC entered into an agreement to pay and it paid.

Mr COURT: But the money did not get to the company.

Mr Carr It did get to the company.

Mr COURT: is the Minister saying the SEC paid the $15 million and the money has now got
to the company?

Mr Cart: What I am saying is that the SEC negotiated with Western Collieries for early
payment for that coal. It wrote out the cheque to the representative of Western Colieries ft
was dealing with. Then things happened which may seem a little peculiar, I understand that,
but that was after the SEC concluded its part of the transaction.

Mr COURT: I will not get deeply involved in this because we have gone through the secret
meetings involving the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture. The Minister for
Agriculture has now said that he agreed to the deal; he authorised the deal.

Mr Carr: There is no argument about that.

Mr COURT: I would have thought it was in his interests to make sure that the company got
the money.

Mr Carr: The money was paid to a representative of Western Collieries.

Mr COURT: But it did not get to Western Collieries.

Mr Carr: That is not the Government's fault; it was some fault within Western Coilieries.

Mr COURT: It was not even approved by Western Collieries that that person do that deal.

Mr Carr: If I were making a payment to the Liberal Party - God forbid there should be any
reason for that - and I gave a cheque to you, do you think I would be reasonable in assuming
it would get into the Liberal Party's accounts?

Mr COURT: If I were part of a team, like the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture were
last week, where they did that deal because they wanted to get the money into Rothwells, I
would think it an absolute disgrace for that money not to get to where it was meant to go.

Mr Carr: It will all come out.

Mr COURT: It will all come out in the wash!

Mr Carr. It will all come out in the proper inquiries in the normal course of events.

Mr COURT: It is important to the people of Collie, because that money was paid for coal but
it did not get there.

Mr Carr: The coal will get there. The contract will be fulfilled. It is the normal type of
contract for coal. It is just that arrangements were entered into to pay in advance and
therefore obtain a discount for having paid early.
Mr Lightfoot: To try to prop up Rotihwells.

Mr Carr I do not know whether it was or not, but certainly -

Mr House: It has happened before.

Mr Car: I am aware of that. It is not my portfolio. We are talking about the SEC. which has
somehow or other been mentioned in my portfolio. It happens in all sorts of business
dealings with thousands of firms, If they pay early they can get something cheaply.

Mr COURT: How does the Minister think the people of Collie feel when they are mining
coal, the SEC pays $15 million for that coal, but the money does not get to the company
mining the coal.

Mr Cart It did.

Mr Lightfoot: Eventually it did. Where has it been?

Mr Cart It was paid to a representative of the company who was involved in the
negotiations. What more can you ask for?

Mr Lightfoot: It went to a company called Spedleys or something.
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Mr Car: The company representative put it somewhere; I do not know.

Mr COURT: Anyway, it is the sort of thing where the Minister can understand the concern
felt in Collie right now as a result of what is taking place. I can understand why members
opposite are pretty nervous about this operation. Members opposite keep saying what they
do for the coal industry. What has been raking place in recent months is absolutely
scandalous. The Government must have sat back and seen a company pay $15 million over
the marker price for coal because the Government was trying to put a deal together to solve
its problems with the Rothwells rescue. However, more of that later.

I want to move on to gas in the Pilbara, because we have come up with a proposal, Initially
we said we wanted to see petrochemical industries established in the Pilbara region. That is
the place where one can build these industries and allow for expansion. It is at the source of
the gas, next to salt, and it is a region which understands mining, as Collie understands coal.
The Pilbara understands mining, whether it is oil, gas, gold or iron ore. When we announced
those plans we were ridiculed by the local members who said it must be in Kwinana, it was
too dear to build it in the Pilbara.

Mrs Buchanan: Where do you think we got the information from? We did not make it up.

Mr COURT: What information?

Mrs Buchanan: The fact it was not feasible.

Mr COURT: The member is still saying it is not feasible to build a petrochemical plant in the
Pilbara?

Mrs Buchanan: The same petrochemical plant being located in Kwinana. I am not saying it
might not be possible to build something there.

Mr COURT: The member for Pilbara is saying the Government cannot build the plant up
there because it costs too much. What a crazy situation! Can the Government not look ahead
at all and foresee what can take place in that region?

Mrs Buchanan: You know it is not only capital costs; there are other aspects as well.

Mr COURT: That area will become a mini Houston. It will become a major centre for
petrochemical industries under a Liberal Government.

Mrs Buchanan: Oh, yes!

Mr COURT: We are proposing a gas gathering system for the small gas and oil producers in
that region.

Mr Car: You picked that up from what is already happening.

Mr COURT: We do not pick up any ideas from this Government. The North West Shelf
project is in place. All the Government wants to do is criticise it. Let us get the facts right.
If this Government did not have the North West Shelf project going, it would have been our
of office years ago. It is the only thing which has kept this Government going. All the
industries in Kwinana are thriving because of the work they are doing on constructing that
project.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: The member for Pilbara is talking about $7 000 million. Does she not support
the project?

Mrs Buchanan: Of course I do.

Mr COURT: Why criticise it? If she supports it, why does she criticise it? What a mob of
beauties we have over there! They support the project. The member for Mitchell gets on the
radio at Bunbury and starts harping about the North West Shelf project. The fact that the
industries in his electorate are able to build and grow because they have gas seems to be
something that he chooses to ignore.

Mr D.L. Smith: The gas pipeline at Bunbuty is too small.

Mr COURT: If the member wants to go back on radio I am only too willing to debate with
him again.

Mr D.L. Smith: Seven billion dollars worth of debt!
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Mr COURT: Members opposite ought to make up their minds. The Deputy Premier and the
Premier one week say it is a great project, the next week they say it is not so good, and the
next week they are all over the place. What we are saying is that the Pilbara will become the
major centre for petrochemnical industries, and a gas gathering network will be put in place to
enable the small producers to get their gas ashore. We are criticised for that concept.

Mr Carr- No, we criticise you for claiming it as original. It is already happening.

Mr COURT: Where is it already happening?

Mr Canr: The negotiations are well down the track.

Mr COURT: Come off it! The Minister cannot even look after a fishing village on
Thevenard Island. That is what his negotiations are like - he cannot put half a dozen fishing
shacks on an island. He should not talk to me about negotiations; he is doing nothing.

Mr Can:. It is mostly the companies that are doing it, actually. You may like to think it is an
original idea.

Mr COURT: It certainly is not, because it was carried out in Queensland. In Queensland
they built a similar gas gathering network on the mainland which enabled a number of
producers who normally would not have been economically viable to bring their wells into
production and to join that network and sell their oil and gas because that network was in
place. So instead of the negative talk, saying, "You cannot do this; you cannot do that", we
envisage a completely different Pilbara. There will be a lot of processing of minerals; there
will be petrochemical industries. There will not be just one petrochemical plant in the State -
because the State has as much gas as it does, we can have 100. We do not have to restrict it
to one plant at Kwinana, but that is the extent of this Government's thinking.

Mr D.L. Smith interjected.

Mr COURT: Why cannot the member for Mitchell have a steel plant there?

Mir D.L. Smith: I said 15 years ago.

Mr COURT: There will be one there one day, and what will the member say then? He
certainly will not get one under this Government.

Mr D.L. Smith: What about the 100 000 jobs?

Mr COURT: They were all provided.

Mr IlL. Smith: Yes, under this Government.

Mr COURT: We provided them all - we provided the North West Shelf project and the
alumina refineries. One thing we did not provide was corruption in Government.

Mr D.L. Smith: The Comalco shares were not corruption?

Mr COURT: What does the member mean, the Comaico shares? Tell us.

Mr D.L. Smith: The share issue made by Ministers of the previous Government when
Comalco was still open.
Mr COURT: Are you saying something corrupt took place?

Mr D.L. Smith: AU I can say is that it does not happen under this Government.

Mr COURT: On radio the other day the member for Mitchell kept gibbering about Halls
Head. He should tell us about it.

Mr D.L. Smidth: The State Superannuation Board investment in Halls Head was organised for
the reasons you well know.

Mr COURT: I do not know those well known reasons. I will tell the member what I do
know about it. When this Governiment first came into office it got a Mr Brush, as a
Government adviser, to look into the Halls Head deal to see whether it was good or bad and
he could not find anything wrong with it. He questioned whether it was an appropriate
investment, but the member should tell us if there is something wrong with it.

Mr D.L. Smith: I suggest you people on that side of the House know what the cost of that
investment was.

Mr COURT: If there is something wrong the member should tell us about it. We would be
interested to hear from him.
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In the time remaining to me, because we are talking about the mines area, I just want to say
that a Liberal Government -

Mr Cowan: I do not want to interrupt you too often because you are going pretty well, but
that is the fifth time you have said that.

Mr COURT: What was that?

Mr Cowan: What you just said.

A Government member: You want to be the Deputy Premier.

Mr COURT: With all apologies to the Leader of the National Party, I meant a coalition
Government.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Thomas): The Deputy Leader of the Opposition will
address the Chair.
Mr COURT: That was a slip of the tongue, and when I talk on the items for the next couple
of hours I will make sure I do not make that slip again.

We have released our resources development policy, and it has been well received by the
mining industry. It worries members opposite that there is to be a coalition Government,
because instead of the problems that there were in Victoria we will have a coalition
Government and it will not be too many weeks before we are sitting on that side of the
House.

Mr MASLEN: I would like to add to what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has said. He
covered most aspects fairly well but I want to raise two additional items; namely, the fringe
benefits tax and the proposed gold tax, and the impaLct that both those taxes - the one that is in
and the one that is coming in - are having and are likely to have on the mining industry,
mainly in the Murchison, eastern goldfields, lower Ashburton and lower Pilbara. I appreciate
the fact that there is a large diversity of mining with the commodities we mine in this State,
and consequently I am just picking out the ones I know something about.

I will refer firstly to the impact of the fringe benefits tax on mining. The tax was brought in
by the Federal Labor Government to stop executives in large companies getting spin-offs and
not paying the due tax on them; for example, children's education at expensive colleges, arnd
business luncheons. There is an argument which says that those people should pay a tax on
those benefits and we can basically accept that argument but, unfortunately, in the wider
spectrum of that tax there are some who have been adversely affected. It has affected the
rural and farm-ing sector dramatically but as we are talkink about mines I will confine my
remarks to that primary industry.

During the 1960s and 1970s towns like Newman, Paraburdoo and Pannawonica were built
for the sole purpose of extracting iron ore which was then transported to coastal ports by rail
to be shipped overseas. As part of the package to attract people into that area, the mining
companies were encouraged to provide amenities for the people who worked for them; those
amenities were usually in the form of housing and recreation, flee or cheap power and cheap
water. When the fringe benefits tax came ini, combined with the changing terms of trade and
the competition from overseas mines such as those in India and Brazil, these mining
companies slowly felt the pinch. I am not about to feel sorry for some of those companies
because they did suffer from rather spineless management. In other words, they were getting
it so good that every time the unions put the pressure on them they gave in to them and
eventually created a monster for themselves which we are seeing now at Robe River and also
at Newman.

What has happened is that there has been a change in the terms of trade and these companies
have been squeezed. Consequently, all of a sudden, instead of sitting down with the people
who work for them, through their unions, and slowly bringing the terms back to a realistic
situation to fit today's trading terms, they have not only put the brakes on but also have gone
into reverse and have had a helluva collision- I have just spent a week in Newman speaking
to people - not attending picket lines and rallies but speaking to people in their houses, in the
street and in shopping centres - and I must say that it is a tragic situation because they have
been caught between the devil and the deep blue sea. All of a sudden, after 15 years, the
mining company is standing up and saying that it wants to manage again, while the union
leadership has said, "No, we want to keep on managing." As far as I can make out, it has
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nothing to do with benefits for union members or anything else; it is more of an ego fight
between two great giants, the company and the amalgamated unions. They have forgotten
that people are involved, people who have commitments, who have children and husbands
and wives. The great majority of people living in Newman - in fact 75 per cent to 80) per cent
of the people to whom I spoke - simpiy want to get on with the job and as soon as the fight is
over the better as far as they are concerned. Unfortunately because of the way the situation
developed people had to draw their lines one way or the other. I think both the company and
the unions have a lot to answer for in respect of the social discontent they have caused, which
will continue for some time.
One of the major contributors to the company's problems is the fringe benefits tax. It is not
just in respect of that company; it can be highlighted in this scenario: In the 1960s and 1970s
mining companies built towns such as Newman and Pannawonica. Nowadays there is, for
example, Big Bell. That is one the biggest open cut gold mines in Western Australia. The
company has not built a town there. In fact the town of Cue is only 15 or 20 miles away, but
the company put up single people's camps and the workers are flown in and out. In that way
the company is not up for fringe benefits tax. That is a retrograde step because instead of
encouraging people to come into the area and establish beautiful towns like Newman and
Paninawonica in the hinterland, companies are now building ATCO camps, with people living
at the side of the pits and being flown in and out. This is mainly because the Government has
not been able to see far enough to redress the situation caused by the fringe benefits tax.

In respect of the proposed gold tax, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition mentioned there
have been major changes in technology and we are now able to extract relatively low grade
ore from huge tonnages of din. Consequently the economics are better. Although it is
marginal, it is far easier to extract that low grade ore than it ever was. Again, another tax or
another burden, such as the fringe benefits tax, on that industry will cause it problems similar
to those being experienced at the moment by the iron ore industry. People argue that gold
should not be any different. I agree with that but I look at it the other way. Gold is not taxed;
in fact I do not believe that any of our primary commodities should be taxed at the base. That
narrows the tax base; the Government is then taxing the provider of the wealth. Instead of
wealth going further down the line, broadening out into the community and being taken off
the top, it is being taken off the bottom. Not only this Government but also previous
Governments of different political colours seem to set up weird and wonderful ideas, and
then they find whatever is -going weUl and kick the hell out of it until they get enough dough
to fund one of their ideas.

1 do not believe those points in respect of mining were covered by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, but I think they aire worth mentioning, especially as at the moment we have
examples of the effects of these issues being highlighted in the mining communities of the
Murchison and the lower Pilbara. I support what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said in
respect of that matter.

Mr LIGHNTFQOT: [ wish to refer to the Western Collieries, cheque, which has a large number
of question marks around it. If I could refresh the memory of members, as far as I can recall
in April this year Rothwells Ltd, the failed finance company, announced it was going to
purchase Western, Collieries, a Western Australian coal mining company, from CSR.
Rothwells cemented that announcement with a payment of $26 million, as a deposit. The
overall cost at that time for the purchase of Western Collieries was $102.5 million. At about
the tine the $26 million deposit was paid over the CSR in April, the present executive
director of Rothwells - unless he has been replaced recently - Tony Lloyd, was made a
director of Western Collieries- Members will recall that shortly after the 19 October 1987
share market crash, when Rothwells had to be rescued by this Government, which is well
known, Mr Lloyd was appointed by the Governmnent to the executive director position in
Rothwells Ltd.
Mr Thompson: That was a mistake.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Yes, as the member for Kalamunda said, that was a mistake. That will be
amplified not just in my contribution but also will come out more as the year progresses.

On 6 October Rothwells announced that the balance of $76.5 million would be advanced by
Western. Collieries to Rothwells by way of an unsecured loan which would be payable on
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25 November, about two weeks ago. The next step in the Rothwells-We stemn Collieries saga
was that the State Energy Commnission of Western Australia paid a cheque for $15 million.
That was approved at a very hastily convened meeting which occurred, as I understand, on 20
October. That was a covent meeting with the Treasurer, Mr Lloyd, the executive director of
Rothwells, and Mr Grill, Acting Deputy Premier, and, as I said last night, the cheque was
paid to Mr Lloyd on behalf of Western Collieries by the SEC, notwithstanding that Mr Lloyd
had been advised on 20 October that Rothwells was insolvent. The cheque was passed over
regardless of the fact that everyone at that meeting, including the Premier and Mr Grill, who
was acting as the Deputy Premier in the absence of the Minister for Economic Development
and Trade who was in Malaysia at the tine, was advised that Rothwells was insolvent. That
was on 21 October, the day after the meeting. The cheque was approved by the Minister for
Agriculture acting as the Deputy Premier and it was delivered to Mr Lloyd. As near as we
are able to trace this matter, Mr Lloyd deposited that cheque on 21 October with Spedley
Securities Ltd, ostensibly for Western Collieries. Why Spedley Securities? What is Spedley
Securities? Why was. the cheque not imnmediately paid over? Why was it given to Lloyd? Is
he still acting as executive director? Is he still a director of Western Collieries? If he is,
why?

On 7 November, about 17 days after the money was paid by SECWA to Western Collieries
and deposited with Spedley Securities - whoever they are - the money was reported to be paid
to Western Collieries. It was paid, I understand, on Monday last after 6.00 pm, well after the
banks had closed. What interest rate was attracted to the $15 million? Who retained the
interest? Did it go to CSR? Or was it paid back to SECWA or to Rothwells? Was it
disbursed to Spedley Securities, or part thereof) Why was the cheque paid after 6.00 pm? I
know why - because it could not be drawn down. Why was the cheque not paid directly to
Mr Herbert, the Managing Director of CSR? What part was played by Spedley Securities in
the $76.5 million Western Collieries' loan to Rothwells? What fee was paid? Is not that in
itself financing and mortgaging assets of a company in order to take it over in direct
contravention of the Companies Code? Is that, just because it is one step removed from that,
not an offence?

[ seriously question the parts played by the Premier; the Acting Deputy Premier, Mr Grill;
and Mr Tony Lloyd, whom the Government appointed about 12 months ago as Executive
Director of Rothwells Ltd - the failed finance company. Incidentally, Mr Lloyd was
appointed by Mr Brian Burke, the former Premier, as an adviser in 1984, Many questions
must be answered in respect of that $15 million. I believe serious offences have been
committed. Parliament, of course, must know what has happened, what institutions have
been affected, what prosecutions will be or have been launched, and which people have been
relieved of their duties. If that information does not come out here, it will come out as a
result of our questioning.

