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.. #egislative @ouncil
Wednesday. 10 June 1987

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 2.30 pm. and rcad prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Presentation to Governor: Acknowledgnment

THE PRESIDENT: Honourable members, |
have 10 announce that, in company with scv-
cral members, 1 waited on His Excellency the
Governor, and presenied the Address-in-Reply
to His Exccllency’s Speech. agreed (o by the
Housc. His Exccllency has been pleased to
make the following reply—

Mr President and Honourable Members
of the Legislative Council;

[ thank you for your cxpressions of loyaly
1o Her Most Gracious Majesty The Qucen
and for your Address-in-Reply to my
Speech 1o Parliament on the occasion of
the opening of the Sccond Session of the
Thiny-Second Parliament.

Gordon Reid.
Governor.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL CHAMBER
Television Cameras

THE PRESIDENT: 1 remind honourable
members that | indicated yesterday that the
Australian  Broadcasting Corporation had
sought pcrmission to take some footage, as it is
called, with its tclevision cameras for its film
library. No honourable member has expressed
any objection 1o that and therefore at question
time today the cameras will be operating.

On this occasion, not only have | have given
the ABC approval to take some film from the
public gallery, but it has requested permission
1o take some at floor level. 1 have given ap-
proval for the camcra opcrators to come a
couple of feet inside the Chamber from onc or
two of the side doors.

Hon. G. E. Masters: It will probably be betier
if they opcerate the cameras from the other side
of the Chamber.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: In my usual democratic
style 1 have told them they must take the foot-
age equally from both sides of the Chamber,

[COUNCIL]

HOMOSEXUAL ACTIVITIES:
LEGALISATION

Opposition: Petitions

The following petition bearing the signatures
of 68 pcrsons was presented by Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth—

To thc Honourable the President and
members of the Legislative Council of the
Parliamcnt of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled:

The humble petition of the undersigned
citizens of Western Australia respectfully
showceth that:

1. We oppose the legalisation of homo-
scxual behaviour under any circum-
stance for any rcason.

. We regret that the Labor Party (albeit
through a privatc member's bill) is
aticmpting to lcgalisc homoscxual be-
haviour for the fourth time in Western
Australia since 1973,

3. Wce note with alarm reporis by Pro-
fessor David Pennington, head of the
Federat Goveroment’s AIDS Task
Force, that (a) AIDS is sprcad primar-
ily through homoscxual practices and -
{b) of 17,500 diagnoscd cases of AIDS
in Australia (o date. only 20 persons
have contracied the diseasc through
heterosexuatl  acts (The Australian,
May 14, 1987, pp.3.13).

4. We reject the false argument that the
way to combat AIDS is to legalise the
unhygicnic behaviour which is pri-
marily responsible for the trans-
mission of the diseasc.

Your pctitioncrs therefore humbly pray:
That all mcmbers of the Legislative

Council vote against the CRIMINAL
CODE AMENDMENT BILL 1987,

And your pelitioners, as in duty bound,
will ever pray.
(Sce paper No. 217.)
Similar petitions were presented by Hon, H.
W. Gayfer (206 persons). Hon. P. G. Pendal

(535 persons); Hon. John Williams (76 per-
sons); and Hon. C. J. Bell {74 persons).

(See papers Nos. 214-216 and 218.)

I

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I. Associations Incorporation Bill,
2. Trustece Companies Bill.
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Bills intreduced, on motions by Hon. J. M.
Berinson (Attorney General), and read a first
time.

POLLUTION OF WATERS BY OIL AND
NOXIOUS SUBSTANCES BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly: and. on mo-
tion by Hon. Graham Edwards (Minister for
Sport and Recreation), read a first time.

Sccond Reading

HON. GRAHAM EDWARDS (North
Metropolitan—Minisier for Sport and Rec-
reation) [2.45 pm]: | move—-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill is one of two designed to prevent pol-
lution of the waters of the State and the terri-
torial sca of the Statc by discharges of oil from
ships and places on land and by discharges of
noxious liquid substances from ships.

The Bill gives cffect in Western Australia 10
the International Convention for the Preven-
tion of Pollution from Ships 1973, the protocol
of 1978 relating to the International Conven-
tion for 1the Prevention of Pollution from Ships
§973. and amcndmenits Lo the annex to that
protocol.

Australia is a signatory lo thal convention
and the prolocol. which arc now in force
internationally, and Commonwealth legis-
lation—The Protection of the Sca (Prevention
of Pollution from Ships) Act—has already been
passed by the Federal Parliament. That Act
gives effect 1o the convention and protocol in
all Australian waters but contains a savings
clause allowing State Icgislation 10 apply the
the convention in waters under Siate juris-
diction.

The 1973 convention, commonly referred 1o
as MARPOL. includes five anncxes, two of
which—those dealing with pollution of the sea
by oil and noxious liquid substances—are
mandatory and will be given effect by the Bill.
The 1three non-mandatory anncxes—dcaling
with marine pollution by noxious substances in
packaged form. sewcrage, and garbage—have
not yet been adopted by Australia, although the
Commonwecalth has indicated its intention to
do so. They are not provided for in the Bill.

The MARPOL convention replaces the 1954
International Convention on Marine Pollution
to which Australia was a party and which was
given cifect in Western Australia by the Pre-
vention of Pollution of Walters by Oil Act 1960,
That Act is repealed by the Bill.
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In giving cffect 10 the MARPOL convention
and protocol, the Bill strengthens the means of
preventing marine pollution provided by the
1954 convention under the 1960 Act. Like the
1960 Act. the Bill gencrally prohibits dis-
charges of oil from ships and places on land
into the waters of the State. By permitting the
controlled and monitored discharge of mix-
1ures containing a very small proportion of oil
from ships and discharges from ships fited
with special filtering cquipment when ships are
en route, it allows ships o disposc of small
amounts of oil residue at sca under conditions
which have been internationally recognised as
harmless. That discourages the illegal discharge
of that oil in an unmixcd staic.