[ turn now to general discussion under this Division. I will speak briefly because the member
for Nedlands has spoken at some length on this matter. I have had the pleasure of travelling
to many parts of the world and reserves are of special interest to me. I am greatly interested
in flora and fauna and several of the great parks which I have visited include Kruger,
Yosemite and Yellowstone National Parks. Mining of ore has taken place in those parks, and
I have always said that because mining disturbs only a fraction of one per cent - or perhaps a
fraction of one tenth of one per cent - of the surface area of this nation, we must come to
grips with the economic reality of having, at some stage, to mine reserves. I do not mean we
should mine in ecologically fragile reserves, such as the foreshore at Hanmelin Pool where we
have the world renowned stromatolites. But reserves in the Pilbara, at Rudall River and other
areas of this State lend themselves, notwithstanding their classification, to mining. Kruger
National Park, one of the world's great reserves, has been mined for years. Large animals
walk over the railways in the area, as do fragile animals. I see nothing wrong with mining
reserves, provided the flora and fauna is protected; but to blanket those reserves is crass
economic stupidity. Unless we work to a system where we can reach agreement between
people who wish to preserve our pristine environment and those of us who look fther in
economic terms to preserve the standard of living that is slipping away from us, we will not
be able to maintain our diminishing position by world standards. I remind the House thaj,
due to mining, at the turn of the century we enjoyed the highest standard of living in the
world. Our standard of living today has been overtaken by Japan; Australia rates around
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twenty-sixth in the world. We have to look at how we can mine reserves, not if we can mine
reserves.
I wish to touch on the subject of veto of entry onto reserves, which is a vexed question not
only for this side of the House but also for the Government. I enjoy the executive position of
managing a family enterprise which covers a substantial amount of land. I have never felt
obliged to use any legal method or ploy to stop exploration, or mining subject to successful
exploration, on the land I happen to direct. I have some freehold land and a substantial part
of a leasehold by way of pastoral lease. Once again, we have to look at not if we can mine
the freehold land but how we can come to an amicable agreement if possible, or a legal
agreement if necessary, to allow exploration and mining. It is no good saying that we will
have exploration and give permission for that, if the same permission does not extend to
mining when the exploration program proves viable.
Perhaps we need to change our titles. Perhaps because Aboriginal Australians have a veto on
vast areas of land and will keep out explorers, we will need to consider altering the situation
so that as a mining State, we can have access to those vast areas which seem to be increasing
weekly. If that is not to be the case, perhaps we should extend that title and privilege to other
landowners. It seems to me unfair that we have two levels in this community with respect to
the veto of entry onto land, private or otherwise, which do not extend to all land. That is not
the way I would want to go. Somewhere, somehow we must come to the realisation that
because everyone enjoys the fruits of mining in this State, which spill over to other areas of
this nation on a vast scale, we may have to alter our titles to remove the veto of entry onto
private land, or make the land and the ownership of it include minerals; that is, if a person has
a title to a pastoral lease, a farm, a backyard, or a beach front, that title like most British and
European titles would include all the minerals - theoretically within a wedge shape into the
centre of the earth. I do not believe it is fair that one section of the community should have
that veto and other sections should not. We have to look very seriously at that.
My colleague, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and member for Nedlands, also touched
on uranium mining. One of the greatest negatives - I say one of them because I believe there
are many - with respect to the resurgence of the Labor Party in Government, both Federal and
State. was the issue of uranium. It came at a very bad time for Western Australia. Western
Mining Corp Ltd had the vast Yeelirrie carnotite deposit. It built a pilot extraction plant on
the outskirts of Kalgoorlie. The area between Wiluna and Agnew was easily accessible, and
the uranium could be recovered by open cut. It did not present any environmental problems.
It was on the verge of going ahead when things changed. The result was that Yeelirrie was
mothballed. As I said, it was the biggest carnotite deposit in the world. The Bannon
Government in South Australia did a deal with the Federal Government because it was about
to go to the electorate. Western Mining was forced to accept the deal to exploit the vast
Olympic Dam uranium, gold and copper deposit by giving up the Yeelirrie uranium resource
that was on the verge of becoming commercial.
Mr Court: How much money was spent on that?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Western Mining had spent tens of millions of dollars exploiting that
resource.
I regret to say that last year and early this year, after 18 years of development, albeit some of
it much reduced in the last five or six years. that exploration camp at Yeelinie which was
named after Yeelirrie Station was dismantled and sold piecemeal. Thie Bannon Government
in South Australia had benefited from the Federal Government's uranium policy because, as I
said, it was about to go to the electorate. The Western Australian people have, since that
time, lost about $500 million.
I believe we should mount a vigorous uranium program in Western Australia and we should
independently negotiate uranium sales. I understand that we need the Federal Government's
permission to export. However, subject to those usual safeguards that are spelt out in the
mining policy of the Liberal Party, I believe that we could once again, as a coalition
Government, gear up the uranium industry in Western Australia to the point that it should
have been at a decade ago. I do not believe that we need the Federal Government's veto. I
know that it has one, but I think it would be a foolish Federal Government that knocked back
a resource of the magnitude of Yeelinfie and other uranium deposits for purely ideological
reasons.
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I believe the North West Shelf gas pipeline is and will consistently prove to be one of the
greatest investments that this State has ever made. I cannot believe that Government
members can continually downgrade it and denigrate its architects, Sir Charles Court and his
Ministers, because it is the lifeline between the north west and the urban area. It is a
magnificent venture, It will continue to put many millions of dollars back into this pant of the
State, remembering that 73.5 per cent of the population of Western Australia lives in the
urban area. We need projects of this nature and, as I said, it will turn out to be the greatest
investment that this State has ever made and its greatest project. I hope that, some day,
someone on the opposite side of the House will have the fortitude, courage, and even the
common decency to acknowledge that Sir Charles Court was the greatest Premier that this
State has ever had and, indeed, one of the greatest Premiers the nation has ever had.

Can I also say that I find Senator Walsh's comments a disgrace. Members know that he is
often called the mad dog of Merredin.

Mr Cowan: He is known as the mad dog of Doodlakine.

Mr Gordon Hill: It isn't very nice to attack someone who is not here to defend himself.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: This Trotskyite hatchet man does not hesitate in attacking anybody.
However, when he does it, he likes to do it under the yeilow cloak of parliamentary privilege
in Canberra. He never hesitates to attack anyone. He said that Sir Charles Court had saddled
this State with a bad debt because of his obsessions and self delusions. This bitter and
twisted man is also a failed farmer and a man who has lost his way. Sir Charles Court is so
far above this mad dog of Doodlakine that I hesitate to mention the two men in the same
breath.

Mr Blaikie: One is a man and the other cannot be described.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: He can be described as the mad dog of Doodlakine.

The former Premier, Sir Charles Court, in June this year, referred to the problems that this
Government has with mining and investing in mining projects. He warned that the State
Government should get out of its controversial business deals or "risk untold damage to the
State's integrity'. I include in those comments the Petrochemical Industries Company Ltd
deal. In an article in The Australian of 2 June this year Peter Terry, an eminent journalist,
wrote that the former Liberal Party Premier said that the Government had become too close
to a small circle of money men and the Premier had forgotten that his job was to govern for
the benefit of all. He said that the past five years had been a most unfortunate period for
Western Australia. If ever blame should be apportioned to Governments for mishandling the
economy and for bringing this State into disrepute, it should be the Governments of Brian
Burke and Peter Dowding. Mr Dowding's Government is now tottering and teetering and has
lost its way. That is not just my perception; it is a national and international perception.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order!

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am getting back to the subject. I am talking about the PICL deal which
is making this Government totter and teeter.

Mr Blaikie: The other thing that ts Government has been constantly harping about is the
way Sir Charles Court set up the gas field. It has constantly criticised it.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Yet it is the one hope it has to save itself. It runs it down -

Mr Blaikie interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Vasse does not have the call.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Government returns to that project for succour, sustenance and
credibility. It is the greatest investment for this State and for the nation.

Mr Blaikie: Sir Charles Court and Brian Burke will be remembered by Australians for vastly
different reasons.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The gold tax has been touched on by the member for Gascoyne, soon to
become the member for Northern Rivers. Some time ago I was distressed when I read that
Senator Peter Cook, another traitor to Western Australia, said that tax on gold was no bar to
growth. The Minister for Agriculture said that he agreed with him.
Mr Cart: No, that is certainly not what he said. He put out comments directly disagreeing
with that point of view.
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Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Press cutting quoted him as saying that he agreed with Senator Cook.
He said there would be no bar to growth with that tax. Let me go on.

Mr Carr- You cannot make up stories like that.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am not making it up. I cannot find the Press statement in the time I have
available to me, but I give an undertaking that I will find it before I leave this place tonight. I
will not be apologising to anyone because what I have said is correct.

Last year and early this year it was almost impossible to get a special drill rig on the
goldfields. It was difficult to obtain a reverse circular drill because they were booked up as a
result of the immense activities there. This was due directly, and indirectly, to the growth in
the industry. Now, the situation is different. Drills can be found in the backyards of drilling
companies and drillers have been stood down. Any type of drilling rig is available on
demand. Of course, this flies in the face of Senator Peter Cook's comments - a Western
Australian Senator - who said less than a month ago that he did not believe there would be a
downturn as a result of a gold tax. In fact, he said that figures proved that the introduction of
a company tax on the gold industry was not deterring exploration and investment. That is a
lot of nonsense. The tax on gold in Western Australia is a tax on Western Australians
because this State produces 80 per cent of this nation's gold. I hope that people like Senator
Walsh - the mad dog of Doodlakine - and Senator Cook are brought to truck by the
Government, are quietened down, show some allegiance to this State and cease making
announcements like they have on gold.

Mr Hodge interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I heard some mumbling from one of the less successful Ministers and I
ask him what he said.

Mr Hodge: You are a great one to talk about loyalty and allegiance to the State.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I have absolute loyalty to this State.

Several members interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: It is funny how the bleating stats.

Mr Carr- Have you written to Bush yet?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I probably intend to write to Mr Bush. I noticed that the Prime Minister
congratulated him tonight. There are many other things I wish to talk about and as time does
not allow me to do that now I will take them up at a later stage.

Mr CARR: We have just heard a fairly lengthy discussion about a number of matters which
impinge very slightly, or indirectly, on the Department of Mines. A number of the matters
raised were more directly within the province of other Ministers, particularly the Minister for
Economnic Development and Trade. I did not take objection to that because each of the
matters raised had some bearing, however slight, on the Department of Mines. The members
who have spoken covered a number of different issues. In the main, they were raising points
which they wanted to place on the record for themselves rather than seeking answers from
me. For that reason and also in view of the hour, I intend to be relatively brief in my reply.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made reference to the Opposition's policy which he
said had been fairly well received. It is fair comment that it has by and large been fairly well
received and that is easily explained by the fact that the policy is largely a restatement of the
position adopted by the Government. The Opposition has taken a different line from the
Government in some items but the main thrust of the items referred to in the statement are
statements on things which the Government is already doing or statements of issues in which
the Government and the Opposition have a bipartisan approach. I was a little surprised when
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to the further processing of minerals and said
that a lot of opportunities had been missed. Looking back over the last five or six years I
would have thought that we had seen a period where a number of opportunities had been
taken up for downstream processing of our mineral products. I am not sure which examples
he was referring to as missed opportunities and he did not detail any of them. Therefore, I
am not sure what he was referring to in that context.

Mr Court: Do you want me to give you two examples?
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Mr CARR: The member did have his chance to make the point.
Mr Cowrt: I had 60 minutes, but I will speak on this matter when debating the items.

Mr CARR: If the member wants to filibuster that is all right.

Mr Court: You said that I did not detail them. I only had 60 minutes. I will detail them
during the debate on the item.

Mr CARR: If dhe Deputy Leader of the Opposition had a point to make he should have made
it during the 60 minutes available to him.

The question of land access was raised by a couple of members. The Government has taken
a good stance in providing a balance between the environmental issues and the development
of economic resources of the State. That is a debate we will have in this Chamber in the near
fuiture and I do not see any point in debating it tonight. In response to the member for
Murchison-Eyre, the Government is of the view that the policy it is putting in place will be a
multiple land use policy which will provide for the mining development of reserves at the
same time as those reserves are preserved for their ecological merits.

It was suggested by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that the role of the Department of
Mines was being downgraded and that the environmental departments had an increasingly
strong power. It is not a fair assessment. A fairer assessment is that there have been changes
in community attitudes over the last 20 or 30 years and all sections of the community are now
much more responsive to environmental issues than in the past. It is certainly true of mining
companies generally and of the Department of Mines. The Department of Mines is presently
imposing environmental and rehabilitation conditions that were not imposed by the
department in the past.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition again raised the question about Saladin and the issue of
the Mackerel Islands resort - if I can call it that. I am not aware whether any significant
changes have been made since the last time this matter was raised in the Parliament. I have
signed the production licence for the Saladin project to proceed. As I understand it, an offer
has been made by Western Australian Petroleum Pty Ltd to the owners of Mackerel Islands,
but they are not prepared to accept. I understood that the offer of $ 100 000 was made on the
basis of loss of amenity in the place the company has, which in all honesty is a small, humble
and modest tourist facility. The Mackerel Islands company wanted a much larger sum of
money because of its stated wish to develop a much more comprehensive and up market
tourist facility. I know that it was given some correspondence at some time in the past which
indicated that land could be available for that, although an examination of the prospect
reveals that it is not at all sure that it would have been able to get the necessary environmental
clearances to proceed with it.

Mr Court: Who wouldn't have got the environmental approval?

Mr CARR: The Mackerel Islands group was at one stage given correspondence which
indicated further land could be available to it for extensions of its resort. However, if it were
to undertake a development it would have needed to get a range of environmental approvals
of which it could not be assured, given the type of reserve on which it is located.
Mr Wiese: Do you really think that whatever they did they would have done more harm to
the environment than what is happening there at present?

Mr CARR: That would be subject to assessment.

Mr Wiese: You could have a look at it.
Mr CARR: I have had a look at it. The amount of actual movement and activity relating to
the oil extraction project there would be fairly limited, probably less than there would be at
the tourist place.

Mr Court: Come off it! What about the huge tanks?

Mr CARR: Tanks do not move around and damage the flora and fauna.

As I understand it, the position is as I have stated it. I know that the Mackerel Islands
company would like to have another island. I am not aware of any island that is available to
it as all the islands in the area are nature reserves and not available for tourist resort
developments. I do not see any likely resolution of that impasse. I have some sympathy for
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the people involved in that company. I have met a number of them and visited the site with
them but, quite frankly, I see the compensation that has been offered as the only reasonable
resolution of the problem at this time.

There was quite a lot of discussion about coal and the Rothwells $15 million cheque. I do not
intend to respond to chat because it is an issue that has been raised in the Chamber on a
number of occasions with the Ministers who have been more directly involved in that than I
have.

The member for Gascoyne raised the question of the fringe benefits tax and its effect on
mining communities and its part in bringing about the fly-in fly-out operations. By and large,
what he has said is true and there is no doubt that the firinge benefits tax has been one of the
major factors in bringing about the fly-in fly-out operations. It is, of course, not the only
factor because the concept of mining towns being established as new communities in remote
areas is far from the ideal circumstance upon which to base a mineral development. The
Government has adopted a clear policy with regard to the housing of mining employees. Our
clear first preference is that mining employees be located at the nearest existing town. Where
the company is not prepared to base its employees at the nearest existing town, our second
preference is a fly-in fly-out operation from a regional centre and not from Perth. The fly-in
fly-out from Perth option is certainly well back as our third alternative. This is not a mailer
in which the Government has a large amount of say because, by and large, companies -
except those which operate under agreement Acts - make their own decisions. We are doing
what we can to persuade companies which are going to have that fly-in fly-out activity to
have it from a regional centre. There has been some success so far with projects such as
Cadjebut near Fitzroy Crossing and flying-in flying-out from Broome and Derby with the Big
Bell project and probably with the Golden Grove project as well.

The question of the gold tax also got a bit of an airing. I was particularly surprised to hear
the member for Murchison-Eyre attribute remarks to the Minister for Agriculture which do
not properly reflect the statements he has made. The State Government has opposed the
introduction of the gold tax as strongly as any organisation in the country and the Minister for
Agriculture has been very much to the fore of that opposition in his position as the chairman
of the Governmrent's gold tax committee. To suggest that he supported the remarks of
Senator Cook that there had been no effect from the gold tax is to misrepresent quite
seriously the position of the Minister for Agriculture.

Mr Lightfoot: Mr Deputy Chairman, I seek leave to make a short statement.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMVAN (Dr Alexander): We have concluded the general debate. There
is no place for a short statement.

Mr Carr You will have a chance to do so during discussion of the items if you want to.
Mlr Lightfoot: I put my request to the Deputy Chairman.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMA4N: My advice is that there is nio place for such a statement at the
moment. We have just concluded the general debate. The Minister has replied. We are now
going on to items. Before doing so, I draw the attention of members to the Standing Order
which requests them to notify the Chair in advance of their intention to speak on items.
Members are not precluded from speaking on such items altogether, as they will see if they
read the relevant Standing Order No 304(4)(f) and (g).
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances -

Mr COURT: This year the allocation to the Argyle Study is $37 700. Who is involved in
that study and what are their responsibilities? Could the Minister give details about the three
employees of the Coal Industry Council? There was an allocation last year to the Minister's
office. Can the Minister explain why no vote is made this year and where the vote for his
office appears in the Estimates?

Mr CARR: I do not have as comprehensive an answer as I would like to have with respect to
the first two items. The one person involved with the Argyle Study is based in the
Kimberley, I understand at Kunununra, and is involved there with the administration of that
scheme which has been funded partly by the State Government and partly by Argyle
Diamond Mines. I do not recall the name of the person at this time. With regard to the three
members of the Coal Industry Council, unfortunately I do not have the information as to
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whether they are part time or full time employees. I am certain thaz John O'Brien, the
executive officer, is full time but I am not certain about the others.

Mr Blaikie: What is their function?

Mr CARR: The Coal Industry Council, based in Collie, comprises representatives of the
unions, the companies, and various Government departments involved in the coal industry in
Collie; for example, the SEC and the Department of Mines. The council meets on a quarterly
basis in Collie, and it has an executive that undertakes its administrative functions.

Mr Blaikie: Are they like the Iron Ore Industry Consultative Council and do they take trips
around the world and so on?

Mr CARR: I am aware that a study trip was undertaken by some members of the Coal
Industry Council. I recollect that the member for Collie, in his capacity as deputy chairman
of that council, participated in an overseas trip to study coal projects elsewhere in the world.
It was a very successful trip which led to a much greater appreciation of those long wall
mining techniques which are being used and will be introduced in underground mining in
Collie.

Mr Blaikie: Where does the funding for extraneous expenses, over and above the cost of
cups of tea and milk arrowroot biscuits, appear in the Budget?
Mr CARR: Under item 13 - The Western Australian Coal Industry Council. Its expenditure
last year was $163 000 and the allocation this year is $223 000. That would relate to all of
the expenses of the council except the salaries which are covered in item 1,* and which
amount to $83 000.
Mr Blaikie: Those three people working for the council will be allocated an amount of
$223 000?
Mr CARR: It is not a question of an allocation to three people; they are the executive who
handle the administrative functions of that council; however, the council comprises
something like 30 members who attend each of the meetings. A series of subcommittees
have been set up to look at particular matters relevant to the coal industry and to undertake
research projects. For example, at the moment they are researching the need for a mine
rescue facility to be established in Collie and a lot of work has been undertaken in proving up
that need.

In reply to the other question asked by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the reason the
Minister's office is not included in this Division is that my ministerial office is administered
by the Department of Local Government, and it appears under Division 32 - Local
Government. The previous Minister for Minerals and Energy had his ministerial office
provided by the Department of Mines.

Mr BLADUIE: The Minister referred to three people employed in the Coal Industry Council
and he indicated a salary amount of $83 000. He has also indicated that salaries for the
Argyle Social Impact Study Group will amount to $37 000. Under items 12 and 13 the Coal
Industry Council has been allocated $223 000 and the Argyle Social Impact Study Group has
been allocated $775 000. I ask the Minister to make available to the Committee the specific
charter of that study group. Either he, as Minister, or the Director General of Mines wil have
a direction as to the functions of the relevant people. Across Australia there is growing
sensitivity about the importance of proper accounting of taxpayers' funding. The Minister
has an obligation to provide the Parliament with details of this proposed expenditure and I
ask him to indicate whether he can supply that information now.

Mr Carr: I am not in a position to give that information tonight, but I am perfectly happy for
you to put a question on notice that asks for that further information.-

Mr BLAIKIE: I will not put a question on notice, I am asking for it in this Committee now.
The Minister is fully aware that if I put a question on notice, it will not be on the Notice
Paper until next Tuesday, by which time the debate on the Budget Estimates wil be
concluded. I ask the Minister to provide the information to me in the Parliament tomorrow.
That information should be readily available within his department.

Mr Carr I am not saying it is not available. I am happy to get it and give it to you in detail
setting out the full termis of reference.
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Mr BLAIE: I accept that. Will the Minister bring it to the Parliament tomorrow?
Mr Carr: I will get it from the department and have it for you.

Item 2: Administration -

Mr COURT: Last year in this item there was an overrun of almost $1 million. The allocation
has been brought back this year. What is the explanation for that blow out last year?
Mr CARR: The overrun was the result of the net effect of the award increases, increased
staffing level, and an increased number of retirements and resignations. Pant of that increased
staffing level related to the increase of officers made available during the year to the mining
inspection division.

Item 8: Geological Surveys -

Mlr COURT: One of the extremely important functions carried out by Geological Survey is
work in relation to identifying the underground water resources in this State. Water is not
often referred to as a mineral, but it is probably one of the most important minerals this State
has. It will certainly became an area of greater concern as the State develops. It is important
that work be carried out to keep track of the drilling taking place, and the drilling carried out
is gradually leading to a better understanding of the available resources in this State. There is
a growing school of thought that underground storage is a more practical way of coping with
water resources than continually trying to build damns. In the metropolitan area the question
of how much ground water should be drawn and how much development should take place
above that ground water is becoming an environmental issue. For that reason it is important
that we are able to identify new reserves of water, and particularly new reserves of
replenishable underground water to help supply the State's needs. Not many people
understand the work that is done to help upgrade our knowledge in this area. When one goes
to places such as Broome and Derby that have specific water problems one sees what is
happening in this regard. Broome, because it is growing so quickly, has had work undertakcen
there which has provided a better understanding of this subject. I urge the Government to
make sure that this area is not downgraded, particularly in relation to water resources, so that
we have an ability to get better records and better exploration programs for this most
important resource.
Mlr CARR: I concur with the remarks made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Although the Estimates show a reduction of almost $ 100 000 that should not be interpreted as
a downgrading of activities of the geological survey. The reduced requirement is apparently
due to non recurring expenditure for various operational expenditures, so it should not be
regarded as a downgrading.
Item 9: Control of Dangerous Goods -
Mr WIESE: I refer to a problem about which the Minister is well aware; that is, the
transportation of liquid sodium cyanide out of the Kwinana area to the goldmines in
Boddingion and the problems we seem to be having in comning up with an acceptable route
and method of transportation of this dangerous material. I have been impressed by the
knowledge, expertise and commonsense of the Minister's employees who control the
movement of dangerous goods. They are excellent and dedicated people with a great deal of
skill, knowledge and experience. I have enormous faith in their ability to make the right
decision and that is why I find it hard to come to grips with the problems that we are having
in the great southern region in finding an acceptable transportation route and method of
transportation for this dangerous product.
I will not dwell on the fact that the originial proposal for its transportation was that the liquid
sodium cyanide would be moved by road from the Kwinana factory to the mine site at
Boddington. That route was selected after discussions with, and with the full knowledge of,
officers of the Minister's department who have said several times that they are completely
satisfied that the arrangement for that road transportation was completely safe and that they
were happy to accept that proposal. Subsequently, as we all know, that proposal was not
accepted by the Environmenta Protection Authority and we now face the farcical situation of
first transporting the sodiumn cyanide by rail through the metropolitan area to Northam,
bearing in mind that this is on the Mt 6in gauge and not the 4*t 8in in gauge. The liquid
sodium cyanide will be taken to the Boddington goldinines via Northamu and then down the

48tO



(Wednesday, 9 November 19881 81

great southern railway line through five or six population centres - through Northam, York,
Beverley, Brookton, and Pingelly.

The original proposal was to transport it to Pingelly, unload it and put it back on the road, to
be taken to Boddington. Once again, members of the Minister's department who control road
transportation were satisfied that they could draw up necessary guidelines and standards for
that transportation and that it could be moved huom Pingelly to Boddington quite safely.
However, the Pingelly community was not happy; nor were any of the other communities that
the sodium cyanide was to pass through. Therefore, we have gone through the farcical
exercise that, "If Pingelly does not want it, let us try the next centre down the line, which is
Popanyinning." The next town down the line from there is Yornaning and then Cuballing.
Then came the proposal that it would be taken by rail to Narrogin where it would be unloaded
and put back on road - once again, the original proposal to put it on road and transport it from
Narrogin over almost the same distance to the mine site at Boddington. Once again,
members of the Minister's department were happy that it could be unloaded in Narrogin and
transported quite safely by road from there. We now have a situation where everybody on
the great southern line is completely mystified, annoyed and starting to wonder, "if it is good
enough to transport it by road from Narrogin or any of these other centres, why is it not good
enough to transport it by the original road route, which is a similar distance, or perhaps by a
more direct route, and probably a route with better roads, and certainly a shorter route
directly from the mine site out to Mundijong and up Del-Park Road to the mine site?" It does
not matter which way one goes, members of the Minister's department are happy that they
can safely draw up guidelines to move this liquid sodium cyanide with no danger to any
person or to the environment and get it into the mine site at Boddington. I agree with the
members of the Minister's staff and think that they are absolutely correct.

We are at the paint where it is now contemplated that they will move this product on a road
route of a similar length to get it to Boddington but have added a rail route of something like
160 or 170 miles to the original proposal - and we have not just added a rail route but a
3ft 6in rail route which is nowhere near as safe as the 4ft gin gauge rail route - whereby it is
moved through between seven and 10 population centres depending on where it is unloaded.
The hazard has been increased appreciably because the history of rail movements on the
3ft 6in rail gauge from Northam to Narrogin is not good. There have been many derailments
on that section of line and people are wondering whether the original proposal that members
of the Minister's staff were happy with has been overlooked in favour of this proposal for a
roundabout route. The Minister should speak with a bit of the same sort of commonsense
that officers within his department speak with. He should look at the original proposal, or the
one I mentioned from Kwinana by road to Mundijong, up to Dwellingup by Del-Park Road,
and should try to get some commonsense into this whole situation by raking the advice of his
department. The Minister should try to persuade the EPA that the original proposal was the
safest, and that is the route we should be using for the transport of this dangerous material.

Mr BLAJIKIIE: This Government has made a decision to build a liquid sodium cyanide plant
in WA which in time will be shown to be a wrong decision.

Mr Can: Which decision?

Mr BLAIKIE: The decision to allow a liquid sodium cyanide plant to be built in Western
Australia. That should not have gone ahead.
Mr [Hodge: Is that the official Opposition view?

Mr BLAIXIE: It is my view.

Mr [Hodge: Do you disagree with your party?

Mr BLAIXI: I am simply stating my point of view. The member for Narrogin raised a
number of valid points. The most important point related to the transportation of dangerous
goods. Liquid sodium cyanide is a most dangerous product to be transported. The
Governiment made its decision on the basis of certain information, but the information I have
is that a plant to manufacture the solid product rather than liquid sodium cyanide should have
been constructed in Western Australia. The Envirornental Protection Authority conducted a
public environmental review, which expressed concern about the transportation of liquid
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sodium cyantide by road through the metropolitan area. The potential danger has since been
obviated to some degree by the decision to transport that product by rail, but that deals only
with pant of the problem because when the product reaches the rail terminal it will have to be
transported by road.
Mr Hodge: The report dealt with the problem of transportation in the metropolitan area,
which is what the EPA was concerned about.
Mr BLAIKIE: I do not believe it did.

Mr Hodge: Then you have not mdad the report.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have.

Mr Hodge: Well, if that is the case you cannot hold that view.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister has his view, and [ have mine. If I bad been in Ciovernxnent and
had the opportunity of making a decision, I would have insisted that the plant to be
constructed in Western Australia manufactured solid sodium cyanide briquettes.

Mr Hodge: That would not have been constructed because it would not have been economic.

Mr BLAIKIE: If that were the case, I would not have supported the establishment of a liquid
sodium cyanide plant.
Mr Hodge: You have made that clear.

The DEPUTY CHAIRM[AN (Dr Alexander): Order! We are not discussing the plant itself.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am concerned about the way in which these products will be transported,
and about the effect on agriculture. These products will be transported via the principal
watercourses of this State. In the event of damage to the containers, and consequent spillage
of the sodium cyanide, the consequences would be horrendous. Liquid soium cyanide is a
lethal product. The member for Narrogi made a number of points, and I support his
comments.

Mr Hodge: The member for Narrogin supports the establishment of the plant. He is
concerned about the transportation of the product and about the route.

Mr BLAflCIE: [ am also concermed about the route.

Mrt Hodge: But you do not even support the plant.

Mr Carr: You are concerned about it because you say it is too dangerous. The member for
Narrogin is concerned because he thinks we are going to excessive lengths to transport the
product via a circuitous route rather than a short route.

Mr BLAIKIE: [ said that I would not have supported the establishment of a liquid sodium
cyanide plant. I now refer to a letter from Du Pont (Australia) Ltd which was sent to the EPA
when that company made a submission to the public environmental review for the proposed
liquid sodium cyanide plant. The letter says -

Dui Pout, is the largest producer of Sodium Cyanide in the world, and our major
facility in Memphis (Tennessee) has been in operation for 34 years and currently has
the capacity for 90 000 tonnes of NaCN. . per annum.

The letter continues -

. .. we are currently one of the major importers of MaCN into Australia, and will
therefore be directly affected by the proposed plant and transportation systems should
there be an accident.

The letter goes on to say -

The PER has given little consideration to the possibility of a tanker containing
NaCN... .being in an accident with another vehicle containing an acid formulation.
Such an incident would have serious potential for generation of Hydrogen Cyanide
gas in lethal quantities on any crowded highway. Such a collision is plausible.
especially when one considers the number of chemical bearing vehicles in the
Kwinana area. A number of tanker rollovers involving petrol have occurred in the
Perth metropolitan area in the last five years.

The Water Authority opposed the establishment of a liquid sodium cyanide plant and
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preferred the solid form of sodium cyanide because of the dangers related to the instability of
liquid sodium cyanide. I take this opportunity to place on record what Du Pont said
regarding the cleaning up of any spillage -

Du Pont currently employees a standard procedure for clean-up spillage of solid
Sodium Cyanide briquettes. The material may be picked up by shovel and placed in
the recovery drums. The resultant residue is swept up. and any fine traces neutralised
with a safe solution.

If heavy rain occurs, it is easy for the vehicle driver to cover the solid briquettes with
a tarpaulin and bund any runoff with loose dirt. Hence the spill is simple to contain
and easy to clean up.

In the event of a spill it is relatively easy to clean up, and it is far safer for the operators and
for the company. The report then goes on to say -

A liquid spill would be almost impossible to control. Rather than a few briquettes
escaping from a bag or drum, any damage to the container may lead to the escape of
many thousands of gallons of solution. The cyanide would not evaporate. It would
practically all soak into the ground or run off into streams or other drainage. In the
ground it would undoubtedly contaminate water supplies. The NaCN hydrolysis
would be slow limited by PH, making it last for years. Total decontamnination and
disposal of the contaminated ground would be almost impossible and very costly.

That is the basis of the difference between the two products. I do not want to be repetitious
on this, but the matter has not been raised in any of the parliamentary debates so far, and it
should be placed on the record.

The control of dangerous goods is the responsibility of the Government. The Government
will rue the day it gave authority for a liquid sodium cyanide plant to be developed in
Western Australia, notwithstanding the short term benefits of such a plant, because of the
long term disadvantages in the event of any spillage, however unlikely that may be. I admit
that with all the precautions taken that would be extremely remote, but there is still a chance
of danger, and any result is lethal and final. There is the contamination of the ground and the
danger to habitation and human life. This would not be a decision I would support as there is
an alternative process; and in fact there is an alternative process - the solid form. Had that
process been agreed to, the member for Narrogin would have had many of his fears and those
of his constituents alleviated. Many of the fears of people involved in agriculture would also
have been alleviated.

Mr Wiese: That is going in there, so no-one would have any problems.

Mr BLAIKfE: A solid sodium cyanide plant is now being built in Queensland. A further
solid sodium cyanide plant is proposed for, I think, the Saladin gas field at Onslow, so there
is no shortage of proposals to build a plant to produce the solid form. But the Dowding
Government decided to proceed with a liquid sodium cyanide plant. I want to put my
objection on record and indicate that the downstream dangers far outweigh the benefits when
plenty of options are available from other operators to build a solid sodium cyanide plant.

It should be understood by all members that cyanide has been an integral part of the
goidmining industry ever since its development in Australia. For the last 100 years or so,
sodium cyanide has been imported into this country in solid form. I have not heard of any
dangers following mishaps and spillages of any consequence, but dangers can occur fronm the
liquid form. Those dangers have been enumerated by many people and I am surprised that
the Miniister for Environment was not a little more attentive to his duty when he said tonight
that he fully supported the construction of the liquid sodium cyanide plant. Had I been in his
position I would not have supported it.

Mr CAR. it is a little difficult to respond to the two Opposition members who have just
spoken on this subject because they have taken quite separate points of view. I say that,
notwithstanding the fact that the member for Vasse said he agreed with the member for
Narrogin.

Mr Blaikie: I said I agreed with the member for Narrogin's concern for his constituents.

Mr CARR: Anyway, the member for Vasse has said he opposed the construction of the
liquid sodium cyanide plant.
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Mr Blaikie: I would be interested to know more about -

Mr CARR: Does the member want another 15 minutes?
Mr Blat..e Yes, I do.

Mr CARR: I will respond fairly briefly. The member for Vasse has clearly indicated his
opposition to the establishment of a liquid sodium cyanide plant. I defend the decision to
establish the plant. It was constructed after the best of environmental advice from the EPA
that the plant was quite safe. The only concern raised related to the transport of the product.
and I shall come to that in a moment.

I hasten to point out that we are talking about a product - cyanide - which is extremely
important in the goldmining industry, which is in itself a very important industry in this State,
as we have already discussed earlier tonight. Until now we have been forced to import all our
cyanide requirements, and we were confronted with a growing shortage of sodium cyanide
for the goidmining industry, together with escalating prices for the imported product. It was
against that background that we believed it was appropriate to establish a sodium cyanide
plant in Western Australia. The advice I had from the Minister for Environment, who was
formerly rather more directly involved with that approach than I was, was that a solid sodium
cyanide plant was not economically viable. If that was the true position, we were faced with
the choice where we could have our Western Australian liquid sodium cyanide plant
providing sodium cyanide to the goldmining industry, or we could import at increasing prices
a product from some overseas multinational. In that context I believe the decision to
establish the plant was an appropriate one, provided all the environmental problems were
met. If the EPA had said it was not safe I would not be supporting it.
Mr Court: May I correct a statement you made? It was not because the plant was not
economically viable; they did not have the technology for that process to go to solids. As I
understand it, they may now have the technology to go to solids. I think the plant is being
increased in size, and the question we are asking is, once you start putting the mines onto
using liquid sodium cyanide, they will have storage tanks and the like, so will they be able to
convert to solids?
Mr CARR: I do not know the answer to that question. Quite frankly, the whole issue is one
which has not been dealt with within my portfolio; it comes up in this debate only because
the explosives and dangerous goods branch of the Department of Mines has a role to play in
the transport of the item. Apart from that involvement it would not be a matter in which I
would become involved.
Mr Wiese: It is a crucial area for the goldmining industry. It is certainly related to the
goldmining industry.
Mr CARR: Of course it is crucial; I said that. We have a situation where the project is in
place, the product is being produced and the issue that the member for Narrogin seeks to
address is the issue of where the product is transported.
The member made some very complimentary remarks about the explosives and dangerous
goods branch of the Department of Mines. I thank him for that and I concur with him. That
section has been doing some excellent work. It was very disappointing to see in the Press
one day earlier this week a rather sensationalist article which referred to numbers of accidents
and so on in the transport of dangerous goods generally. That article dramatically overstated
the seriousness of the problem and in fact did not give due credit to the initiatives that have
been taken over a period to make the transport of dangerous goods much safer.
With regard to the specific queries of which routes should be pursued to the Boddington
goldmines, that is really an issue for the Environmental Protection Authority. The EPA has
said it is not prepared to allow the product to be transported by road in water catchment areas,
and that is a ruling from the EPA which I simply have to accept.
Mr Wiese: Can I just correct that? It is only in water catchment areas that affect the city or
the ranges. It does not matter a damrn about water catchment areas in the country.
Mr CARR: That is not true, as I understand it. The EPA has said it is only prepared at this
stage to allow the liquid sodium cyanide to be transported by rail to the eastern goldfields and
to Namgulu for transshipment to the Murchison goldfields, and at this stage it has not
approved the transport of the liquid sodium cyanide by road in that closer-in area where
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there aire more wetlands. The EPA's position, as I understand it from the last discussion I had
on this matter involving the EPA, was that the EPA would be interested to monitor the
success it has wit the transport to the eastern goldfields and the Murchison goldfields with a
view to assessing at a later stage whether it should be prepared to give approval to having it
transported in other places. At this stage my understanding is - and I stand to be corrected -
that the EPA has said that it is prepared to have it transported only to the two goldfields I
have mentioned and not through the areas in the wetter parts of the State.

Item 10: Exploratory Drilling -
Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister will recall than earlier this evening in the general debate I
spoke about Senator Walsh and his statement and I also quoted Senator Peter Cook, a senator
from Western Australia, I am pleased to see the Minister for Agriculture and member for
Esperance-Dundas is back in the Chamber tonight for a short while.

Mr Court: Wide awake.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I would not say he is wide awake, but he is back here anyway and that
makes a pleasant change. The Federal Minister for Resources, Senator Cook, said -

figures proved the introduction of company tax in the gold industry was not deterring
exploration and investment.

I ask the Minister whether he agrees with that - when he has finished talking. Does the
Minister for Mines agree with what Senator Cook is alleged to have said?

Mr Carr: Get on with your speech - I will respond later .
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Very well; but I ask the Minister that question. As well, Senator Walsh,
in today's The Financial Review, described the goldmining industry here as having -

".spivs and bludgers who have bludged on the rest of Australian industry and
Australian taxpayers since 1924."

Perhaps the Minister would care to respond to that. Spivs and bludgers in the goldniining
industry! No wonder there is a downturn in drilling. What I also said was that it has been
reported that the Minister for Agriculture and member for Esperance-Dundas was quoted the
next day as saying that he agreed with Senator Cook. That was the quote of 19 October after
the article in The West Australian of 18 October wherein the Federal Minister for Resources,
Senator Cook, said that there had been no downturn and the company tax had not had a
deleterious effect on the goldmining industry. The article read in part -

Mr Grill also heads WA's goldmining policy committee.

He said he agreed with the Federal Minister for Resources, Senator Cook ...
He agreed with Senator Cook! Does the Minister for Mines agree with the Minister for
Agriculture?

Mr Grill: What did I agree about?

Mr LICHTFOOT: The Minister for Agriculture agreed with what I just said. Let me read it
again. Perhaps the Minister is awake now. The article read -

The Minister for Resources, Senator Cook, said figures proved the introduction of
company tax in the gold industry was not deterring exploration and investment.