Like the 1960 Act, the Bill prohibits the dis-
charge of oil from places on land and from
installations and apparatus used for thec
transfcr of oil between ship and shore. The Bill
also cxtends the controls on discharges of oil to
discharges of other noxious liquid substances
carricd in ships. The schedules to the Bill,
which include the tcxt of the convention and
protocal, contain a list of all those noxious
substances including chemicals and other
noxious liquids carricd aboard ships as cargo.

The Bill requires ships to carry record books
providing details of all oil and noxious liquids
carricd and handled, and provides powers for
port officials and inspectors 1o board vessels 1o
inspect those records and to take samples of oil
and cargo. Provision is made, as il is under the
current legislation, for harbour authoritics and
others (o recover cxpenses incurred in
preventing and combating pollution rom ships
and places on land and for the serving of
summonscs on polluters.

The penaltics for unauthorised discharges arc
increased to in some cascs five times those
presently in foree so that the maximum penalty
for an unauthoriscd discharge by a body cor-
poratc will be $250 000.

The Bill ensures that Western Australia will
be able 10 prevent and conirol pollution by oil
and noxious subsiances from all ships in its
ports and waters in accordance with
internationally approved standards. Controls
over oil discharges will be tightened and the
threat posed by potential discharges of other
noxious liquids will be countered by extending
similar controls inlo that area.

The Bill is based on a model Bill drafied 10
enable all Australian States to give effect 10 the
convention. :

1 commend the Bill to the House.



2156

Dcbate adjourncd. on motion by Hon. Neil
Oliver.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARINE
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assernbly; and, on mo-
tion by Hon. Graham Edwards (Minister for
Sport and Recreation), read a first time,

Second Reading

HON. GRAHAM EDWARDS (North
Mctropotitan—Minister for Sport and Rec-
rcation) [2.50 pm}: [ move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill amcnds the Western Australian Mar-
in¢c Act 1982 by providing for inclusion of two
new divisions in part IV of the Act. The Bill
does not alter any cxisting provisions of the Act
except Lo the cxtent that it includes additional
definitions.

The Bill is designed to complete the Pol-
lution of Waters by Oil and Noxious
Substances Bill. That Bill gives cffect in West-
ern Australia to the Intcrnational Convention
for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships
1973, commonly known as MARPOL, and the
1978 protocol 10 that convention.

The convention requires that certain classes
of ship carrying oil or noxious liquid
substances be constructed according 10 laid-
down standards or fitted with prescribed cquip-
ment to monitor and control discharges. The
Bill provides for Western Australian ships of
those classes 10 meet the convention require-
ments and to be issued with certificates accord-
ingly.

The construction and equipping of ships in
Western Australia is governed by the Western
Australian Marine Act 1982, It is thercfore ap-
propriate for those convention mailers related
to ship construction to be provided for under
that Act.

The Bill provides for periodical surveys and
inspections of ships, and powers to make regu-
lations and orders setting out the requirements
of the convention.

The Bill is an important adjunct to the Pol-
lution of Waters by OQil and Noxious
Substances Bill. It ensures thali Western
Australian ships carrying oil and noxious liquid
cargoes will meet the same standards of con-
struction and carry the same equipment

[COUNCIL)

designed 1o control discharges and prevent pol-
lution as foreign ships and those under the con-
trol of the Commonwealth.

The Bill is based on a model Bill drafted to
cnable all Australian States to give effect to the
inicrnational convention.

1 commend the Bill 10 the House.

Dcbaic adjourned, on motion by Hon. Neil
Oliver.,

STATE FORESTS: REVOCATION OF
DEDICATION

Assembiy's Resolurion

Mcssage from the Assembly reccived and
rcad requesting concurrence in the following
resolution—

That the proposal for the partial revo-
cation of Siate Forests Nos. 4, 14, 22, 27,
38, 40, 41 and 55 laid on the Tablc of the
Legistative Assembly on the 1wenty sixth
day of May 1987 by command of His Ex-
ccllency the Governor be carried out.

Moation to Concur

HON. KAY HALLAHAN (South East
Mectropolitan—Minister for Community Scr-
vices) [2.53 pm]: | move—

That the Legislative Council concurs
with the resolution passed by the Legislat-
ive Asscmbly as contained in message No.
25 from the Lcgislative Assembly.

Mecmbers will note that the proposed revo-
cations have a combined area of about 43 116
hectares and that the gain (o the forest estale
through an exchange contingent on one of these
proposals is 65 heciares. This amounts to a
reduction of 43051 heclares. attributabie
mainly 1o the proposed revocation from several
State forests of an area of 43 000 hectares in
the Shannon basin that is intended to be set
aside as a national park,

! draw members’ attention to the fact that
dedications as additions to Sialc forests in
1985-86 1otalled 1 088 hectares, while 1692
hectares were revoked, resulting in a net loss of
604 hectares. This decrease was predominantly
due to the revocation of an area of | 494 hee-
lares at Chudalup. which is proposed for in-
clusion in the d’Entrecasteaux National Park.

For the benefit of members 1 will elaborate
on the areas that are to be excised from State
forests.

Area No. | is an area of about 4.3 hectares
adjoining the Collie townsite, This portion of
State forest No. 4 forms part of the departmen-
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1al settlement at Collic. Some of the 20 houscs
in the arca are surptus 10 requirements and are
earmarked for sale to the current occupants. In
order 10 achicve this objective the arca must be
excised from State forest and then subdivided
into separate lots for cach house.

Arca No. 2 is an arca of about 10 heclarcs
adjacent to the Dwellingup townsite. This
portion of State forest No. 14 contains 40 de-
partmental houses, 23 of which are scheduled
for disposal once individual frechold tities are
preparcd.

Area No. 3 is an arca of 1 686 squarec mcires
sitbated approximately 1.5 kilometres west of
the Pickering Brook townsite. The portion of
State forest No. 22 virtually forms part of the
adjotning private property. For many ycars the
owners of this propcrty have uscd the arca to
gain access 1o their holding and for storing vari-
ous building materials. It also serves as a front
yard to their residence. The house had 10 be
erected very close to the northern boundary of
the block because the remainder of the prop-
erly is subject 10 inundation. To formalisc this
longstanding occupation it is intended to scl
most of the arca to the adjoining landowners,
The remaining portion of State forest proposed
for excision will be addcd to the adjacent road
reserve.

Arca No. 4 consists of two portions of State
forest No. 27, having a total arca of about 102
hectares and located approximately five kilo-
meires south of the Donnybrook townsite, 10
be exchanged for land of cqual valuc compris-
ing Nclson Location 2101. The two portions of
State forest support a low quality jarrah-marri
forest that has been heavily cut over in recent
years.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Honousable mem-
bers. there is far 100 much audible conversation
and the Minister is moving a very impertant
motion,

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: Soils consist of
yellow-grey sands in the gullics and associated
ironstonc ridges. Both arcas are iafecled by
dieback and arc susceptibic 1o further spread of
the discasc.

Nelson Location 2101 has an area of 64.7497
hectares, It adjoins the Ferndale plantation and
has soil suited to the csiablishment of a pine
forest. Acquisition of the property would im-
prove the forest boundary, and for this reason
alone i1 has considerable strategic value. The
proposed cxchange has some definite advan-
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tages from a Crown viewpoint. It will also as-
§ist the applicants by consolidating their hold-
ings.

Arca No. 5 consists of portions of State forest
Nos, 38, 40, 41, and 55 sitvated approximatcly
23 kilometres cast of the Northcliffe townsite
and having a total arca of about 43 000 hec-
tares. This arca forms the bulk of the Crown
land within the Shannon River walcrshed and
is intended 1o be set aside as an “Av-class
national park vested in the National Parks and
Naturc Conscrvation Authority.

I commend the motion to the House,

Decbate adjourned, on motion by Hon, A, A,
Lewis,

ACTS AMENDMENT (ELECTORAL
REFORM) BILL

Report
Report of Committee adopted.

MARKETING OF EGGS AMENDMENT
BILL

In Commitiee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon.
John Williams) in the Chair; Hon. Graham
Edwards (Minister for Sport and Recreation) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 5 put and passed.
Clause 6: Section 9 amended and validation—

Hon. C. J. BELL: This is an important clausc
which dcals with an aspect which, (o date, has
not been mentioned during the debate on this
Bill—that is, the use of the business name of
“Golden Egg Farms™ by the Egg Markcting
Board. 1t will allow the Egg Marketing Board 10
carry out a proper and cfficient promotional
campaign. Onc of the most imporiant prin-
ciples in marketing is corrcct identification.
Until now, many companics may have becn
marketing illegally and they may have got away
with it.

The name *Golden Egg Farms™ will be very
important as far as the promotion of cggs is
concerned. It will be twice as effective
compared with the promotion of the generic
praduct, eggs. Members should take cognisance
of this clause, which the Opposition supports.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: | thank the
Opposition for its suppon of this clause. Quite
simply, this clause will provide that the name
*Golden Egg Farms™ cannot bc misused by
anyone outside the industry. The marketing as-
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pect of “Golden Egg Farms™ is onc which will
enticc people 10 cat more cggs. That is basically
what it is all about.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 7 to 19 put and passed.
Clause 20: Section 40 added—

Hon. C. J. BELL: | move the following
amendments—

Page 8. linc 11—To delete the words
“Minister shall” and substitutc—

Legislative Council shall appoint a
Parliamentary Commitice lo

Page 8. linc 15—To delete the word
“Minister” and substitule—

Commitice

Page 8. linc 19—To delete the word
*him™ and substitute—

the Commiltice

Pagc 8. linc 2t—To dclete the word
*Minister” and substituie—

Commitice

Page 8, linc 21—To delete the word
*his™ and substitute—

the

1 have moved the amendments for a specific
purposc. Over a long period of time members
in this Chamber have spoken about this being a
House of Review in the true and proper sense
and in a similar fashion to that which applics in
the Scnatc. Members will be aware of the com-
mitlce on committees report  which
recommendcd certain Standing Committees.

Hon. Garry Kelly interjecied.

Hon. C. J. BELL: That is thc reason | have
moved this amendment today. It is the first
occasion on which this Chamber could have
real evidence to prove that it is moving towards
a Housc of Review. If my amendment is ac-
cepted. this Chamber will have the opportunity
to work as a Housc of Review,

Some years ago a Standing Committee on
Government Agencies was sct up 1o undertake
functions similar 10 that outlined in my amend-
ment. The clause, as it stands, provides for a
review of the Egg Marketing Board in five
years. lastead of the Minister being responsible
for revicwing the legislation, the bureaucracy
would review the legislation and supervise it. It
is not a satisfactory situation.

If this were a House of Revicw, a commitiec
could be set up 10 review the Statutes passed by
the Parliament. This is an opportunity for the
Chamber to act as a House of Revicw.

[COUNCIL)

This is the first opportunity the Legislative
Council has 10 put in place a review procedure
which will allow this legislation 1o come before
it for review in five years time, not 1omorrow
and not before the Minister, whether a con-
servative or a Labor Minister.

If the House is Lo operaic in the way in which
members say it should operate it is imperative
that members support the amendment | have
moved.

Hon. J. N. CALDWELL: This clausc statcs
that the Minister shall carry out a review of the
opcration of the board in five years' time. It is
rather strange, because this Chamber is a
Housc of Review, that the Minister should be
callcd upon to carry out a review cspecially
when onc considers there arc 34 members in
this Chamber who could carry it out far more
adequalcly than (he Minister.