The Minister said, if this quote is right - and perhaps it is wrong and if it is perhaps the
Minister would like to say so by way of interjection -

Mr Grill: What are you quoting from?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I said that on 18 October The West Australian reported the comment by
Senator Cook and on 19 October, the next day, the Minister's response to that comment -

Mr Grill: What are you quoting from?

Mr LIGHTFOOT. I am quoting from The West Australian of 19 October.

Mr Grill: Read it out.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I have just read it out but I will read it again -

Mr Grill also heads WA's goidmindig policy committee.
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HeI said he agreed with the Federal Minister for Resources, Senator Cook..

Mr Grill: About what?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: That there had been no downturn in exploration in the goldmining
industry.

Mr Grill: Where does it say that? Read out that bit.

Mr LIGHITFOOT: Perhaps the Minister for Mines would like to respond to those three
articles.

Mr Car: What do you mean?

Mr Grill interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Of course the member can. I am quoting it. The member is a fool.

Mr Carr: Mr Deputy Chairman -

Mr Grill: Read it out. You are off your head. I put out a statement the next day disagreeing
with Senator Cook.

Mr LIGHTflFOOT: Is the statement that I have just read out wrong?

Mr Cm:r Yes, it sounds as though it is.

Mr Grill: You did nor read it out, to begin with.
Mr CARR: Mr Deputy Chairnaan -

Mr Lightfoot: I did.

Mr CARR: Mir Deputy Chairman, if I could just briefly respond to that rather extraordinary
little episode we have just witnessed, first of all I say that whether or not the Minister for
Agriculture and member for Esperance-Dundas was correctly quoted in that particular news
item, I am well aware from other Press reports that have been widely published that he does
not agree with the comments that were made that there has been no effect on the level of
exploration. My position is that this Government has always very strongly opposed the gold
tax and it would be our assessment that the gold tax would have contributed to a downturn in
exploration. It is difficult to be precise because there are a number of different pressures
working with different rime scales.

Mr Grill:_ Is the member for Murchison-Eyre prepared to cable a copy of his quote?

Mr Lightfoot interjected.

Mr CARR: If I may continue, tere is for example the fact that the new tax does not come
into effect for about three years and therefore some people are trying to speed up their
activities prior to that coming in.

Mr Grill interjected.

Mr Lightfoot interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIJMLAd (Dr Alexander): Order! Order! Members, the Minister for
Mines has the call and the Hansard reporter finds it extremely difficult to record his remarks
when there is cross interjection.

Mr CARR: I am sorry, Mr Deputy Chairman. I want to make it clear that notwithstanding
such qualifications as I have just made with regard to the timing of the introduction of the
gold tax and the fact that some companies may well be trying to speed up their activities to
take advantage of the situation prior to the tax, I have no doubt that the overall effect would
be that the gold tax would have a deleterious effect on the level of exploration.

With regard to the comments attributed to another Minister that certain people were spivs, I
do not have any truck with that type of commnent and quite frankly I believe that the
goldniining industry in Western Australia is a very creditable industry made up of people
who are making a very significant and positive contribution and who deserve to be
acknowledged in rather more creditable tenms.

Item 12: Argyle Social Impact Study Group -

Mr COURT: Could the Minister explain the type of work carried out with these funds? I
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understand a certain commidtment was given aver so many years to provide funds to the
Aboriginal communities near the project. 1 ask the Minister to explain whether that is the
case, what projects the money is spent on and who is actually responsible for administering
the money. The Minister mentioned one person earlier during debate on item 1. Is that the
person responsible for administering this money? For how long is that money paid? Is it a
conutment over five years, or 10 years. or over a different period?

Mr CARR: I regret that I perhaps do not have as much information on this item as I would
like. Although it is nominally within the Mines Department, by and large it has been
administered in a fairly peripheral way by that department. In fact the member for Kimberley
was directly involved with this project at an earlier stage prior to him becoming a Minister.
The only advice I have relates to the small increase in funding which provides for some cost
escalation. [ indicated earlier in the proceedings that I would provide the member for Vasse
with a statement of the aims and projects of this group as soon as [ was able to do so. If!I
make a copy of that available to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, I think that would be
the best way to respond to his inquiry.

Mr Blaikie: Could you also do the same on item 14?

Mr CARR: That is a new initiative. Yes, I can mrange for some more detailed comments on
that as well.

Item 14: Golden Mile Mining Development Committee -

Mr COURT: What does the commuittee do?

Mr CARR: That committee was established to bring about greater coordination of the
development in the Golden Mile area of Kalgoorlie. There has been a fairly uncoordinated
expansion of mining development there, with slag heaps in various places and a considerable
dust problem associated with the waste dumps. There has been an attempt to bring together
all of the agencies and companies which operate in that area to try to bring about a more
planned and coordinated development of mining activities in the Golden Mile.

Mr Blaikie: Would that $49 000 be involved in trying to counter the adverse publicity caused
by the member for Kalgoorlie in respect of the gold tax?
Mr CARR: I am not sure what adverse publicity the member is speaking of, but that item
would be not covered by this money.
Division 31 put and passed.

Division 32: Local G overnment, $3 879 000 -

Mr CLARKO: There is no doubt that the most significant issue for local government in
1988, not only in Western Australia but in every State of Australia, has been the
overwhelming rejection of Federal constitutional recognition of local government.
Approximately 67 per cent of Australian voters - about the same in every State, although in
Western Australia it was 70.44 per cent - chose to vote against what was seen by the
Australian people as an attempt to transfer significant political power from the States to
Canberra, with the umpires being the judges of the High Court. One can rely on the fact that
these judges could only make one decision, which would be to increase the centralisation of
power in Canberra. Therefore, it was a great result and a tremendous victory for people who
seek to enhance the rights of the States, or at least seek to prevent more power going to
remote Canberra.

The Liberal Party has always strongly supported local government in this State. As the result
of our contact and integration with local government, I was very much involved at one stage
in a series of discussions where I spoke to regional groups of the Local Government
Association in the metropolitan area. At one of those meetings it was put to me that it would
be possible to delete local government in this State ovemnight. As a result of that I put to my
party, and my party speed, the proposal that when we return to Government a referendum
will be required to change or abolish local government. That is, it would give local
government continuance. That was one of the things which was talked about in the Federal
referendum question.

The Liberal Party acknowledges the tremendous work done voluntarily by councillors and
officers in local governiment throughout this State. Theme is no question that their reputation
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is very high. One of the specious arguments used by the people who wanted to promote
Federal constitutional recognition was that this is the only way to enhance the status of local
governiment and that otherwise people would have a poorer view about the standing of local
government. Of course that is totally contradicted if one considers an article in The West
Australian of 26 July which reads - 0

A national survey commissioned by the Local Government Association showed 75
per cent of West Australians approved of the job done by their councils. This was
higher than all other States.

To have 75 per cent acceptance is remarkable and I think it shows quite clearly that the
standing of local government was high, is high and will remain high, unless for some
particular reason - for example, if an issue blows up and local government councils are found
to be in some default.

Tonight I wish to speak about the question of pecuniary interest. I do so in response to the
release of a report in recent weeks entitled "Report of the Committee Reviewing the
Adequacy of Pecuniary Interest Provisions of the Local Government Act". The members on
this committee included Dr Michael Wood, wbo is the bead of the Department of Local
Goverrnent; Dr John Parry, the fanner President of the Country and Urban Councils
Association; and Mr Jeremy Allanson. No doubt those three men are highly Competent
people. I have had to deal with two of them and they are obviously people of ability. I agree
with most of their I I recommendations. However, I do not agree with one of those
recommendations. My party does not agree with it. We totally reject the register of interests,
which is the requirement that there should be a register of interests of all elected councillors
and specified council officers. I regard this as a well written report but it does not in any way
clear up the unsubstantiated allegations of corruption levelled by (he member for Perth
against councillors of the City of Perth. This inquiry was set up as an outcome of the
corruption issue, arnd clearly this report has not cleared up that issue at all.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is hitting below the belt while he is sitting in the Chair.

Mr CLARKO: [ am sure the Deputy Chairman has the capacity to deal with it. He might be
wrong - he will still be wrong - but I am sure he has the capacity to respond to this.
Another inquiry - the Mant inquiry - was also set up. As I have already mentioned this
evening, that inquiry has not resolved the planning issues of central Perth. It certainly has
done nothing about solving the corruption allegations. These two inquiries together have
proved to be inappropriate attempts to solve a matter which was tossed into the lap of the
Government and has hung around as a very serious smear against all the councillors of the
Perth City Council.

To concentrate specifically for a time on this proposal for a register of interests, I have taken
the arguments for and against as set down in that report. The reasons given against having a
register of interests are: Firstly, it is an invasion of privacy; secondly, it will create a
presumption of suspicion; thirdly, it will deter potentially valuable candidates from standing;
and fourthly, and finally, it has value only as a public relations exercise. Listed in support of
having a register of interest are these reasons: Firstly, it will make a substantial contribution
to public confidence in local governments; secondly, it will remove groundless suspicion
which now attaches to innocent people; thirdly, it will provide for declarations for the nature
of pecuniary interests; fourthly, it will allow for convincing demonstrations of openness; and
finally it will require councillors and officers to periodically review their private interests in
the light of their public duties. Having examined the two sets of arguments the committee
supported a register because it could not see any disadvantage in the arguments. I will
advance arguments which contradict that stance.

Is a register of pecuniary interest needed? The record set out in the report shows that since
1985 there have been 27 allegations of breach of pecuniary interests; two are incomplete, 25
are complete. Investigation was not initiated in six cases, and it will be interesting to know
on which cases action was not initiated. Of the 19 remaining cases, six were either
unfounded or no further action was taken; 10 cases were found to be in technical or minor
breach of the pecuniary interest matter, all of which received cautionary letters from the
Minister. What were the reasons for that? Thbe remaining three cases were referred for
further investigation and prosecutions were successful in all three; that is, one case per
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annum. When one realises that 1 400 councillors and many senior officers are involved,
members would agree that one successful prosecution per annum represents a minuscule
percentage of persons found guilty of infringing against the pecuniary interests provisions.
That figure does not justify the need for every councillor and every senior officer to be
required by law to register their entire private financial affairs, to reveal them to every person
in the community. I regard that as a gross invasion of privacy.
If this provision applies to local government councillors and senior officers, it seems
appropriate to apply it to everyone in a Covernmnent post. Perhaps it should be applied to the
two learned gentlemen sitting on either side of our illustrious Deputy Chairman, and they
should reveal their private affairs. Why should only town clerks and people with responsible
jobs in local government be required to provide this information?

I have been a councillor in the past and I have been involved in making decisions. Monetary
matters represent only one factor to be taken into account when councillors make decisions.
A councillor is influenced significantly more by his general attitude, background, philosophy,
friends, and the clubs to which he belongs, than by money. Councillors make decisions in
terms of their personal development over a lifetime - chat is, whether they are pro business,
pro minimal local government, strongly in favour of low rates, whether pro sport and
therefore wish to build football fields everywhere, or whether they wish to provide maximum
services for the community. A register of pecuniary interest would not stop preference or
discrimination; it would not stop favouritism, alter a person's ideology or influence the
decisions which individual councillors make. So resting an argument on financial gain in an
endeavour to achieve fair decisions is like attempting to lock one door in a many-doored
room, when every other door to the room is open.

A register of interest will not stop a councillor voting to the advantage of a friend, club or
interest group with which he is associated. I say that as a former councillor on the City of
Stirling Council, one of the largest councils in Australia, serving 170 000 people. The
likelihood is that councillors make decisions that either suit their general attitude to life or
suit friends or associates in the district who ask for support. People who strongly advocate a
register of interests do so even though only one successful prosecution per annum has taken
place over the last three years. This will build up an attitude of presumption of guilt amongst
decision makers, which is an undesirable situation. A register of interest is likely to
encourage in the minds of ordinary people a thought that there is something suspicious about
councillors or senior officers, that they are likely to be dishonest. This comes from a
jaundiced view of the world. We should presume our community representatives are honest,
and the record shows that they are.

As has been set out in the arguments for and against, the register would not only deter
potentially valuable candidates but also lead to the resignation of existing councillors because
they do not wish to have their personal affairs plastered over the local newspapers. This
would not occur due to an assumption of guilt or a fear of having done something wrong, but
the possibility is that good men and women who have been operating efficiently within local
government will be lost.

Mr Marlborough: Is there any chance that the pad from which you are reading will
disintegrate?

Mr CLARKO: No. Itris very well bound together. The member for Cockbumn will be one of
the few members who will survive the holocaust at the next election. He will be present at
future Budget debates and [ hope that I will be able to return his interjection them.

The register proposed in the report is much more insidious than anything I have dealt with to
date- It is insidious in that it refers to all income sources that a family member of a councillor
can reasonably expect to earn in the next year. I could not find any definition of what
constitutes a family. If one is an Italian it could mean everybody in the village because they
sometimes call them all cousins, but this intrusion into family affairs is pure humbug. Does it
refer to adult children as in my case and their affairs? Does it mean that the affairs of my son
in law should be listed because he happens to have a father in law involved in local
government? Does it refer to one's parents or uncle? It is ridiculous to ask someone about
their income sources for the next year when many do not know what happened for the last
year. This an absolute intrusion into family affairs and, because it is undefined, it is even
more dangerous.
A64371-11
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Would it really work? Many members sitting opposite know Jan Murray. She was famous
for her desk work with John Brown, the former Federal Minister for Tourism and Sport. She
made it clear that she would not reveal her private income to a Government that had told her
that that was her responsibility. It seems she was ready to reveal almost everything else but
not her financial affairs. John Spender's wife, Carla Zampatti who is a prominent fashion
designer, made it very clear that she would not provide that information either. I believe it is
a gross intrusion into the private lives of such women. Many people in this room are the
great defenders of modem women. Where do they stand on this matter? Winl they force
these women to provide this information? Of course it is not just or fair; it is unreasonable.

If the Government introduces these proposals, to be consistent it should require that all public
servants also provide this information. A register of this type is gross stickybeaking into the
private affairs of others. It presumes that public representatives are highly likely to promote
their personal interests through their involvement with local government. That is likely to
deter good candidates from standing for public office. From time to time I have heard how
not enough good people offer themselves for local governument. This register would
encourage no-one to stand for local government. The Minister quite rightly said that people
should be encouraged to stand for local government. I see no merit in it now with this
proposal.

A similar proposal was put forward on a couple of occasions for members of Parliament. I
do not think it advanced the cause of political representation one iota to find out that Brian
Burke had a $70 000 overdraft on his home in Balga. The United Kingdom has required that
members of Parliament register their pecuniary interests for many years. Enoch Powell has
consistently refused to do that over that time and no action has ever been taken against him
by either party. I think people would decline to give that information here also and it would
be interesting to see what happened to them.

Mr Wall interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I do not know what Bob Hawke has and I do not really care. I would like to
think that Bob Hawke, for all his faults, does not make decisions on the basis of his financial
interests.

Mr Want: He declares he has nothing.

Mr CLARKO: I am not aware of that. Brian Burke told us that he owed nearly $100 000. 1
do not think that knowledge advances his or the Labor Party's cause in any way.

A register will not stop corruption. Many members will remember Spiro Agnew, a former
Vice President of the United States. When he was Governor of a certain State he was given
huge sums of money for his political campaign by a road building company. Later he
rewarded that company with much of the road building work in his State. That sort of thing
would not be stopped by a register of pecuniary interests because he did not have shares in
the road building company.
We all know about Mick Young and Steven Loosely and the Japanese woodchipping
company. Those sorts of events will continue to occur even with a register of pecumiary
interests. It is like being in a big room with many doors and someone attempting to shut one
of them. I have said before in this Parliament - I hope I am not accused of tedious repetition -
that political representatives at all levels in Australia are of a very high standard in relation to
their financial morality. I am not aware of one other country that has such a high standard.
That does not mean that corruption does not occur as in Denmark. Wherever corruption
occurs among elected representatives, it should be weeded out.

The member for Perth's biggest mistake was that he did not tell us about any immnoral and
improper financial dealings by any councillor. If he had, he would have got his Royal
Commission. I wanted that Royal Commuission and I believe those gentlemen who were
accused wanted it. However, nothing was done by the Government because it did not want
an investigation. Bribery occurs in many countries. For instance, the Lockheed case in Japan
involved many public officials, including the then Prime Minister, and huge sums of money.
Lengthy investigations were made into whether those people could be brought to account.
Clearly we need to bring people who behave improperly to account for their acts. However,
a register of interests is not the proper way to do that. I believe, as I have said, that it is an
intrusion into the affairs of senior officers.
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Recently I attended the annual conference of the Institute of Municipal Management at the
Langley Plana. A few years earlier I attended the same annual conference at Scarborough
and sat next to Michael Harding who was the then Deputy Secretary of the Department of
Local Government. While eating lunch I spoke to him about the lack of information Liven to
councillors on the pecuniary interests question and I referred to a councillor in the City of
Stirling who happened to live on a busy street that was getting busier and busier. The local
progress association had passed a motion that that street should have a roundabout. When it
got to the Council, the councillor asked the Town Clerk whether she had an interest and,
because he said she did, she did not vote on it. That sort of thing should be further addressed.
I told Michael Harding that I believed the Department of Local Government should provide
every councillor with a booklet giving them guidance on this question. I respect this man,
who is a lawyer. He told me that it is not the sort of subject on which one can give general
advice. I suggested to him that there must be some way around it and that councillors should
be given some advice on pecuniary interest. A couple of years later I received in the mail a
letter from Michael Harding in which he said chat I might recall speaking to him about
pecuniary interests and that he was enclosing a booklet which gives councillors advice on that
subject. I have that booklet with me.
The Liberal Party is not satisfied with this report and when it is returned to Government it
will hold an inquiry to make the position clear in regard to pecuniary interest. I have some
reservations in regard to the question of councillors dealing with -a matter either in council or
in committee in which they have a pecuniary interest. Councillors who have a pecuniary
interest either stay and listen to the debate or they retire. My feeling is that the councillor
should retire to allow the remaining councillors to discuss the matter. It is possible for a
powerful and influential person to perhaps intimridate councillors by sitting and listening to
the debate.

It brings me to the next stage; that is, whether we should be advocating a secret voting system
in council. If such an inquiry is set up it should consider this matter. Th1is Government has
created the situation where councillors can remain in the meeting room while a matter in
which they have a pecuniary interest is debated. I am not blaming the Government for
allowing that to occur, but it is now time to reconsider the situation. If this commnittee were
being chaired by another member I would have dealt in length with an article which is
headed, "Reform bid pleases 'cmusader"'. The article was published in the Daily News on 5
October and it shows a photograph of the member for Perth with the caption, "Ian Alexander:
Smiling again". Apart from his smiling face he speaks a lot of drivel about this question. He
says that we should get rid of councillors who have business interests, although I think he
agrees with me that when the council is debating a subject in which a councillor has a
pecuniary interest that councillor should leave the room.