If the Minisier made a glaring mistake it
would be on his head, but the House of Review
would have a better overall picture of the whole
procedure,

If the Minister were unable to undertake a
review of the legistation in five years' time he
would have to appoint somcone clse to under-
take such a review, and that is where the
sysicm breaks down. | believe that this
Chamber could make 2 much more purposeful
review and, thercfore, the National Party sup-
ports the amendment.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: | opposc the
amcndment. It is perhaps a litule disappointing
that this Chamber should become invelved in a
philosophical and idcological argument over
what is rcally a very important matticr.

The impartance of the industry has already
been recognised by the Opposition. and | won-
der why il is targeting this Bill in an attempt to
superimpose the will of this House on the re-
sponsibility of the minister,

[t appcars 1o me that we are presupposing the
will of this Chamber, and ! wonder whether in
five years® time, should the amendment be car-
ried. members would appreciate what they had
done. [ wonder whether the industry would ap-
preciate a revicw by members of this Chamber?
The best pecople 10 do that review are those
with a knowledge of the industry and a knowl-
edge of its intricatc workings. They would be
able 10 recognise its imporliance.

I wonder why we did not pick the Boxing
Control Bill on which w0 enforce this type of
amendment? I can refer to some existing Acts
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like the Potalo Growing Industry Trust Fund
Act, the mcat commission Act. and the
Chicken Mcat Industry Act.

Hon, G. E. Masters: Perhaps we can put for-
ward an amendment to cover all those things.
Would you support that?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: 1 have
indicaled my opposition 10 the amendment. |
cannot agrec 10 a situation which attempts to
superimpose itself on the responsibilitics that
the Minister has. Members can argue as much
as they like that bureaucracy will be responsible
for that review. We all know that it is the Min-
ister who is responsible. and thal responsibility
should rest with the Minister, realising that the
Minister is responsible to Parliament. | reject
the amendment.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: | remind the Minister
that he may have been the Minister in charge of
a similar Bill when | raised a similar matter,
but I did not go down the samc path as Hon.
Colin Bell and actually move an amendment,
Perhaps 1 should have done, because it would
have reduced the Minister’s argumcent aboul
one statutory authority.

I support the proposition put forward by
Hon. Colin Bell. 1t is about time this Chamber
made decisions about things of this sort.

The Minister says that he is responsible for
the Act, This Chamber is responsible for the
passing of the Act. We deliberaic about these
things as a Chamber, but ultimately the whole
Parliament gives powers 1o the Exccutive: it is
not the other way round. If we believe that a
clause should be included 10 reassess the setting
up of that commitice in the future, then we
have the right to go down that path.

We are arguing here about whether we
should rcassess our decision, or give that power
to the Minister. Quite ctearly Ministers from
time to time have a different view of things
from that of ihe Parliament. 1t is my view that
this Parliament, particularly this Chamber,
should have the opportunity 1o give members
much more capacily to judge the decisions
which are made. What Hon. Colin Bell has
suggested is an excellent move in that direc-
tion. | hope, bearing in mind the comments of
the Minister that this sort of clause can be
added to the legislation which sets up a whole
string of statutory authoritics.

[ have already raised this matter about the
Standing Commitiec on Government Agencics
giving some consideration to developing a stan-
dard sunset clause for all these soris of
autharities. 1 see the Standing Committee on
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Government Agencics as the appropriate com-
mittee for this legislation 1o be referred 1o in
five years’ time. | understand that for technical
rcasons ‘Hon. Colin Bell's amendment talks
about a parliamentary commitice. 1 think he
would prefer it to be the Standing Commitice
on Government Agencies. and that would be
my view as well,

1 would be interested to know the views of
Governmenl members on the Standing Com-
mittec on Government  Agencics. | know
Government members of that commitiee arc
dedicated to the way in which it should
operate. They have very firm views aboul the
imponrtance of that committee and | would be
interesied to know what they think aboult this
proposition. In due coursc il will be required to
decide whether the committee as a2 whole
agreccs to this sort of proposition. It is import-
antto know Lhat.

I commend Hon. Colin Bell for bringing for-
ward this amendment. It is a slart in the right
directon Lo give this Chamber some capacily 1o
rcasscss its decisions. It removes from the
Exccutive a little of the power il has been given
in the past and which it now assumes bclongs
to it for ¢ver and cver. | support the amend-
ment.

Hon. C. J. BELL: The Minisier handting the
Bill in this Chamber spcaks of the Minister’s
responsibility al the end of the day. The Minis-
ter's responsibility is cxercised cvery day for
the next five years; he is not just responsible in
five years' time; he is charged with responsibility
to administer that Act from day to day.
Whether the depariment or the Egg Marketing
Board runs the Act does not matier. It is the
Minister’s responsibility to ensurc that the Act
operates and that therc are no hiccups in the
systemn hec needs to bring back to the Housc.

] am proposing that at the end of five ycars
this Chamber should revicw the legislation.
That is the difference between what | am saying
and what the Minister i1s saying. It is the re-
sponsibility of this Chamber, not latcr than five
years from now—unless the Minister wishes 1o
bring it forward before, which is in the course
of his responsibility—to conduct a review of
the appropriateness of the legislation.

That is a very important distinction. It is a
vital function of the Chamber L0 review this
legislation. That responsibility does not belong
to the Minister. it belongs to the Chamber, and
that important factor must be borne in mind, |
urge the Chamber 1o bring that message loud
and clear 1o the Minister responsible; that this
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is the proper and appropriate course for legis-
lation like this. In all similar Bills which come
before the Chamber | shall seek 10 move a simi-
lar amendment.

Hen. GRAHAM EDWARDS: | take issuc
wilh a couple of points which have been made.
It would be ludicrous to suggest that, for in-
stancc. cgg marketing was a concern of this
Chamber only. The provision of good cggs is
somcthing in which the wholc State is
interested. This Bill is a reflection of the Minis-
ter's and the marketing board’s continual and
constant revicw of its whole attitude. To
suggest that by including this clause the Minis-
ter puts off his responsibility for five years is
ludicrous. particularly with a Minister of the
catibre of Julian Grill, who has shown quite
well his ability 10 come 10 grips with the mass-
ive problems confronting the agricultural in-
dustry, of which the Egg Marketing Board is
but a small part.

It would bc interesting 1o note why Hon,
Norman Moorc puts before the Chamber an
attempt 10 discover the attitude of Government
mcmbers of the Standing Commilice on
Government Agencics. | wonder whether that
question has been discussed by the commitice.
it would bc appropriate 1o discuss such an
amendment  before thrusting it upon the
Government in the way it has been done today.

I appreciate the fact that Hon. Norman
Moore has been consistent and that he did fore-
cast a similar move during debate on a pre-
vious Bill. If my memory serves me correctly,
that Bill was the Boxing Control! Bill, although |
could stand correcicd on that.

It scems 10 mc to be morc appropriate to
have such a commiltec taking responsibility for
a review, but 1 do not sce that we have the right
to cstablish a situvation which will enable this
Chamber, in five years’ time, to review the egg
marketing indusiry. We simply do not know
where we will be in five years® time.

I said carlier that we would be presuming the
will of the Chamber, and cqually we could well
be exposing the industry 10 undue interference
rather than an honest review. It 1s on thosc
grounds that 1 simply cannol support what has
been put forward by the Opposition.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: What an extraordinary
comment the Minister has just made! 1 was not
going 1o speak again on this clause, until he
suggesied that a parliamentary committee
might not give an honest judgment on the way
in which the Egg Marketing Board is operating.
If there is a question of honesty or dishonesty,

[COUNCIL]

onc¢ could arguc just as casily that the Minis-
ter's view is not honest, depending on one's
point of view. Ministers tend to be of a particu-
lar political view, whercas the Parliament rep-
resents all political views, and it could be said
that we would get a more honest opinion from
a parliamentary committee than from a Minis-
ter. | suggest the Minister does not proceed
with that lin¢ of argument, because it is not a
valid one.

The Standing Commitice on Government
Agencies was scl up with the specific 1ask of
reviewing the operations, functions, and activi-
tics of statutory authorities, of which there are
some 600 in this State; and that number is
growing rapidly.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Has the Standing
Committee discussed such an amendment?

Hon. N, F, MOORE:; We¢ have talked about
sunsct clauses in general terms.

Hon. Graham Edwards: But has it discussed
this typc of thing?

Hon. N. F. MOORE: No, not in specific
1crms.

Hon. Graham Edwards: | did not think it
had.

Hon, N. F. MOORE: | have flagged the
possibility with the Commitiee, as a result of
the previous legislation to which I referred, that
it is somcthing we could do as a project in the
future; that we might drafi a standard sunset
clause and recommend to the Government that
it be included in all forthcoming legislation of
this type. We have not reached that stage yel,
bul becausc we have a series of Bills coming
forward sceking to amend authorities it seems a
good idea 10 seek 10 introduce this clause.

The idea is not to prevent the Egg Marketing
Board from operating but to see that the board
is functioning as a proper statutory authority. |
might add that some statutory authorities, and
the Sianding Committee is finding out about
some of their activities. are cause for concern, |
am not saying that the Egg Marketing Board is
nccessarily one of those, but therc is a need for
the Parliament to have a say in the way in
which that, and all boards operate.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: | do not pro-
pose to pursu¢e Hon. Norman Moore's argu-
ment. The Opposition knows our position, and
1 would simply leave it to the industry to inter-
pret the will of this Chamber,

Amendments (deletion of words) put and a
division called for.

Bells rung and the Committee divided.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon. John
Williams): Before the tellers tell I cast my vote
with the Ayes.

Division resulted as follows—

Ayes 16
Hon. C. J. Bell Hon. Tom McNeil
Hon. J. N. Caldwell Hon. N. F. Moore
Hon. E. J. Charlion Hon. Neil Miver
Hen. Max Evans Heon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. H. W. Gayfer Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. A. A. Lewis Hon. John Williams
Hon. P. H. Lockyer Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. G. E. Masiers Hon. Margarct McAleer

{Teller)
Noes 15

Hon. B. L. Jonts
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon. 8. M. Piantadosi
Hon. Tom Stcphens
Hon. John Halden Hon. Doug Wenn
Hon. Kay Hallahan Hon. Fred McKenzic
Hon. Tom Helm {Telter)
Hon. Roben
Hetherington

Hon. J. M, Berinson
Hon. J. M. Brown
Hon. D. K. Dans
Hon, Graham
Edwards

Pair
Aye Noe
Hon. V. 1. Ferry Hon. T. G. Butler
Amendments thus passed.

Amendments (substitution of words) put and
passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 21 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Bill reported, with amendments.

HOSPITALS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading
Debate resumed from 7 April.

HON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South) [3.30
pm]: 1 risc 10 support Hon. Mick Gayfer in his
second cffort 10 have this Bill passcd.

The Bill sets oul 10 ensure that a hospital
board cannot be casily sacked. [ spokc on a
similar Bill in the last session so 1 do not intend
10 go over the same ground again. On thal oc-
casion | made it quite plain that in relation to
the sacking of thc matron of the Gnowangerup
Hospital, the Minister for Health had acted ig-
norantly and without due care, feeling or
understanding of the situation. Mcembers will
recall there was a difference between the local
doctor and. the matron at the hospital which
resulted in the doctor not admitting his
patients 1o that hospital. This led 1o the hospi-
1al not being fully utilised; it was running at a
huge loss and in danger of being closed. The
board decided the only way out of the situation
was to sack the matron.
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The Minister decided the matron should be
rcinstated and would not listen to the case of
thc hospital board until shc was rcinstated.
Unfortunately, a stand-off situation developed
which finally resulied in the hospital board
1aking 10 the Supreme Court a casce for an in-
junction to prevent the Minister from sacking
the board. The Minister then sacked the board,
rushing it through Exccutive Council just a few
short minutcs before a message could be
conveyed from the court 10 the Minister. This
caused considerable embarrassment to the
Governor and cventually the Minister had to
agree 1o a new board being elected. That board
consisted virtually of the same members as the
previous board and an inquiry which was
chaired by a man with lcgal expericnce and
cxpertisc looked into the situation.