I cannot understand why the so-called Wanneroo corruption affair took place without the
Minister being the principal in that matter. I am not seeking to attack the Minister, but he
should have been the key person in this issue. I am critical of the way in which the Minlister
for Planning handled this issue. It is similar to the situation which occurred with the Perth
City Council. All the coundil-lors of the City of Wanneroo now have a grey cloud hanging
over their heads in terms of their public reputation. The Minister blamed a councillor and
three others, one of whom, regrettably, is deceased. We have a situation where, if this
Government has its way, the innuendo in relation to the City of Wanneroo and the City of
Perth will not go away. The Minister has made public statements about corruption - bribery
is principally involved - and an inquiry has been conducted by the police. My understanding
is that it is the third inquiry into this matter.

Mr Pearce: That is not right. You are confused about the matter.

Mr CLARKO: The example I gave involved the Yugoslav gentleman who sought to have the
Craigie roller rink site rezoned to a shopping centre. He failed and according to two mayors
of that council he accused a councillor of some form of corruption. The police investigated
that allegation. If the Minister is saying that the case to which he is referring is different from
that case it is more reason for further explanation. The Minister is saying that the action he
has taken has been to protect the people concerned. The details should be revealed. It mnay
do harm to two or three councillors but they would at least have the chance to clear their
names if they are innocent. If they are not innocent the inquiry should proceed.
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Mr Pearce: If the Waimeroo, Council were to pass a motion asking me to name the
councillors involved, I would be happy to do so.
Mr CLARKO: If the story is that a now deceased person, together with three other people
have been accused by someone of doing something improper and it is not true, it would not
be helpful to the situation.
Mr Pearce: That is why I have declined to name them.

Mr Cash: Was your brother involved?

Mr Pearce: No, he was not.

Mr Cash: He was named in the police report.
Mr Pearce: Which police report?
Mr Can: What are you doing with a copy of the police report?
Mr CLARKO: I do not want to raise that issue. I assume there are 13 councillors in the City
of Wanneroo. An allegation has been made that three people are guilty of a misdemeanour
and if it cannot be substantiated all the councillors will be labelled. The Minister may have a
good argument for what he said, but he must accept what I have said.
Mr Penrce: The point of view which I put to the police - you say that it has been
investigated -

Mr CLARKO: I heard that it was investigated three times.
Mr Pearce: I know things about the rezoning which the police do not know about. Because
of other circumstances the police were not prepared to prosecute. My view was that they
should have prosecuted and the court would have decided whether people were innocent or
guilty. It would have cleared the air. The police are not prepared to prosecute.

Mr CLARKO: Not knowing the details as well as the Minister my assumption is that if the
police said on two or three occasions that there was not sufficient evidence a prima facie case
does not exist. If that is the case -

Mr Pearce: That is the thing you do not know. In regard to the rezoning we are discussing,
the Wanneroo City Council withdrew it and subsequently unanimously defeated it. The
council came on a deputation to me to ask me to reverse my decision not to allow it to go to
advertising. When I did reverse my decision and it was put out to advertising and it went
back to them, they defeated it. The allegation made was that it was defeated because the man
involved would not pay a bribe. It is a serious allegation, but it is borne out by the fact that
the council asked me to allow it to go to advertising. If that is the case, why did the council
change its mind?
Mr CLARKO: The Minister says that he does not wish to reveal the information and he may
have good reason for doing so. However, I am told that a Mr Pavlinovich who was involved
with the Craigie roller rink went first to Mayor Trandos and made allegations of improper
behaviour by certain councillors. The Mayor immediately referred the mailer to the police
who said that there was not enough evidence to mount a case. The application came up again
about a yewr later. It went before the council which then rejected it.
Mr Pearce: That is not the truth. The council approved it.

Mr CLARKO: The second time?
Mr Pearce: I think it is the first time. When it went up the council approved it for
advertising. It came to me and I refused to approve it for advertising. A council deputation
asked me to reverse my decision. It took the rare step for a council of seeking to change my
mind. I then let it go out to advertising. When it went out to advertising, supported by the
council, and after the submission period came back to the council for a finial decision, it was
alleged that a bribe was sought. When the bribe was not paid, the matter was withdrawn
from the council agenda and subsequently unanimously defeated by the council despite the
fact that a deputation from the council had come to me asking for it to go ahead. That is a
very suspicious set of circumstances.
Mr CLARICO: Of all the people in the Chamber, apart from the Deputy Chairman (Dr
Alexander), the Minister would know better than anyone else that just because a council says
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that it would put a matter out for advertising does not mean that it agrees to a particular
proposition.
Mr Pearce: The deputation from the council came to me and sought a reversal of my
decision. That is very rare in planning. It has hardly ever occurred.

Mvr CLARKO: I am not concerned with the particular question of whether it should or should
not have been zoned, but I am concerned about the fact that the people of Wanneroo and
Western Australia generally - as a result of comments the Minister made in the Chamber and
outside, as quoted in reports such as that in the Wannerco News of 5 July - have the view that
there could be corrupt councillors in the City of Wanneroo and that any of the 13 councillors
could be corrupt. If the Minister's brother was a councillor, he could be under suspicion. He
would not want that.

Mr Pearce: If the Wazmeroo council wants to pass a motion I will name the people. You can
ask a question tomorrow.

Mr CLARICO: That is not the way to solve the matter. The police - having looked at one
case, according to the Minister, and possibly three cases, according to me - could not find
sufficient evidence to proceed with a charge. Whether for a good or bad meason, the Minister
has created a very unsatisfactory situation. I would like to think he wishes he had never done
it because to allow 10 people out of 13 to have a smear over their names is not the way to go
about dealing with such matters. It is totally unacceptable to the community, to the Minister
in his better moments, I would think, and to me.

Theme are many other things that I proposed to speak on, but I will not continue with my
remarks on local government. Taking up the earlier point of the Minister that he seeks some
cooperation from us, I indicate that I am crying to give it.

Mr Pearce: Thank you very much.

Mr MASLEN: In debates such as this, most mailers are raised from an urban perspective.
Because most legislation is formulated to comply with urban requirements, it usually falls
short of what is required in the country. I make that point having had 10 years in local
government in a remote country town. Local government is the grass roots administration of
the people. The participants in local government are volunteers who have to be elected every
three years. All sorts of rules with respect to pecuniary interests hind them. They are also
required to meet a ratepayers' meeting every 12 months.

Mr Blaikie: And they are readily identified in the local community.

Mr MASLEN: They are certainly readily identified in the local community.

Councillors appear to be being given more responsibility to administer their communities
while being given less autonomy and more pressures. That appears to be happening
throughout the community. I refer, for example, to the self-assessment of one's taxation
liability. In all good faith a person can make his assessment only to have some accountant
find that he has made a mistake in that assessment. Because such a person has broken the
law, he is in all sorts of trouble. This also applies to councils, especially country councils.

Recently, the adult franchise was made to apply to local government elections. I suppose the
idea of that was to pander to the idea that everybody is equal and should have a say. In small
conmmities, the people who make rather large financial contributions to the third tier of
Government axe often only small in number. Thus they can quite easily be outnumbered, for
example, by a travelling group of hippies. Although unlikely, it is possible that such people
could be elected to the council and could tell the ratepayers how much they were to
contribute to the coffers and how much money could be spent. That problem must also be
addressed. Do we have adult franchise and no rates or do we have rates and no adult
franchise? I advocate something more in the line of a poll tax than adult franchise. That is a
matter of philosophy and I dare say that one day that might happen.

Another thing facing councils across the country - although I am speaking for country
councils - is bureaucratic obstruction. The problem worsened with each of the 10 years I was
involved in local government. Although I am no longer a councillor, I have a very close
relationship with the local council in the Shire of Carnarvon. Two or three items highlight
what is happening there. The first is that a major contribution has been made by the people
of this country from Federal, State and local coffers, to a flood mitigation program to keep
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the Gascoyne River from breaking its banks and flooding the town. Members probably know
that the town of Carnarvon is built on a flood plain and every now and again the river
overflows and floods the town. Several million dollars has been spent under the flood
mitigation program on building levees. Millions of dollars were spent on one thing and
another by the Water Authority. We eventually got the flood mitigation program in place.
We have now been told that still we cannot build there because there is a deep sewerage
requirement. That will add another 25 per cent to the already high cost of blocks. People
have had land there for years and have warned to develop it. They are small battlers who
cannot go ahead with their plans. They face dreadful financial difficulty because of the
intransigence of these authorities and because the Minister in many cases has no idea of the
ramifications of requiring deep sewerage in such areas. It might be all right for City Beach,
but it is not necessary for Camarvon, Derby. Exmouth or places like that.
In Carnarvon, the local shire council has a development program on two islands called
Babbige Island and Whitlock Island, at the mouth of the Gascoyne River. The waterway
immediately in the front of the town is a fairly shallow piece of water with coarse sand that
can be pumped up on top of these islands. The town council had plans written up by
consultants Wittenoom Richard & Associates Pty Ltd or Sinclair Knight & Partners (WA)
Pty Ltd. Before it could do anything about implementing these plans, the Environmental
Protection Authority identified several plants, animals, a few different mosquitoes and a
couple of mangrove trees and said that nothing could be done in the middle of the town
because of the fragile nature of the environment.
I have indicated to the council members that as their parliamentary representative - which I
hope to continue to be and am quite sure the Liberal Party will be in Government - I will
ensure that under a coalition Government in this State the Environmental Protection
Authority will be directed to areas a mile outside the town rather than in the centre. Someone
will pump the sand out of the river bed on top of the islands, to enable people to build on
them and to bell with the mangroves and mosquitos which eat alive those people who live in
the town. I do not think one person in that community, will buck at that proposal. Outside the
towns are hundreds and thousands of acres of land with mangroves and sand fire flats, and
yet a few acres in the middle of town are being concentrated on. I do not make this point to
have a shot at these departments, which are doing a wonderful job in urban areas. However,
when they visit remote areas in their air conditioned four wheel drive vehicles and try to find
something to do, they make a nuisance of themselves. We want only to improve the
environment so that we can enjoy a reasonable standard of living, as do people who live in
the south of the State. The Government should recognise that local authorities outside the
cities do not have the back up that the metropolitan area has. In all the country towns I know
of, the local councils do a very good job servicing their communities, and some regard should
be given to the environment in which they live so that urban development policies are used
for guidance only; they are good servants but very bad masters. Any attempt to transplant
those policies into the country areas causes hardship in the conmmities.
I appeal to the Minister to bear my comments in mind and to consider the point I have made
by highlighting the specific circumstances with regard to the problems caused by the Water
Authority. It thinks it has been doing a good job, but it is not necessary. All sorts of
investigations have been carried out as to whether the sand can take it. The Health
Department and the local authority have said there is no problem with the septic system and I
do not know why there should be. The system has been working well enough for the last 100
years, and all of a sudden it has been decided that deep sewerage must be installed. The
policy has been set up in Perth; it works admirably in the metropolitan area, but such policies
are unnecessary and add enormous amounts to costs in country towns. I regard this in most
cases, as do the shire councils, as straight out obstructionism. Some deference should be paid
to the communities in which in it is proposed to implement these policies.
Mr WIESE: I speak of the local governments in the non metropolitan areas of the State with
which I am more familiar. I am sure other members in this Chamber will speak about local
authorities in the metropolitan area and will do so very effectively. Local Government in the
non metropolitan area is as seriously threatened at the moment as it has ever been. I have had
20 years involvement in local government and I have observed its activities for an even
longer period. Strong efforts have been made by Labor Governments, both Federal and State,
to change local government as it exists at the moment. It is under considerable threat
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by the decisions of the High Court which tend to have long term effects art the ability of local
government to govern in the way it should. Classic examples are the decisions of the High
Court of Australia in heritage cases and their impact on local government and the ability of
local people to control their own destiny.
The oilier major threat to local government in its present form is a financial threat. it is under
greater financial pressure today than it has ever been. One of the major threats results from
the alterations made to the system of allocating grants money to councils. I freely
acknowledge that not all councils have fared badly from the alteration to the system, but
many councils in country areas will be, and have already been, seriously affected.
Unfortunately the majority of those local authorities which will. be seriously affected are
smaller local authorities which are not able to fall back on a large number of ratepayers and
hence are not able to raise more funds from rates. They have a small rating base and are
virtually unable to increase their funding, Therefore, any cuts in funding, such as those
suffered under the altered distribution methods, have a serious effect on their viability, and
ultimately on their ability to carry on doing the job which ratepayers expect of them.
That situation is being aggravated by the large cuts in real terms in the road funds being
allocated to local government. I am sure the Minister realises that road funding cannot be
considered in isolation; it is an integral and very important part of the overall financial
resources of local authorities and the cuts in that funding will have an effect on the councils'
ability to maintain their services, staff levels, and road systemns. In the case of many of the
councils about which I am talking the maintenance of road systems is their major task. I put
it to the Minister and to this Committee that unless a major and rapid turnaround is made in
the funds available to local government there will be further cuts in services provided to
ratepayers and in the number of staff employed. Such cuts have already been made in many
of the smaller local authorities around the State. Not far down the line councils will be very
seriously considering amalgamating with other local authorities and some will disappear
altogether because they are not able to continue as a result of the changes made. Some
people may believe that it would be a good thing for some local authorities to disappear. If
councils are to amalgamate that flies in the face of the desires and wishes of ratepayers. They
do not want to see their councils disappear; they like and want the personal service they get
from their present councils, which they fully support. They will be disappointed and upset if
the councils that they have worked for and have supported are forced to amalgamate and
disappear. I hope it does not reach that stage, but it may well be that unless there are changes
in funding arrangements that will happen to local government.
An indication of the sorts of financial pressures that councils are under - and my memory
may fail me here, and the Minister might correct me - is that a statement was made at the
recent local government conference suggesting that local councils and local government in
general will have to be more innovative and to go out and establish money earning business
type arrangements and look at other methods of funding to improve or maintain its financial
positron. I am sure that such statements were made and that view is an indication of the
serious situation local government has reached because of present funding arrangements.
I asked a question in the House the other night concerning the appointment to the Grants
Commission recently of a representative from the Country Shire Councils Association. The
Minister answered my question, and I accepted his answer. I do not agree with his reasoning
and his decision in this matter. In saying that I do not imply any criticism of Mayor
Finlayson. I asked that question because it has been asked at all the conferences I have
attended in the past two or three weeks and the Minister is probably aware of this. I have
been asked why that decision was made. It was important that that question was asked.
[ have nothing but praise for Mayor Finlayson's ability and the tremendous contribution he
has made to local government in the Kalgoorlie region and at a State level, where it has been
enormous. I worked with him on the Country Shire Councils Association for a couple of
years and have seen him in action. I know what a forcefu person and great worker for local
government he is. I am aware that he sewved for 12 years on the Grants Commission and has
a great deal of expertise that will be of assistance to the Grants Commission in the coming
five years. However, I believe that the Minister and the Government have made a bad
decision in that appointment because there comes a time when one must start bringing in
younger members of an organisation. and when their ability must be recognised. These
people must be given an opportunity to serve and gain experience so that they are in a better
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position to serve their organisations, in this case the Country Shire Councils Association and
the Grants Commission.

The time has been reached when a young person should be appointed to the Grants
Commission to enable that to happen. Five years down the line we will be faced with the
same situation we face at this time in finding a new person to be the Country Shire Councils
Association representative on the Grants Commission. I believe that will be five years too
late. I believe the Minister was aware that the number one choice of the Country Shire
Councils Association was a very capable person who is the president of that association
presently. He is young, and probably has the best understanding - and I say this from personal
experience, having served with Councillor Donaldson on the Country Shire Councils
Association for a couple of years - of the Grants Commission and its workings of anyone in
that association at present.

More importantly, and something that has been overlooked in the decision making process.
that person comes from the State's agricultural area and has a fanning background. He has a
long history of service in relatively small rural councils and a strong understanding of the
problems they face. They make up the majority of the membership of the Country Shire
Councils Association. He has a strong understanding of how they work, and of their
problems. It is a great pity that the wishes of the Country Shire Councils Association were
ignored when the appointment was made.

Another matter that follows on from this - because I believe this was an example of the
Minister imposing his will upon local government, and in this case upon the Country Shire
Councils Association - was that the Country Shire Councils Association's opinions were
pushed aside and the person given that position was imposed upon that association. That was
one example of the Minister's scant regard for the oft expressed wishes of local government.
We have seen three or four other examples of this over the past three or four years and I will
mention them because they are examples that grate hard on local government in the rural
areas of this State.

One was the Minister's attempt during this session of Parliament to alter section 30A of the
Local Government Act to remove the ability for shire councils and their ratepayers to oppose
attempts by neighbouring councils to amalgamate or take them over. Local government in
rural areas and non metropolitan areas of this State has time and again expressed the wish that
section 30A remain as it is. They have expressed a strong opposition to any attempt to
change it but the Minister continues to try to impose his wishes and desires on local
government in that area. We have seen the imposition of changes to ward boundaries and of
adult franchise on local government. There are many other such examples and the Minister
should be more responsive, taking more account of the opinions of local government as
expressed in the non metropolitan local government councils, in the wards, and expressed by
the Country Shire Councils Association Executive.
I close my remarks by commenting on moves being made at present to redraft the Local
Government Act. I commiend! the Minister for his initiative in going down that route. It is a
daunting task that faces the Minister and his department in implementing this change to the
Local Government Act. That is long overdue, and will ultimately be of great benefit to local
government. I am sure the Minister will take notice of the expressed wishes of local
governument in the State, particularly in non metropolitan areas. Theme are times when the
wishes of local governments in urban and non metropolitan areas are poles apart, and the
Minister is in the unenviable position of having to walk a path between the two.
We need to improve the image of local government in the community, because local
governments are finiding it increasingly difficult to attract skilled administrative staff into
shires in country areas. The number of people coming into local government training courses
is decreasing. The responsibilities, workloads and perceived problems and difficulties of the
executive staff of local government organisations tend to deter young people from entering
local governent. We have to spend more time and money on programs to encourage school
leavers and graduates from tertiary institutions to enter local government. We have to get the
message across to them that this is a rewarding career. We need to expand and revamp the
scholarship scheme to make a career in local government appear more attractive. We need
also to expand the education program for councillors entering local government for the first
time. It is generally accepted that it takes a full three

4826 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 9 November 1988] 42

year term in local government for new councillors to Find their feet and come to grips with
the problems and intricacies of local government. We would help the operation of local
government if we were to find a way of cutting that rime in half so that new councillors could
be fully operational and effective members of the council within 12 or I8 months.
Mr CARR: I thank those members who have placed on record the matters they believe are
important.
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances -
Mr CLARKO: I notice there is an increase of $140 000 - approximately 50 per cent - in the
estimate for the Minister's office. I ask the Minister whether that represents an increase in
staff, due to extra commitments. I notice in regard to corporate services that there is an
increase of some $100 000; and there is an increase of $100 000 for policy and programs.
They are pretty significant percentage increases.