This inquiry has alrcady cost well over
$500 000 which, 1ogether with the losses
brought about by the hospital not being
utilised, has mcant that the taxpayers of this
State have had (o bear a considerable and un-
necessary cost. The people of Gnowangerup
have not been able to use their hospital as they
should. This inquiry has taken some time be-
cause the pcople of Gnowangerup arc rightly
very sensitive about the issuc and many people
wish 10 give cvidence. They were very disap-
pointed when questions were asked in this
House with respect to the occupancy rate of
that hospital while the inguiry was taking
place. They felt that the whole issuc was
subjudice—it certainly was 10 them—even if it
was not quitc before the courts of the State.
They were disgusted at the Dorothy Dix ques-
tion asked by Hon. Mark Nevill about the hos-
pital being fully utilised at the time the inquiry
was going on.

Hon. Mark Nevill: What Dorothy Dix ques-
tion?

Hon. D. ), WORDSWORTH: 1 have to ad-
mit that | do not have the exact quecstion.

Hon, Mark Nevill: 1 did have a complaint
from a constituent in Esperance about her
father being at that hospital. That was a genu-
inc complaint.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: In any cvent,
the pcople of Gnowangerup arc very sensitive
about the whole issue with respect to the hospi-
1al not being fully utilised and they are con-
cerned it could be closed. They are very con-
cerned about the fact that they could lose their
doctor too.
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I assurc members it is a sensitive issuc in that
town. | fully support this Icgislation
introduced. once again, by Hon. Mick Gayfer
in an cndeavour to make the hospital board
more sccure. The Minister acted very foolishly.,
It was a kncc-jerk rcaction based on union
pressurc. 1 fully support the Bill and wish Hon.
Mick Gayfcr well with it.

HON, W. N, STRETCH (Lower Central)
[3.35 pm]: 1 have pleasurc in supporting this
Bill introduced by Hon. Mick Gayfer. | was
particularly attracied 10 his phrasc in his sec-
ond reading specech that “*the purpose of this
Bill is 10 enshrinc the status of hospital
boards™. This opcns up not only the question of
voluntary hospital boards which contribule so
much to the carc and health of our country
communitics but also this Government's atti-
tude to a whole range of operations run by
communitics in other arcas. We have so often
scen, since this Government camc to power,
the role of the peopic usurped by paid Govern-
ment pcoplec—not adviscrs, but coordinators—
moving into districts and 1aking over the role
of bodies such as hospital boards and advisory
development groups. They think they are doing
the district a great favour but in actual fact they
arc not. They are replacing the local knowledge
and cxpertisc of these people with “socialised
care”, for want of a better phrase. It is not the
same thing. Difficultics arc causcd because
somc people meet one week wearing onc hat in
the normal way they have always met and then
another group, oficn the same people, with dif-
ferent *“hats™. and a Government officer, go
over the samc ground again. It is not only
wastcful but divisive, [t is yet another cxample
of waste of Government resources.

1 have brought up this matter with the Minis-
ter for Budget Managemeni in relation to one
of the voluntary development commitices in
the great southern which has always used pri-
vale sccretartal belp. The Government then
sels up a secrciarial, pays cveryone travelling
fees and docs not get any more results than
before.

We nced 10 have changes to the control of
hospital boards. The Gnowangerup Hospital
issue alone did not prompt this Bill. There has
been a fesiering sore with respect to the ap-
poiniment of people to local hospilal boards.
Some members of Parliament wanted to
nominate those pecople. That is not the role of a
member of Parfiament. It is the role of the
people in the community. If a person in that
community happens 10 be 2 member of Parlia-
meni that is fine. It is a gross impertinence for
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the Minister for Health to empower a Mcmber
of Parliament to nominate somcone (o the
board of the hospital who is 150 miles away at
the other end of the clectorate. It would be an
cven greater impertinence if | were 1o nominate
such a person. This is the type of niggling inter-
ference we see from the Government. It does
not help the situvation one little bit. 1 has
caused difficulty within the hospital boards be-
cause once they see Government members
taking over and providing a secrctariat. cic.
there is a tendency for the Government 10 want
to take it all over. Onc gives away a little, and
before we know it the whole deal is lost. We
saw that in the Acts Amendment (Electoral
Reform) Bill last night!

On that basis, | welcome the statement by
Hon. Mick Gayfer that this Bili aims to cn-
shrine the status of those local hospital boards
and the local pecople who work for their hospi-
lals.

I havc scen it in my local hospital in
Kojonup where cnormous waste is incurred in
building additions 10 hospitals. There is a
hicrarchy beginning with the board which asks
for an addition to a building. That request goes
back to the Health Departiment which submits
its suggestions 10 the BMA which draws up
plans. On we go until the builder arrives at the
hospital sitc. and that is possibly the first time
he has face 10 face contact with the hospital
board.

Those sorts of things arc happening more
frequently now that the Government is becom-
ing morc involved in such matters. The Minis-
ter's move in respect of the Gnowangerup Hos-
pital outlines the problems we run into when
the Government goes down this track.

I fully support the Bill. 1 has been brought
forward in a spirit of improving couniry hospi-
tals by utilising the wilting help of local people
and their local knowledge. | have noihing but
praise for Hon, Mick Gayfer in bringing for-
ward this Bill.

HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [3.4] pm]): I,
100, support this legisiation because | have scen
the benefits of a board which is elected and is
drawn from within the community as against
the hand of burcaucracy where members are
nominated and there is often bickering, as has
been explained-by the previous speaker. The
less the Government is involved in this type of
organisation the better.