Mr CARR: The increase in relation to the Minister's office relates to the additional
responsibility I picked up as Minister for Mines which led to extra staff being located in my
ministerial office.
Mr Clarko: They do not cross back to the Department of Mines?
Mr CARR: The whole of a Minister's office is handled for administrative purposes through
one department, and that is normally the Minister's senior department. Most people would
regard the Department of Mines as a senior department, but because my ministerial office has
always been handled through the Local Government Department, we chose to handle it that
way. With regard to the other two items, I will check those matters and get back to the
member by way of correspondence.
ItemS5: Local Government Advancement Program -

Item 6: Bicycle Policy - Contribution to Trust Fund -

Mr CLARKO: I ask the Minister what has caused the increase in the estimate for item 5,
which has doubled. I commend the Government for its bicycle safety program, which - in
conjunction with what local councils are doing - has made a major difference to how people
are moving Mround the city on bicycles.
Mr CARR: I thank the member for those comments. The Government is proud of its
achievements in the area of bicycle safety, and is particularly proud of the helmet rebate
scheme. I agree that local governments deserve strong acknowledgment for their role.
The local government advancement program was left over from the State funding of local
government, which goes back some years. The member may recall that fund was reduced by
a third each year, over three years, and there was left a residual fund of $50 000. That was
caried through from year to year. That fund constitutes the only small discretionary fund
available to the Minister to assist local governments generally. We receive a range of
submissions from local governments and from the Associations of Local Government, asking
us to give support to particular projects which are of benefit to local governments. It was our
view that funding had been kept at a fairly low level and that an increase was appropriate.
That money has not been fully allocated at this stage, and we have invited local governments
to make submissions. One item that will take up a fair amount of the expenditure relates to a
local government purchasing scheme, which is a purchasing cooperative established within
the Associations of Local Government. We have committed a significant amount of money
to that - if my memory serves me right, in the vicinity of $20 000 or $30 000 - in an
underwriting capacity. It may turn out to be the case that there is no need for the Government
to fund that program, but it is important that money be available for small allocations of
funds for projects of benefit to local government.
Division 32 put and passed.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House).

House adjourned a: 1.51 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
CONNER, MR DENNIS -PAYMENT

World Yachting C/hamnpionship, Fremnantle - Western Australian Bid
1653. Mir MacKJNTNON to the Treasurer:

(1) How much is Dennis Conner being paid to spearhead the Western Australian
bid to host next year's world 12 metre yachting championship off Fremantle?

(2) Who arm the other people involved in the event?

(3) What expenditure has WADC budgeted for to attract this event to Western
Australia?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Nothing.

(2) It is hoped that crews from Australia, France, Denmark, Great Britain, Japan,
New Zealand, Sweden and USA will participate.

(3) Nothing.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES - PUBLIC SERVANTS
Paid Studyv Leave Scheme

1688. Mr CASH to the Premier:

(1) Is there a scheme available to public servants which provides for paid study
leave for a period of up to three years for the purpose of studying higher
education courses outside Western Australia?

(2) If yes, will he provide details of such schemes and the number of current
participants?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) For many years the Public Service Board occasionally approved full time
leave with pay for post graduate studies and/or study tours outside Western
Australia. This approval required detailed support by the chief executive of
the agency concerned on the basis of having unusual benefits to the agency
and/or the State in some spec ialised professional field. The period of study
was not the subject of any standard criteria. Following the proclamation of the
revised Public Service Act in May of this year and in line with the general
move to make chief executives more directly accountable, the authority to
approve such matters was delegated to them with appropriate guidelines from
the Public Service Commissioner.

(2) Contact has been made with Public Service departments and the following
details have been provided regarding the officers who are studying outside
Western Australia -

Dr Mike Walsh (Public Health Department) - attending Harvard
University, USA. Studying for a Masters Degree in Public
Administration. Leave approved to 31 July 1989; and

V. Zupavonich (Office of Industrial Relations) - attending Zagreb
University in Yugoslavia. Studying Higher Honours in Industrial
Relations, as a result of winning the inaugural Ralph Pervan
Scholarship. Combining long service leave and annual leave with two
months approved study leave. Leave approved to 15 August 1989.

MOTOR VEHICLES - GOVERNMENT
6WA Prefix - Members of Parliament, Usage Criteria

1689. Mr CASH to the Premier:
Which members of Parliament other than Ministers are entitled to use the
6WA prefix cars, and on what basis and under what criteria does a member of
Parliament, other than a Minister, take home a 6WA prefix car?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The member would be aware that the Government maintains a vehicle fleet
and pool of chauffeurs for use by Ministers, members, parliamentary office
holders, official guests of the State, the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet
and for other approved purposes which arise from time to time. If the member
has a query about the use of a particular vehicle or access to the garage
facilities, he should write to me and I wil arrange to have it investigated.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - "THE BIRTH OF A DREAM"
LandCorp - Cost

1694. Mr MacKINNON to the Deputy Premier:

(1) How much did the publication entitled "The Birth of a Dream", which was put
out by LandCorp, cost?

(2) How many copies of that publication were distributed?
(3) How were they distributed?
(4) To whom were they distributed?
(5) Who printed the brochure?

(6) What was the purpose of distributing that brochure?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1 )-(4),(6)

Refer to answer to parliamentary question 1634.
(5) Bell Group Press Pty Ltd.

EDUCATION -PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Ardross -Improvements

1715. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is she aware of the need for a covered assembly area and changes to the

administration and toilet facilities at the Ardross Primiary School?
(2) Why has work, promnised to be carried out in 1987-88, not been effected?
(3) When is it anticipated that the improvements to the Ardross Primary School

will commence?
(4) Have plans for these works been finalised?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes. With respect to the provision of a covered area it is noted that the school
has an existing hail.

(2) Work was not promised for 1987-88, but listed awaiting hinds.
(3) The improvements will be considered for the 1988-89 Capital Works

Program.
(4) No.

HEALTH - RADIATION PROTECTION
Mining Industry - Government Bodies, Standards Responsibility

1716. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Labour:
(1) (a) Which Government bodies are responsible for setting standards for

radiation protection in the mining industry,
(b) who are the members of each of the bodies; and
(c) which agencies are the members representatives of?

(2) (a) Which Government bodies are responsible for enforcing those
standards;
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(b) who are the members of the bodies; and

(c) which agencies are the members representatives of?
(3) In which documents are those standards described, and would he table the

documents?
(4) What are the annual radiation dose levels which apply to -

(a) workers; and
(b) members of the public affected by radiation exposure by thie mining

industry?
(5) What measures are taken to monitor the radiation dose levels of -

(a) workers; and
(b) members of the public affected by radiation exposure by the mining

industry?
(6) How many workers in the mineral sands industry received radiation doses in

excess of the statutory levels in 1986 and 1987 and what were the maximum
doses received by workers in each of the two years?

(7) How many workers in the mineral sands industry received radiation doses in
excess of -
(a) 150 midllisieverts;
(b) 50-149 millisieverts;

(c) 15-49 millisieverts; and
(d) 1- 14 millisieverts
during -

(i) 1986; and
(ii) 1987?

The answer was tabled.

[See paper No 560.]
HEALTH - RADIATION PROTECTION

Mining Employees. Excess Exposure - Employers' Penalties
1717. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Labour:

(1) What action has been taken against employers in those mines where workers
have received radiation doses in excess of the statutory levels?

(2) (a) What are the maximum penalties for employers for exposing workers
to radiation doses in excess of the statutory levels; and

(b) since 1983 what penalties have been imposed on employers for
exposing workers to radiation doses in excess of the statutory levels?

(3) (a) Is he aware of recent criticism by employees in the mineral sands
industry of the high levels of -
(i) dust; and
(ii) radiation in the workplace?

(b) What steps are being taken to reduce the hazards created by -

(iii) dust; and
(iv) radiation?

(4) (a) Is he aware that the International Commission on Radiological
Protection is considering scientific evidence which may lead to a
lowering of the maximum permissible level of radiation for workers;
and
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(b) to what level is it anticipated that the maximum wilt be reduced?
(5) Is the Government requiring all new mineral sands plants to meet these

proposed tighter standards?
(6) (a) Is the Government considering measures to reduce radiation exposure

in existing mineral sands operations if these new standards are

introduced; and
(b) if yes, would he explain briefly all measures that are being considered?

The answer was tabled.

[See paper No 561.]
LAND - LANDCORP

Subdivision, Mt Claremont-St Johns Wood - Completion Schedule, Sand Stability
1719. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) What schedule is proposed by LandCorp for the completion of its subdivision
development in the Mt Claremont-St Johns Wood area?

(2) What action is to be taken to stabilise the sand now exposed which local
residents fear may be blown about with dry conditions and summer breezes?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(I) There is no definite timetable. Development will proceed subject to demand
and the necessary rezoning and the other approvals.

(2) Stabilisation to local authority requirements is expected to be completed
within the next two weeks.

HEALTH - SPINAL MANIPULATION
Formal Training - Medicine, Physiotherapy, Undergraduate Course

1720. Mr SCHELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is formal training in spinal manipulation given as part of the undergraduate
course in medicine and/or physiotherapy?

(2) If yes to (1), how many course hours are involved?
(3) Is this training recognised as sufficient for medical personnel to perform spinal

manipulation for fee or reward?
(4) Are doctors required to undergo any postgraduate training before they perform

spinal manipulation for fee or reward?
(5) If yes to (4), how many course hours are involved?

(6) How are patients able to find out whether a medical practitioner is trained and
qualified in spinal manipulation?

(7) Is it a requirement that all medical personnel who perform spinal manipulation
in public hospitals be trained and qualified to do so?

(8) What are the trmmum standards required by -

(a) the Medical Registration Board; and

(b) the Physiotherapists Registration Board
for registrants to be able to perform spinal manipulation for fee or reward?

(9) Does attendance at the spinal manipulation course conducted Over a recent
weekend by the Royal Australian College of General Practitioners constitute
any form of qualification for the right to perform spinal manipulation for fee
or reward?

Mr WILSON replied:
As the question is divided into two parts I shall answer each section as (a) for
medicine and (b) for physiotherapy.
(1) (a) No; and
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(b) manipulation is just one aspect of human movement studies.
All physiotherapy is based on the study of' human movement
in both normal and abnormal states. It extends from active
exercise to forced passive movement - manipulation. Further
studies are available at postgraduate diploma, masters and
PhD level.

(2) (a) Not applicable; and
(b) the whole program is orientated to this end.

(3) (a) Not applicable; and

(b) yes.
(4) (a) Yes; and

(b) not applicable.
(5) (a) The training of orthopaedic specialists involves in service

training and tutorials extending over a minimum of four
years. It is impossible to quantify the component of training
in manipulative therapy in hours because manipulative
therapy is but one facet of spinal treatment by orthopaedic
surgeons. The Royal Australian College of General
Practitioners has a training program with lectures, formal
tutorials and hands-on training for registered doctors with at
least two years post graduate experience. I am informed that
the instruction and training total 1 000 hours and this is in
basic manipulative skills. Further advanced training is
available to those who wish to obtain it; and

(b) not applicable.
(6) (a) By asking the medical practitioners; and

(b) not applicable.
(7) (a) Spinal manipulation by other than orthopaedic surgeons is not

approved of in public hospitals; and
(b) yes.

(8) (a) Manipulative therapy is only a small pant of orthopaedic care.
There is, therefore, no separate standard; and

(b) Bachelor of Applied Science (Physiotherapy).

(9) (a) No;
(b) not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES - WATER AUTHORITY
La ndCorp. Yangebup Development - Jandako: Mound, Development

Effects

1721. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Is it fact that the Western Australian Water Authority did not want to proceed

with LandCorp's proposed new development at Yangebup because of its
location on top of the Jandakot mound?

(2) What effect would the development have on underground water supplies of
that mound?

(3) Is it fact that urban development can take place above ground water mounds if
adequate water management techniques are administered?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The Water Authority's land planning and ground water protection policy

drawn up in 1988 states that undeveloped land and State forest areas are the
pref'erred land uses over primary source areas. The policy acknowledges that
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in some cases residential land may be compatible with ground water
developments. The Water Authority has agreed to urban development east of
Thomnsons Lake provided there is careful management of the land use to
reduce the risk of ground water pollution.

(2) Any urban development will affect ground water quantity and quality, but
with careful management it will be possible to minimidse any potential
pollution.

(3) Answered by (1) and (2).

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS - RESERVES
Kalgoorlie, No 24S74 - Mt Percy Gold Mining, Takeover

1722. Mr LIGHTFQOT to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs;

(1) Has the reserve known as Kalgoorlie Reserve No 24574 - being Hampton
Location 79, area of 16.1874 hectares, immediately north of the superpit -
been taken over by the Mount Percy gold mining operation?

(2) If yes, what was the payment?

(3) Did the agreement include the assistance of establishing a tree nursery?

(4) Did the agreement also include the purchase by Mount Percy of tree seedlings
for reforestation purposes?

(5) If yes to (3) and (4), has the nursery been established?
(6) If yes, have trees been purchased?

(7) Who runs the nursery?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(7)
Not applicable.

DRAINAGE - DISTRICTS
Bursetron Raring, Five Mile Brook -Water Authority, Stoppage

1728. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Further to question 1556 of 1988, when and why did the Water Authority stop
rating the Busselton drainage district for the Five Mile Brook?

(2) (a) Were the boundaries of the Busselton drainage district altered at the
time; and

(b) if yes, will he provide details of the changes?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) The Water Authority has never rated the Busselton drainage district for the
Five Mile Brook.

(2) Answered by (1).

WATER RESOURCES - PLUMBING
Inspection Fees - Revenue

1732. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) What has been the revenue from plumbing inspection fees in each of the last
three years?

(2) What is the expected revenue for the current year?

(3) How are the fees calculated?

(4) What is the fee for an average sized private dwelling?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The amount of revenue raised in country districts for plumbing inspection fees

is not separately recorded and is therefore not readily available. In the
metropolitan area the revenue raised is as follows -

1985-86 $948 843;
1986-87 $997 226;
1987-88 $1 146660.

(2) Metropolitan area $1.24 million;
Country area not available.

(3) The fees aim to reflect the cost to the authority of inspecting plumbing works,
including travelling time, but also to allow for an actual level of inspection
which occur at a rate of less than [00 per cent.

(4) The current rates for single residential buildings are -

Metropolitan area Country area

(a) One major fixture $47.00 $40.00
(b) Each additional major fixture $11.50 $11.50
(c) Re-inspection $23.50 $23.50
On the basis that the average single residential development comprises two
major fixtures, the average fee is -

Metropolitan area $58.50;
Country area $51.50

WATER RESOURCES - PLUMBING
Inspectors - Reduction Plans

1733. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) How many plumbing inspectors have there been in each of the last three

years?
(2) Are there plans to further reduce the number of plumbing inspectors?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) 1986 1987 1988

Country 15 12 12;
Metropolitan 34 26 24.

(2) No.
WATER RESOURCES - PLUMBING INDUSTRY BOARD

Establishment - Consideration
1734. Mr COWAN to the Mfinister for Water Resources:

(1) Is he considering the establishment of a Plumbing Industry Board?

(2) If yes, when will the decision be made?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(I)-(2)
Theft has been consultation between the Minister for Consumer Affairs and
me about this matter. A review of all aspects of the building industry is
currently uinder way and one of the terms of reference of that review will be
the licensing of other trades including plumbing. It is understood a decision
following that review is anticipated in March 1989.

WATER RESOURCES - PLUMBING
Inspectors - Rural Towns

1735. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:

Will he identify which country towns no longer have plumbing inspectors or
are about to lose plumbing inspectors?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:

Currently Collie and Merredin do rnot have a resident plumbing inspector. His
duties are being carried out by the inspectors from Bunbury and Northam
respectively.

CAMERON, MR EDDIE - DEATH
Exr Graria Payment

1749. Mr CASH to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Was an individual or the family of the late Eddie Cameron paid an ex grauia
payment or other payment by the Government following the untimely death of
Mr Eddie Cameron?

(2) If so, how much was the payment and what were the reasons for making the
payment?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) 1 amn advised that no such payment has been made.

(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION - HOLIDAYS
End of Term-Semester, 1989

1755. Mr CASH to the Minister for Education:

(1) What dates have been designated as primary school, high school, WACAE,
Canning College and Tuart College end of termn/semester holidays for the
1989 school year?

(2) What dates have been designated for TAFE end of temn/semester holidays for
the 1989 year?

(3) Why are the TAFE holidays not at the same time as the other educational
institutions listed in (I) above?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Term dates, 1989 -
(a) Primary and Secondary Schools -

Term 1. 1 February (Wed) - 14 April (Fri)
Term 2: 1 May (Mon) - 7 July (Fri)
Term 3: 25 July ('Cue) - 29 September (Fri)
Term 4: 16 October (Mon) - 20 December (Wed)

Teachers will commence duties one day earlier at the start of terms I
and 3. Two further days will be available to teachers for professional
development. Individual schools will determine the dates of these days
in consultation with the district superintendent.

(b) Canning and Tuant Senior Colleges -

Term 1: 31 January (Tue) - 14 April (Fri)
Term 2: 2 May (Tue) - 7 July (Fri)
Term 3: 25 July (Tue) - 29 September (Fri)
Term 4: 16 October (Mon) - 14 December (Thur)

Four staff development days additional to this student calendar are
negotiated separately by each college.

(b) WACAB -

Semester 1: 20 Feb (Mon) - 26 June (Mon)
Mid semester break: 17 Apr (Mon) - 23 Apr (Sun)
Semester 2: 24 Jul (Man) - 27 Nov (Man)
Mid semester break: 2 Oct (Mon) - 8 Oct (Sun)

These dates apply to the coUege in general, but are amended to meet
particular course requirements where necessary.
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(2) TAFE term holidays, 1989 -

Term 1: 22 March to 3 April
Termn2: 30 June to 17 July
Term 3: 22 September to 9 October
Term 4: 15 December to06 February

(3) In 1989, the tenn holidays in TAFE include the Easter break so as to minimise
any disruption. to students, particularly apprentices, whose block release
sessions need to be accommodated around public holidays. Since TAFE is
progressively semesterising its courses, the term 2 holidays have to be set so
athat smudents can be examined and re-enrolled and that the number of teaching
weeks in both semesters are the same. Where these demands can be met and
synchronised with the school terms, this will be done.

HEALTH - CIEIROPRACflIC
Health, Employment Programs - Exclusion

1756. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Health:

Why, after almost a quarter of a century of registration, is chiropractic
excluded from any of the health care programs, employment opportunities,
health education programs and the use of taxpayer funded health care facilities
provided by the Western Australian [Deparment of Health?

Mr WILSON replied:

Registration of a profession is aimed principally at protecting the public
against the activity of untrained and unqualified persons claiming to be
members of the profession. The conferral of registration carries with it no
implications as to whether a particular professional service is offered through
taxpayer funded facilities.

HEALTH - CHIROPRACTIC
Medical Advisers' Role - Lugg. Dr R S

1757. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Health:

(L) Concerning the role of medical advisers in matters relating to chiropractic, has
Dr R.S. Lugg played any role in advising him in any matters regarding
chiropractic?

(2) Has Dr R.S. Lugg attended any meetings between him and the chiropractic
profession?

(3) What role has Dr R.S. Lugg had in the framing of proposed changes to
amendments for the Chiropractors Registration Act?

(4) Is it considered that Dr R.S. Lugg is sufficiently unprejudiced so as to be able
to deal in an even handed manner with departmental matters relating to the
effective role of chiropractic in Western Australia?

Mr WI1LSON replied:

(1) Dr Lugg has not advised me directly on any matter regarding chiropractic.

(2) No.

(3) None.

(4) 1 am confident that Dr Lugg would adopt a fair and impartial approach to
dealing with any departmental matter regarding chiropractic.