1 speak from my knowledge of the operations
of 1wo hospital boards within my province.
One is elected in a voluntary capacity. while
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the other s appoinied and operates under the
bureaucracy. | am rcferring in the first insiance
to the Kalamunda District Community Hospi-
tal Board which, for the benefit of members,
happens to be the most cfficient hospital board
in this Statc: that is. the cost per bed per
patient per day is. | understand, 50 per cent
less than in most mctropolitan hospilals. The
composition of the board has led 10 this cf-
ficiency. The cfficiency is such that there is a
continual strcam of officials visiting the hospi-
1al to try 10 asceriain how it is able 1o maintain
such an exccllent service at such mintmal cost
10 the Wesiern Australian taxpayers. It gocs
further than that; the Depariment of Health
has requested the board te make a submission
on how it is ablc to achicve these cfficiencics
without a reduction in paticnt care. This is an
excellent example of a hospital board operating
at a level 50 per cent below the cost of oper-
ation of hospitals in the metropolitan arca.

On the other hand | have the Swan Districl
Hospital which is constantly being uscd for
electoral purposcs. Almost without ¢xception |
am invitcd 10 attend some function at that hos-
pital scven days prior to a State clection or a
by-clection. The Swan District Hospital
operates under a board which is nominated and
suffers a tremendous amount of intrusion by
the heavy hand of Government.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: [ give onc cxample
which occurred when a by-clection was called
as a result of a disputed return. Prior 10 the
opening of exiensions for a casually section |
was inviled 10 a coordinating conference of
interested people. The mecting was atiended by
various scnior ambulance officers, speciatists,
local medical practitioners, scnior nursing staff,
and the administrator. i was amazing to lcarn
from the answers to questions that the planning
had rot taken into account the likelihood of a
casualty,

In one instance a senior ambulance officer
asked the chairman where he should take a
child suspected of having taken poison. The
chairman replied. “Please do not come 10 the
Swan District Hospital because the only place
for that paticnt is Princess Margarct Hospital.™
A series of questions of this nature were asked
and almost without exception, the answers
were that the patients should be taken to some
other hospital, the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospi-

tal or Quecn Elizabeth I1 Medical Centse, for

example,
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Approximatcly three days prior to the clee-
tion | was invited 10 the opening of the new
casually section and cxtensions to the hospital.
I was surprised 1o find on my arrival that in a
matter of threc weeks a circular driveway and a
portable carport had been installed. The
carport was of the type that one can crect in
three hours or so, However, although these con-
structions madec it possible for thc ambulances
to drive in, there was nowhere to take the
paitcnts once they left the ambulance. That
opening was performed with great ringing of
bells and was atiended by a large number of
Press. We then adjourned for afternoon tea.

The saga continucs. Before the recent clec-
tions the extension 10 the casualty scclion was
opened. That opening lasted about three hours,
The Minister who officially opened the exten-
sion cxpressed great gratitude 10 the members
of Parliament, but although Hon. Gordon Mas-
ters, the Leader of the Opposition, and 1 were
present, we were not included in those remarks,
The suggestion was that the Labor members of
Parliament were doing a wonderful job for the
Swan District Hospital.

The hospital extcnsion was alrcady operating
and it was receiving casualties; in fact, the Min-
isticr for Hcalth mentioned that he oficn
officially opened hospital extensions when they
were alrcady operative. | inspected the prem-
iscs and there were no paticents, but | did notice
a board on which was a list of the doctors on
stand-by—the list included gynaecologists, ob-
sietricians, and gencral practitioners. The list
contained the name of onc general practitioner
who had been trying 1o contact me that morn-
ing. | had returned his call but we had not been
able 10 make contact. Later that day 1 got
through to his surgery and remarked that he
had obviously had a busy day because I had
noticed that he was the GP on duty roster at
the Swan District Hospital. His reply was,
“Was {7 This occurred at seven o'clock at
night so his services had not been required; it is
another example of how the cvent was sel up.
The opening took place to the accompaniment
of Press photographers and an entourage of
people to give it maximum publicity.

I went through the building in the company
of a senior public hospital administrator and he
was surprised at the limited size of the casualty
scction. On further examination it became ob-
vious that it was not an extension to the casu-
ally section but basically a new office block in
which the accounts section of the hospital
would be located.
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I do not want 10 continuc; [ have given
cxamples of two 1ypes of boards. The level of
service provided by local general practitioners
in these district hospitals is such that the medi-
cal service and the way in which it is delivered
is in many instances bewter than that which is
rcadily available for clectors in your province,
Mr President. These types of hospitals provide
on a voluntary basis, with the futl cooperation
of local mcdical practitioncrs, the manage-
ment. and staff, a first-class scrvice 1o the com-
munity.

A most cfficiecnt cxample of this is the
Kalamunda District Community Hospital,
where the people decided by an clection who
would be their board members, and there is
minimal burcaucratic influence. A consiant
sircam of burcaucrats visit the Kalamunda
Hospital 1o find out how they can run the
State’s genceral hospital system as cfficicntly as
that which is i place at Kalamunda.

I support the Bill,

HON. MARK NEVILL (South East)
[4.11 pm]: | opposc the Bill. [ did not intend 10
speak on this Bill, but | do so mainly to correct
some of the commecents that have been made.

Hon. David Wordsworth said that some
comments 1 made in rclation 10 the hospital
were as the result of a Dorothy Dix question |
asked in the Housc. 1 have never asked any
question in this Housc about the Gnowangerup
Hospital. The matier to which he referred arose
as a result of a constituent calling imto my
office in Esperance, A person camce 1o sce me
who was guite distressed. and he 10ld me that
his father had been told by the Gnowangerup
Hospital that he would have 10 move to Albany
when another patient returned from Perth to
Gnowangerup Hospital. This person had lived
in the district for most of his life. I think he was
in his early cightics. 1 did not intend 10 speak
today. so | do not have the leticr with me. but
the person was quite infirm. It is fairly distress-
ing for old pcople 10 move out of an area thcy
have lived in for all their lifc. This man was
very keen 10 stay at the Gnowangerup Hospital
because he was happy there. He was not par-
ticularly interested in the bunfight that was go-
ing on.