HEALTH - REGISTRATION BOARD
Registered Medical Practitioners, Chiropractors - Professional

Relationship Restrictions
1758. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Health:

Does the Western Australian Registration Board have any established
responsibility or right to restrict professional relationships such as a referral,
joint consultation and investigation between registered medical practitioners
and chiropractors in Western Australia?
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Mr WILSON replied:
On clarification of the question an answer will be provided.

TOURISM - HOTEL COMPLEX
Kalgoorlie - Feasibility Study

1759. Mr LIGHTFOOT to the Premier:

(I) Has a feasibility study been completed on the proposed hotel complex in
Kalgoorlie?

(2) When was the feasibility study completed?

(3) When will the feasibility study be made public?
(4) Has the WADC/Oovernment denied access to the feasibility study by

interested Kalgoorlie and other groups?

(5) If yes to (4), why?
(6) Is the hotel to be proceeded with?

(7) If no to (5), why?
(8) If yes to (5), when?~
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

See answer to question 1164.
WATER RESOURCES - WATER AUTHORITY

Bussefton Drainage District Ratepayers - Outstanding Accounts,
Demands

1760. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:

(I) Is it a fact that in recent weeks the Water Authority has issued demands to
Busselton drainage district ratepayers who, allegedly, owe outstanding rates?

(2) How many demands have been issued?

(3) Is it not a fact that these demands are in breach of an undertaking given by
him that no further action will be taken relating to outstanding accounts until
the current inquiry into the Busselton drainage controversy is completed?

(4) If yes to (3), what action has he taken to ensure that the Water Authority
honours his undertaking?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Sixty one.
(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION - NON GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS, RURAL
Bus Service

1761. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Government decided to provide a school bus service to
non Government schools in the country?

(2) If so, what are the criteria for eligibility?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes. As announced in the Premier's 1988-89 Budget speech, "the
Government believes it appropriate to introduce new contract bus services and
extend existing services to enable non Government primary and secondary
students to have the same transport provisions to the nearest appropriate
school as currently applies to Government students in rural areas."

(2) The operational details are being developed.
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SEWERAGE -RETICULATED

Harvey -Completion

1763. Mr BRADSH-AW to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) When will reticulated sewerage in Harvey be completed?

(2) Why has it taken so long to complete the sewerage system in Harvey
township?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) Work is scheduled for the next two financial years with completion in early
1991 subject to funds being available.

(2) The limited funding available for completing infill sewerage schemes is
allocated on the following criteria -

(a) potential health risk;
(b) impact on development; and
(c) economic viability.

The remaining unsewered areas at Hanvey were assessed to have a lower
priority than other unsewered areas.

EDUCATION - PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Pinjarra - Renovations

1764. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is she aware of the need for repair and renovations at the Pinjanra Primary
School?

(2) Is she aware of the need for a sick room and shower facility at this school?
(3) When can the school expect a rest and recuperation sick room and shower

facility'?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(l)-(2)

Yes.

(3) An administration upgrade including these facilities is listed for attention
when funds became available.

WATER RESOURCES - DAMS
Brunswick River - Building Considerations

1765. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Is the Government considering building a dam at Brunswick on the Brunswick
- River?

(2) If so, when?

(3) For what purpose will the dam be built?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No, the Government is not considering building a dam at Brunswick.
Consideration is being given to the construction of a dam at a site known as
Olive Hill, on the Brunswick River, some distance upstream from Brunswick.

(2) No date has been set for construction.

(3) The dam is primarily being considered for the supply of industrial water to
Kementon.

HEALTH - HOSPITALS
Fremantle - Hyperbaric Chamber, Costs

1766. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Health:

(I) What will be the cost of the proposed hyperbaric chamber at the Fremantle
Hospital?
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(2) What will be the ongoing running costs per year?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) An amount of $1 200 000.
(2) Estimated cost of operation in full year of $240 000.

TRANSPORT - BUSES
School - Kolbe Catholic College

1769. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is he aware that Kolbe Catholic College is to open in Rockingham in early
1989, and that to date at least 20 Mandurab students will be attending that
college and will require bus transport from Mandurab to Rockingham on a
daily basis?

(2) Given that there are approximately another 20 Mandurah students attending
the Rockingham Technical College on a daily basis, will he ensure that a bus
is provided to transport these students at the completion of studies at
approximately 3.30 pm each day direct from Rockingham to Mandurah, rather
than requiring the students to travel north to the Kwinana bus station before
joining another bus from Kwinana to Mandurah?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1 am pleased to advise that the provision of transport has already been made
for these students. In the morning a direct service from Mandurah will be
provided. However in the afternoon all students will have to travel via the
Kwinana bus station in order to take advantage of capacity on the normal
Mandurah service. To provide a direct service in the afternoon would cost in
excess of $80 000 per aninum due to the fact that Transperth would have to
employ an additional driver and purchase another bus because, at that time of
the day, all existing buses and drivers are fully utilised.

PORTS AND HARBOURS - GERALDTON
Deepening

1770. Mr CASH to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) Does he support the deepening of Geraldton Harbour, and is the present depth
of the harbour preventing economically viable mineral developments or
causing other trade to be diverted to other ports?

(2) Does he support the request by the Shire of Mullewa to have the Geraldton
Harbour deepened and, if not, why not?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) 1 support the deepening of the Port of Geraldton, in support of the export
needs of the region. The present depth of the Port of Geraldton is not a
constraint to the development of any known economically viable projects.

(2) See (1) above.

PORT HEDLAND PORT AUTHORITY - MEMBERS
Terms - Nominations

1771. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who are the members of the Port Hedland Port Authority, and when did their
termis commence and when are those terms due to expire?

(2) (a) Did the President of the Port Hedland Shire Council recently submit,
at the request of the Government, three names for consideration for
appointment to the Port Hedland Port Authority;

(b) were any of these nominations accepted; and

(c) if not, why not?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) First Appointed Term Expires

John A. Haynes 18.04.73 31.10.89
Walter A.Kober 13.10.72 31.10.91
Paul R. Summers 01.11.85 31.10.90
Geoff L. Wedlock 22.12.87 31.10.91
Arnold Carter 01.11.88 31.10.90

(2) (a) No: and

(b)-(c) not applicable.

TRANSPORT - EASTERN GOLDFIELDS TRANSPORT BOARD
Operations Review Committee - Shire of Boulder Representation

1772. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Further to question 1307 of 1988. was the Shire of Boulder represented on the
committee which reviewed the operations of the Eastern Goldfields Transport
Board?

(2) Will he provide the Shire of Boulder with a copy of the report and, if niot, why
not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) There was no review committee. The Department of Transport and
Transpenth carried out the review for the Govenrment.

(2) As indicated in my answer to question 1307, the review report is not a public
document. Agreement has been reached with the Shire of Boulder, Town of
Kalgoorlie and the board members on a number of points aimed at securing
the future of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board bus operations.
Legislation is being introduced to put into effect the agreement reached.

WOODMAN, MR DAVID - EX GRATIA PAYMENT

1774. Mr CASH to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

Has the Minister had an opportunity to review his earlier decision not to pay
an ex gratia payment to trooper David Woodman and, if so, is a payment to be
made to trooper David Woodman and, if not, why not?

Mr GRILL replied:
The decision has been reviewed and confirmed on the basis that the reasons
set out in my answer to question without notice in the Legislative Council on
15 September remain valid.

EDUCATION - PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Jandakot - Site Purchase

1775. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has a site been purchased by the Government which will enable the Jandakot

Primary School to be relocated as outlined in answer to question 21 of 1988?
(2) If so, where is that site?

(3) Is the commitment given in relation to the relocation of Jandakot Primary
School, in answer to that previous question, still valid?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) No. The site is to be given up free of cost as a result of future subdivisional
development.

(2) The replacement site is in Hammond Road, Jandakot, approximately 300
metres south of Hird Road.

(3) Yes.
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ROADS -KWINANA FREEWAY
Construction -South Street-Thomas Street

1776. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:

(1) When is the Kwinana Freeway intended to be constructed from South Street to
Thomas Street?

(2) How much has been included in the Budget for the year ending 30 June 1989
as an allocation towards this work?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The current timetable for stage 1, South Street to Yangebup Road, allows for a
start in early 1989 and completion in 1991. Stage 2, Yangebup Road to
Thomas Road, will start in 1991 and be completed by 1994.

(2) An amount of $2.8 million.

GAMBLING - LOTTO AGENCIES
Supermarket Chains

1777. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(I) Are any supermarket chains currently authorised as Lotto agents?

(2) Where are those supermarkets located?

(3) Are there any plans to extend approval for Lotto agencies to such outlets?

Mrs B EGGS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) No.

COMMUMITY SERVICES - DEPARTMENT
Warrmia Farm - Young Offenders

1778. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Adverting to question 1657 of 1988, what was the average length of time for
the 14 offenders who have stayed at Warrmia?

(2) Was the income stated as gross income, net income or net income after tax?

(3) Do the people who have offended receive any training while at Warrrnia?

(4) If so, what type of training?

Mrs B EGGS replied:

(1) Varying periods from one to 12 weeks.

(2) Gross income.

(3) Yes.

(4) (a) Fanning skills;

(b) personal development training - comnmunication, conflict resolution
and self esteem; and

(c) life skills - cooking, hygiene, budgeting and cleaning.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRALNTNG - PHARMACY GUILD OF AUSTRALIA
Award Determinations - Extended Trading Hours

1779. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Employment and Training:

(1) Has he received a letter from the Pharmacy Guild of Australia (WA branch)
with regard to the recent award determninations for extended trading hours?

(2) If so, is he prepared to try to have these awards simplified?

(3) If so, when?
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Mr GORDON HELL replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT - OTHER PERSONS APPO[NTMENTS
Issuing Parking Infringement Notices - Local Government Act,

Amendments

1782. Mr CASH to the Minister for Local Government:

Further to question 1920 of 1987, can he advise what action has been taken to
amend the Local Government Act to allow local government to appoint
persons other than officers to issue parking infringement notices?

Mr CARR replied:

The Local Government Act was amended in July 1988 by the insertion of
section 669DA to permit a local government to appoint any person to be an
honorary parking inspector with power to issue parking infringement notices.

ROADS -ROE FREEWAY
Construction -Proposed Timetable

1784. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:
(0) Can he advise the proposed timetable for the construction of the Roe

Freeway?

(2) Will he expedite the construction of the Roe Freeway in the Thornlie area to
assist in reducing the current traffic volumes in Yale Road, Thornlie arid, if
not, Why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
Roe Highway from Great Eastern Highway to Great Northern Highway is
expected to be open before Christnas. Future stages of this route are under
review but no firm decision has been made.

STATE ENERGY COMMSSION - WESTERN COLLIERIES LTD
Coal Delivery - Prepayment, Government Influence

1787. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) Has he or any other arm of Government in any way influenced the State
Energy Commission of Western Australia to prepay a quantity of coal to be
delivered in the future by Westemn Collieries?

(2) Has this idea been suggested and initiated by SECWA or by any other arm of
Government?

(3) Before SECWA agreed to the deal, did it seek and obtain Government
permission?

Mr PARKER replied:

(04-3)
The idea was initiated on 10 October 1988 by Mr David Crawford, Managing
Director of Western Collieries Ltd. As I have previously stated, in the final
analysis a direction was given by my colleague, Hon Julian Grill, who was
acting in my portfolio in my absence overseas. The SEC saw at all times the
potential commercial advantages of the proposal; its concern related to the
security of its position given the then Press comment concerning Rothwells
Ltd. It was on that issue that it was directed by the Government.

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - INVESTIGATIONS
Company Liquidator Reports - Company Directors' Non Compliance

1788. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

To what extent, if any, is the Corporate Affairs Department behind with
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investigation of reports from company liquidators that indicate
non compliance by company directors with the requirements of the Companies
Code?

Mr GRILL replied:
The Corporate Affairs Department currently has 16 fles awaiting allocation
for investigation and 63 riles under assessment or held pending further reports
from liquidators. This compares with figures of eight and 43 respectively as at
30 June 1988 and reflects an overall increase in the number of companies
placed in liquidation since the October 1987 market crash.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE - COURT DUTIES
Sitting on the Bench

1789. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Approximately how many justices of the peace - out of the total number in

Western Australia - do court duties by sitting on the bench?
(2) is there a compulsory obligation for appointed YPa to sit on the bench on every

occasion when approached to do so?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) This inform-ation is not available and would require excessive resources to

collate.
(2) No.

ARTS - LIBRARIES
Mt Claremont - Closure Proposals

1790. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for T'he Arts:
(1) Is she aware that die City of Nedlands is contemplating the closure of the Mt

Claremont library
(2) Is she also aware that the library has augmented the Graylands Primary School

library and has served the students very well in their studies and general
education?

(3) Would she consider in a positive way liaising with the City of Nedlands and
offering it a subsidy for keeping the Mt Claremont library open?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1)-(2)

Yes.
(3) The council has indicated that it wishes to promote the use of the library and

review the situation again after six months. Any direct financial subsidy to the
City of Nedlands would create an untenable precedent in dhe light of the 209
public libraries in 139 local government authorities in Western Australia,.

EDUCATION - STUDENTS
Travel Concessions - Estimated Cost, 1988

1793. Mir COWAN to the Minister for Education:
(1) In the 1988 school year, what is the estimated cost of providing or subsidising

student travel on -

(a) the MTT and metropolitan train services;
(b) country public transport service; and
(c) Ministry of Education school bus transport services?

(2) Where a student bypasses a nearby metropolitan area school in favour of
another, does the M TT student travel concession still apply for the additional
travel?
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(3) (a) Is there a daily public transport bus service between Busselton and
Bunbury; and

(b) if yes, are concessions made available to students using such a service?

(4) (a) Is there a Ministry of Education contract for a school bus service
between Busserton and Bunbury; and

(b) as there is a senior high school in Busselton, for what purpose is the
service provided?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(2) (a) The estimated cost to the Ministry of Education is $826 000;
(b) $718 000; and

(c) $29391000.
(2) Yes.

(3) (a) Yes; and

(4)

1794. Mr

(I)

(2)

(3)

Mr

(2)

(3)

1795. Mr
(I)
(2)

(3)
(4)
Mrt

(I)

(2)

ktnj no..
(a) Yes; and

(b) to provide transport for students attending the South West Regional
College of TAFE.

WATER RESOURCES - WATER AUTHORITY
Sussekton Drainage District Ratepayvers - Overdue Rates Agreement
COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:

With regard to drainage rates in the Busselton drainage region, did be agree to
withhold any action to recover overdue drainage rates while the
interdepartmental committee was investigating the recommendations of the
Lee report?

Is the committee still considering the report?

If yes to (1) and (2), why did Busselton landowners receive a letter of demand
from the Managing Director of the Water Authority late in October?

BRIDGE replied:
Yes.

NO.

Not applicable.
WATER RESOURCES - WATER AUTHORITY

Qreairading Railway Darn
COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:

When was the Quairading railway dam handed over to the Water Authority?

Since that tinme, on how many occasions has the dam been used to supply
water to Quairading and surrounding areas?

What is the estimated volume of water supplied from the darn?

What is the estimated annual cost of maintaining the damn?

BRIDGE replied:

The danm was vested in the Minister for Works and Services on 10 May 1972
in trust for water supply purposes. On 13 April 1977 it was vested with the
Minister for Water Supply, Sewerage and Drainage for "water supply and
conservation of flora and fauna".

This dam is being held as a possible future supplier of relatively cheap water.
Quaiirading is currently well supplied from the G & AWS scheme. In recent
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years, the use of the darn has been further complicated by the chlorination of
the G & AWS water and the operation of the dam under these conditions is
being investigated.

(3) Answered by (2) above.
(4) While the dam is not being used its maintenance cost is minimia].

TRANSPORT - TAXIS
Subsidised Disability Scheme - "Registered Blind" Membership

Eligibility
1798. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:

With reference to the Western Australian Government's subsidised taxi
scheme for people with severe and permanent disabilities, are people who are
registered as "registered blind" eligible for membership and subsidy as
provided under the scheme?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Not a "registered blind" or "legally blind" people are eligible for membership
of the subsidised taxi scheme; only those who are totally blind are eligible.

TRANSPORT - GOVERNMENT PROJECTS
Austra lian Goods, Services Support - Government Policy

1799. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is it Government policy to foster and support the use of Australian goods and

services in all Goveni entfsemi-Government projects?
(2) If yes to (1), will he explain why the Leonhardt, Andra und Partner, consulting

engineers of Stuttgart, West Germany were commissioned to design the
proposed railway bridge over the Subiaco subway?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The new subway at Subiaco will be designed and constructed as a joint project

by Westrail and the Main Roads Department. The form of bridge selected has
not previously been built in this State and the necessary specialist design
experience is therefore not available locally. In view of this, an overseas
consultant with extensive experience of this type of structure has been
engaged to provide advice to the joint departmental design team.

WASTE DISPOSAL - INTEGRATED HAZARDOUS WASTE
DISPOSAL FACILITY

Goldfields - Delay, Commission's Project Evaluation
1801. Mr LIGHTFOOT to the Minister for Health:

(L) Will the proposed integrated hazardous waste disposal facility (IHWDP) for
the Goldfields be held over until such time as the recently announced
commission has had time to evaluate the project?

(2) What contracts, if any, have been signed for the IHWVDF?
(3) Is the Government prepared to delay signing of contracts or other

documentation necessary to establish the IHWDF until after the next State
election?

(4) Who is to comprise the hazardous waste disposals commission?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The integrated waste disposal facility (IWDF) proposal has been subject to

assessment by the Environmental Protection Authority and has received
conditional approval from this authority. It is not anticipated that the recently
announced commission will fulfil a project evaluation role.
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(2) Contracts have been let for various environmental studies. These include
flora, fauna and Aboriginal ethnographic and archaeological studies, as well as
baseline chemistry and radionuclide studies.

(3) The contracts already let will not be delayed. No further major contracts are
anticipated in the near future.

(4) Yet to be determined.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT - PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT
Vinyl Chloride Monomer, Ethylene Dichloride, Manufacture

Polyvinyl Chloride, Non Manufacture

1802. Mr WAT to the Minister assisting the Minister for Economic Development and
Trade:

(1) Why is the Government to allow PICL to manufacture VCM and EDC at
Kwinana when the end product PVC is much safer?

(2) Are there any plans for the manufacture of PVC in the future?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The decision to manufacture EDC and VCM was made after exhaustive
investigations by the EPA, which has declared the project environmentally
acceptable, but this does not exclude the potential production of PVC. See
also answer to (2) be low.

(2) This is a comnmercial question that should be addressed to Petrochemical
Industries Company Limited. I can state however, that I have been advised
that PICL has commissioned a feasibility study into the manufacture of PVC
at Kwinana.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT - PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT
Pilbara Site - Reconsideration

1805. Mr WATT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) Why is the proposed petrochemical plant to be built at Kwinana not to be built
in the Pilbara where it would be closer to supplies of natural gas and salt?

(2) Will he use his influence to try to persuade the developers to reconsider their
decision in favour of the Pilbara?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)-(2)
The petrochemical complex will be built at Kwinana not only because of the
material advantage of capital costs at Kwinana and with the synergies with
other industries there, but also because of the unavailability of sufficient
quantities of electricity in the Pilbara.

HEALTH - HOSPITALS
Albany Regional - Day Surgery

1809. Mr WATT' to the Minister for Health:

(1) What day surgery arrangements currently exist at the Albany Regional
Hospital?

(2) What hours are allocated to day surgery use?

(3) How many beds are allocated to day surgery use?

(4) Will the Goverrnent give consideration to extending the hours and days on
which the facilities are available?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Booked system of elective admissions for day surgery.

(2) Forty hours.
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(3) Twelve beds for routine day surgery and another two for endoscopy.

(4) Yes.

(5) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING - GREAT SOUTHERN
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Albany Advertiser, 27 October 1988 - Cost, Purpose

18 10. Mr WATT to the Minister for Regional Development:

In regard to the four page advertisement of the Great Southern Development
Authority in the Albany Advertiser on Thursday, 27 October 1988 -

(a) what was the total of Al costs associated with the
advertisement;

(b) what was the purpose of the advertisement;

(c) is it intended thar similar advertisements will be placed every
year;

(d) why was no advertisement placed on the first anniversary of the
Great Southern Development Authority; and

(e) was the advertisement designed to promote individuals and the
Labor Party in the pre-election period more than review State
Government achievements?

Mr CARR replied:

(a) Accounts covering such costs have yet to be received by the GSDA, however,
the estimated cost of advertising in both the Albany Advertiser and the Great
Southern Herald was $4 500;

(b) to review the progress of the GSDA over its frst two years of operations;

(c) yes;

(d) it was judged that editorial comment in the media, in lieu of an advertisement,
was sufficient to mark the first establishment year of the GSDA; and

(e) no.

HEALTH - HOSPITALS
Albany Regional - Beds Allocated, Private Patients

1811. Mr WAIT to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many beds in Albany Regional Hospital are allocated for use of private

patients - that is, those with private health cover?

(2) In which wards are they located?

(3) Will the Government give consideration to designating the new wing as a
private wing and utilising it as such?

(4) Is it usual that private wings or facilities operate more or less profitably than
public wings?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) No bed allocation is made on the insurance status of patients. Patients are
admitted on medical need.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Not applicable; see (1) above.

(4) Public wings are operated to provide high quality service at maximum
efficiency.
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HEALTH - HOSPITALS
Albany Regional - Required Equipment

1812. Mr WATT to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Albany Regional Hospital have adequate equipment and
instrumentation to meet the needs of general practitioners, resident and
visiting specialists in -

(a) theatres; and

(b) X-ray departments?

(2) If not, what equipment is needed and what plans exist to supply the required
equipment?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Not applicable.

HEALTH - HOSPITALS
Albany Regional - Theatre Availability

18 13. Mr WATT to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is there sufficient nursing staff available to allow the theatres at Albany
Regional Hospital to be used full time?

(2) If the availability of theatres has been restricted during this year, during how
many weeks or part weeks has it been restricted, and what was the extent of
the restrictions?

(3) What was the reason for the restrictions?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1.8.88-2.10.88:

Restricted two ward patients per list with no
restriction to same day surgery patients.
Reason: Unavailability of registered nurses.

3.10.88-7.10.88:

One theatre closed for modification for air-
conditioning.

10.10.88-30.10.88:

There was one inpatient list and one same day surgery list per surgeon with no
restriction on numbers.
Reason: Shortage of registered nurses.
31.10.88: There have been no restrictions.

(3) (a) Shortage of registered nurses; and
(b) modification of air inflow system resulted in closure for one week.

HEALTH - HOSPIT1ALS
Albany Regional - Staffing

1814. Mr WATT to the Minister for Health:

(1) What is the present staffing establishment of the Albany Regional Hospital.
excluding Spencer Lodge?

(2) What is the actual number currently employed?

(3) What is the full bed capacity of the hospital?
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(4) What is the current number of available beds?
(5) If die number of beds currently available is less than the full bed capacity,

what is the reason?
(6) Is there a sufficient number of nurses to adequately staff die number of

available beds?
Mr WILSON replied:

In view of part (6) of the question it is assumed the question relates to the
nursing staff establishment. Al] the (allowing statistics exclude the Spencer
Lodge -

(1) Coverage - RNs 59.75, ENS and students 50.95, total - 110.7.
(2) Coverage - RNs 55.69, ENS and students 50.75, total - 106.44
(3) 136.
(4) 123 of which 12 are day surgery.
(5) Thirteen beds are in ward areas which are still being renovated and

have not been handed over to the hospital.
(6) Yes.

EDUCATION - PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Dunshorough - Inadequacies

1823. Mr B LAIKIE to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it not a fact there is general overcrowding, lack of sick bay facilities,

inadequate staff areas and total lack of any wet weather covered area at the
Dunsborougb Primary School?

(2) When will the Government allocate funds to overcome these inadequacies
causing concern to parents and students?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(04-2)

No. Sufficient classrooms have been provided for the student enrolment at the
school. Other improvements such as sick bay and staff facilities will be
considered for inclusion in a future Capital Works Program.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ROTUWELLS LTD - LIQUIDATION
Associated Compajnies - Books Seizure

327. Mr COUFRT to the Premier:
(1) In view of the evidence now known in relation to the activities of Rothwells

and associated companies, why has not action been taken under section 12 of
the Companies (Western Australia) Code and section 8 of the Securities
Industry (Western Australia) Code to seize the books of these companies to
ensure that a proper and thorough inquiry is carried out?

(2) Will action be taken under section 229(4) if any directors have acted
improperly in order to gain advantage for themselves or other people,
particularly in relation to the $15 million cheque paid by die SEC to Western
Collieries for a coal purchase paid in advance?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is asking about a matter which clearly
presupposes that theme is some evidence to support the proposition.
In relation to the second part of the question, there are no favourites, and any
action that should be taken will be taken; I made that commitment on Monday
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in relation to a larger statement I made and yesterday in relation to a statement
I made to the House. That is not to say that there are any grounds for the
innuendo that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition wishes to raise.

In relation to the first part of the question, I have had drawn to my attention
the fact that the matter is now in the hands of a provisional liquidator who has
powers under a variety of sections of the Act to take action. If the provisional
liquidator is of the view that those powers are inadequate, opportunities are
available to him. Let us consider the extent of the provisional liquidator's
powers under section 54 1. It states that where it appears that -

(a) a person. ... has taken part or been concerned in the promotion,
formation, management, administration or winding up of, or
has otherwise taken part or been concerned in affairs of, a
corporation has been, or may have been, guilty of fraud,
negligence, default, breach of trust, breach of duty or other
misconduct in relation to that corporation; or

(b) a person may be capable of giving information in relation to the
promotion, formation, management, administration or winding
up of, or otherwise in relation to affairs of, a corporation

- action may be taken for those people to be examined. As far as I am
concerned, the Supreme Court of Queensland has appointed a provisional
liquidator and he will make a statement. If the provisional liquidator regards
his powers as inadequate that will certainly be the subject of careful review.
To suggest that the powers are inadequate before the provisional liquidator has
an opportunity to report is the glee that the Opposition has over the failure of
Rothwells that I have commented on before.

ROTHWELLS LTD - LIQUIDATION
Builders Labourers Federation - Preferential Treatment

328. Mr RIPPER to the Premier

Can the Premier provide any more information on the allegation by the
member for Cottesloe that the Builders Labourers Federation received
preferential treatment in terms of withdrawing money from Rorhwells?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

I find myself in something of a bind in that this question is directed to matters
of which neither 1 nor any other member of the Government would have any
knowledge. The former Leader of the Opposition clearly wished to grab a
headline by another smear or innuendo that put the onus on others to try to
disprove. I do not want the provisional liquidator to be focused on this sort of
Liberal Party red herring, but in view of the allegation I asked him to provide
me with all the information he could. I believe he will do so in due course. I
note that the BLF has confirmed that it sought its money on the Thursday and
was paid on the Friday. I accept the assertion of the member for Cottesloe on
those facts. However, I am unclear about the details of other attempts at
withdrawals, and perhaps the member for Cottesloe could help me. Did the
member for Cottesice say that the deposit he referred to was sought on the
Thursday and matured on the Thursday?

Mr Hassell: I will tell you what I said. I said that the constituent sought payment on
the Thursday for the deposit -

Mr PETER DOWDING: Did the member for Cottesloe say when it matured?

Mr Hassell: - and it was promised.

Mr PETER DOWDING: When did it mature? The member for Cottesloe is making a
serious allegation, which received great prominence in the media - as perhaps
it should - because it is a serious allegation. I ask the member for Cottesloe to
tell this House whether he made any inquiry to determnine when
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the deposit matured, because I suggest to him that if it did not mature until the
30th or 31st of the month, the foundation of his assertions, allegations and
smears would fall.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! [ think that members of both sides could hardly claim that
they did not hear the tap of my gavel. I hope that in future, members of both
sides will recognise that as a substitute for my call to order.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Is the member for Cottesloe prepared to tell the House
whether he knew or sought to know whether the deposit matured on the 30th
or 3 1 st, because if that were the case, he has misled the community of Western
Australia by the nature of his assertions in this House.

Mr Hassell: That is absolute rubbish.

Mr PETER DOWDIING: Did the member for Cottesloc inquire?

Mr Hassell: Rothwells gave an undertaking to send the cheque on the'Thursday.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The absolute weakness of the member for Cottesloc's
position is that he has made an allegation of this seriousness at a time when
the maturity date of the deposit that he referred to was the 30th or 3 1st of the
month.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Lewis: Go on!

The SPEAKER: The member for East Melville compounds the felony. Members
should not interject when I am on my feet, and I do not need the interjections
of the member for East Melville to assist me in my decision making.
Members of both sides were continuing to interject after I called for order. I
have told members before that I think question dine is an important time in
ths Parliament, and I want it to continue, but it should not continue under
those circumstances. If we are to continue, the interjections should be more
orderly. If members cannot bring themselves to interject in an orderly way, or
to not interject at all, then we will perhaps go on to other business.

ROThWELLS LTD - CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT
Immediate Investigation - Provisional Liquidator

329. Mr COURT to the Premiuer:

(1) Is the Premider aware that section 7 of the National Companies and Securities
Commission (State Provisions) Act, in conjunction with section 16A of the
Companies (Western Australia) Code, allows the Corporate Affairs
Department to immediately hold an investigatory hearing into the actions of
RothwelUs and associated companies?

(2) Is he aware that this would also enable the Corporate Affairs Department to
secure documents for future investigations, including all the books and records
of the companies, as well as calling witnesses to help explain what has taken
place?

(3) In light of the seriousness of the current Rothwetls situation, and of companies
associated with Rothwells, and the huge expense involved for the taxpayers of
this State, would not this be a prudent course of action to take?

(4) Is he aware that the role of the provisional liquidator is in relation to
liquidation matters and not to carry out an investigation, as is required in this
case?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(l)-(4)
I have tried to explain to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that the
liquidator has a role of referral in relation to offences, if any have occurred,
but I will not pre-empt what the provisional liquidator -

ABU? 1- 12
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Mr Lewis: Because you know!
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for East Melville has to be told to shut up by

his own leader. He is unstoppable.

Mr Lewis: So are you.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member alleged to this House that somebody had

interfered with the nuts on his differential, just as the member for Contesloe
said yesterday that, "There is absolutely no doubt whatsoever that the BLF
was given preferential treatment.' We cannot tmust the Opposition. It does not
tell the truth. It certainly cannot be relied upon. I understand that the
provisional liquidator will do everything that he regards as necessary, and at
any stage he may request further assistance, in which case that request will be
given immediate consideration.

LAND - LANDCORP
Secret Sale Claim - Buckland Hill Area, Mosman Park

330. Mr CUNNINGHAM to the Premier:
Is the Premier aware of allegations being made by the member for Cottesloe in
relation to negotiations by LandCorp to sell residential land near Bucland
Hill in Mosman Park?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The member for Cortesloe claimed that LandCorp invited a select group of
companies, including Bond Corporation, to tender for the land, and that the
land was sold secretly. The member for Cottesloe made that assertion, and I
will show the House that once again he has misled the community.

Mr Hassell: Go and ask the Mayor of Mosman Park.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He now wants to blame somebody else! The member for
Cottesloe will blame anybody when the heat goes up. I remind the member
for Cottesloc that at a luncheon meeting held by the Urban Development
Institute, the Chairman of the Board of the Western Australian Development
Commission indicated that the WADC was prepared to accept and receive any
offer of sale or joint venture at any time, provided it met the commercial
interest of the WADC. He gave a similar response in relation to the specific
question of Buckland Hill. There was at that meeting a wide range of people
from industry, but there were also two other people who heard that public
invitation for people to put in joint venture or sale proposals.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr PETER DOWD[NG: The member for Cottesloc is going to hurt.

Do members know who they were?

Mr Hassell: I was at the lunch.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Alt the member for Cottesloe was at the lunch - and so was

the member for East Melville.
Mr Hassell: It is still not tender, Mr Premier.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He claimed that it had been a secret arrangement to attract
interest, but in fact he was present when one of the most significant groups in
industry were present. He was physically there. He also claimed -

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr Pearce: Perhaps his offer was not good enough.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PETER DOWDING: He also claimed that LandCorp had not paid the

Commonwealth for the land and that LandCorp was involved in "another
paper shuffling operation". The facts are these: LandCorp received some 15
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expressions of interest in the land, one of them from Bond Corporation. Each
company was asked to make an offer in line with the special conditions
attached to the sale of any land. Bond Corporation did not respond with a
formal offer and was not considered as a purchaser, Seven formal offers were
received and negotiations are being finalised with successful private sector
organisations; other offers were received from a wide range of reputable and
important developers in this State. There has been no secrecy about the sale.
It has been known in the industry for a long time that negotiations were under
way, and that is how the member for Cortestoe became aware that a sale was
imminent. There has been constant media attention to the proposed residential
development which the Western Australian Development Corporation was
keen to put in the hands of the Western Australian private sector, if possible.
There was no paper shuffling in relation to payment for the land. The
Commonwealth was paid in 1987 and the money is being held in trust pending
complex rmnal documentation.

Mr Hassell: Held in trust - settlement not effected.

Mir PETER DOWDING: That is not what the member said. He should not shiver and
shake - that is not what he said.

Mr Hassell: The title is still in the name of the Commonwealth, and tenders were not
called.

Mr PETER DOWDI2NG: Once again, there is absolutely no doubt whatsoever about a
preference. The member for Cottesloe. does not even admit he knows when
the loan to which he was referring matured. Secondly, the assertion in relation
to Buckland Hill is false from top to bottom.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MEAT MARKETING CORPORATION - ACTING
CHAIRMAN

331. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Who is the Acting Chairman of the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Corporation?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Maybe this suggestion will gain us some semblance
of order in future: If members of this House want to show the bad manners
that they have been showing continuously while other people are trying to
speak, from time to time [ might find it difficult to see them when they seek
my call. The member for Katanning-Roe.

Mr HOUSE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I ask the Minister further -

(2) Does the Minister intend to make a permanent appointment to this
position prior to the next State election?

The SPEAKER: The Minister in reply.

Mr GRILL replied:

Thank you for recognising me, Mr Speaker. In answer to the question posed
by the member for Karanning-Roe, at present there is not an acting chairman.
The chairman at the last meeting was decided by a vote amongst those present.
I have not yet decided who will be the permanent chairman. One will be
selected fairly shortly and the appropriate industry organisations are being
consulted in that regard.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT - PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT
Electricity Tariffs - Control

332. Mr P.J. SMIT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

Can the Minister comment an a report in The Australian regarding the PICL
project, and in particular the references to electricity tariffs and the control of
the relevant P[CL company?

4853



4854 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr PARKER replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. There is an article in this
morning's The Australian by Bryan Frith, who on a couple of occasions has
suggested a number of things, despite the fact that his suggestions have been
formally denied by both the Government and First Boston Corporation. The
first thing he has suggested in this morning's newspaper is that there will be a
subsidy by the Western Australian public and Western Australian consumers
in the form of higher electricity tariffs. I have made clear on a number of
occasions to this house that, far from the PICL project - whoever owns it -
representing a subsidy from the State Energy Commission resulting in higher
tariffs being paid by State Energy Commission consumers, in fact exacdly the
opposite is the case. As I have indicated, the advent of the petrochemical
project will allow the retirement nine years ahead of time of the subsidies that
are now being paid by the Government to the State Energy Commission which
relate to the North West Shelf gas project, and that early payment means an
improvement of $250 million in net present value, or $450 million in dollars
of the day, in the general taxpayers' position. The gas and electricity tariffs
which were structured with the petrochemical project will show a profit to the
SEC, and the revenue that the SEC will get as a big winner from the
petrochemical project will be more than $70 million per year. So I think that,
far from causing harm to the SEC, this project will bring substantial benefit to
it; and not only to it but also to its suppliers, such as. for example, the Collie
coal industry which will supply around 300 000 or 350 000 tonnes of coal a
year extra, on top of its current contracts, because of the petrochemical
industry.

The second point made by Mr Frith is that Bond Corporation's having 56 per
cent of the project means that, because that shareholder therefore has control,
it has the power to subsequently change key matters such as the project
manager, and that this in turn might be of concern to international bankers and
particularly to First Boston Corporation. Apart from the fact that First Boston
Corporation has denied the substance of the stories Mr Fith has previously
written about this matter, we have also revealed the arrangements between
ourselves and Bond Corporation with respect to the shareholding in PICL.
One of the reasons we took the equity level we did was that we were able to
secure an equality of votes with Bond Corporation on the board of PICL. That
equality means that in all matters Bond Corporation is not entitled to use its
majority position. But, more than that, on all important matters - and
particularly important matters such as construction, operation, financing, or
anything that affects the material value of the project - an agreement is also in
existence which is a shareholders' agreement and registered as such, which
requires unanimity of view between the shareholders before any matters of
substance can be changed. So, far from having a position where Bond
Corporation can use its 56 per cent while we are left with a powerless 44 per
cent, as I have repeatedly stated to the House and in other forums as well, the
position is that the Government, through its equity position, has secured a
position of equality of control with Bond Corporation on all mailers and a veto
right in respect of those mailers which would be of importance to banks and
other institutions.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MEAT MARKETING CORPORATION - ACTING
CHAIRMAN

Burston, Jonathon - Pro Ternt
333. MR GRILL: Mr Speaker, I would like to make a correction to the answer I gave to

the member for Katanning-Roe a few minutes ago. On considering the matter after I
sat down, I recollected that Jonathan Burston, the manager of the organisation, was
made the chairman pro tem for the last meeting: that was done not at the meeting
itself but by way of a ring-around prior to the meeting. They then telephoned me and
I confirmed he could act.

Mr House: So he is the acting chairman?
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Mr GRILL: No, he just acted during that last meeting; he is not the acting chairman.
PLANNING - STATE PLANNING COMMISSION

McKenzie, Mr Bill - Contract Term
334. Mr CLARKO to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Approximately when does the contract tenn of Mr Bill McKenzie, Chairman
of the State Planning Commission, expire?

(2) Is consideration now being given to Mr McKenzie's reappointment for a
further term?

(3) If yes, what are the details of such reappointment?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1)-(3)

The terms of all five members of the State Planning Commission expire in a
few weeks' time. I took a series of recommendations to Cabinet with regard
to that matter, which were approved by Cabinet and are currently being sent to
the Govemor for his consideration. It would be improper of mne to make any
announcement prior to the Governor's giving his formnal approval.