This person had another son and daughter
from the district, who had made a number of
requests to the board to allow their father to
stay. However, there were only six acule care
beds in the Gnowangerup Hospital out of 18
beds, and the rest of the beds were empty,
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probably duc 10 the disputc. My advice was
that those persons should tell their father to
stay there.

I wrotc to the Minister for Health and asked
him whether the Government had directed that
Gnowangerup Hospital shoutd only have six
acule carc beds or whether it was the policy of
the hospital board. | was informed by the Min-
ister that it was the policy of the hospital board,
and the Minister could not direct the board (o
increase that number.,

It scems absolutely crazy to me that the
board would not allow onc more acule care
paticnt to stay there, a person who had lived in
the district all his Life. [ thought that was com-
pletely indefensible. Subscquent 1o that [ gave
thosc persons a serve in the Press, and | have
since spoken to Hon. David Wordsworth, and
that is where the particular comments have
comc from—the Press—and not aciually from
any question that 1 have asked or anything that
I have been put up to. My question was
prompted simply by an inquiry from a con-
stitucnt.

1 have no view whatsocver on the merits of
the matron or the doctor in Gnowangerup. {
know very fittle about the dispule, and. quite
frankly. I am not very interesied. 1 think what-
ever side onc takes, the actions of the board
scemn 1o be very insensitive and indefensible.
The comments that 1 made were repeated over
the ABC news and [ certainly do not resile from
them.

1 would like 10 comment further in relation
to hospital boards. 1 am not surc how many
there are in the State; it is somewhere between
50 to 80. Before this troublc arosc in
Gnowangcerup, it was an arca that | was going
1o suggest should be looked at by the Standing
Commitiee on Government Agencics, because
within my clectorate there did not scem to be
any rhyme or reason as to which hospitals had
boards and which did not. The Kalgoorlic Re-
gional Hospital, onc of the major hospitals in
the Staie, has no board. The Esperance District
Hospital has no board. and it scems to run
quitc well. The Norseman District Hospital
doces have a board, and thal seems to run quite
well. The Southern Cross Hospital has a board,
and that scems to run quite well, too. I am not
against hospital boards.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Is the Southern Cross
Hospital in your electorate?

Hon. MARK NEVILL: No, it is not.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: | thought you were
alluding to hospitals in your electorate.
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Hon. MARK NEVILL: 1 probably did say
that. but | was talking about the hospitals
nearby.

Hon. Tom Stephens: It might be in his next
clectorate.

Hon. MARK NEVILL: It was in Hon. Jim
Brown’s cleclorate last time, so it comes and
goces. | am saying 1 have no preconceived views
as 10 whether hospital boards arc good or bad.
There is cenainly a role for them in some
country arcas. and also in the city.

This Bill scems to be the result of a reaction
to a particular facet of hospital boards, and |§
think the wholc arca necds a more systemalic
examination. The Bill does not really solve the
problem. This Bill also presumes that the
Gnowangerup Hospital Board is complctely
without fault. Maybe it is, and maybe it is not;
I do not know. | did not intend to speak on this
Bill, and 1 probably would have had a few of
those figures and facis at my fingertips had
known | would spcak on it.

HON. J. N. CALDWELL (South) [4.19 pm]:
[ suppert this Bill. | noticed that Hon. Neil
Oliver commented about two hospital boards
in his arca. It was noticed that the
Gnowangerup Hospital Board was non-existent
and this is why this Bill has come about.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: 1t was onc reason that it
came aboul.

Hon. J. N. CALDWELL: | thank thec mem-
ber. 1 make two imporiant points here. The
first is that various members have been writlen
10 by the Minister for Health, and have been
asked to nominaic pcople for thesc hospital
boards. Il is rather embarrassing for members
1o approach these people and say, “There is a
position on a hospital board to be taken up, but
[ must warn you that al any time you may be
liable 10 be sacked.” This must be a very
destabilising influence, and | wonder why some
hospitals do not have a board—perhaps peoplc
are nol gamc 10 go on the boards because they
do not know when their duties are going 10 be
terminated.

The second point 1 make is that the sacking
of the members of a hospital board has a very
destabilising influcnce on the community. |
know the town concerned, Gnowangerup, is
hanging on to the threads of being a town. In
some ways it is on the point of extinction. It is
apparent that a hospital and a doctor arc most
imporiant to a community, That is why we
must not have these desiabilising effects in
such a community.
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I must admirc the doctor. He has come
through this trauma and has kept his position
amid a lol of flak from various pcoplc. Fortu-
natcly for the community he has remained
there, He must be admired for what he has
done. | think he realiscs that if he were Lo lcave
it would be just another nail in the coffin for
Gnowangerup, so he has managed to stay there.
I congratulate him.

I support the Bill.

HON. KAY HALLAHAN (South East
Mctropolitan—Minister for Community Scr-
vices) {4.22 pm]: The Government docs not
suppart the passage of this Bill, and for pretty
much the same reason that it had the last time
this legislation was debated.

I acknowledge Hon. Mick Gayfer's specch,
wherein he said that he was not atiempling 10
havc a go at the Minister for Hcalth over one
particular incident and that that incident was
part of his reason for the introduction of this
Bill.

Hon. Mick Gayfer: Which 1 will endorse
later.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: Good. 1 cannot say
the same for Hon. David Wordsworth, who
debated in a narrow way and did not contrib-
uic much to the debatc, in my view.

Several members interjected.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: | am sorry. Mcm-
bers would not want me (0 congratulate them
for having madc finc specches in a debaie if
they did not descrve such congratulation.

The principal problem with this Bill is that it
brings in small amendments which are ad hoc
in naturc. That is a rcal problem in respect of
this Bill, well-intended though it may be. | go
back to things 1 have said before and they suill
stand. Under section 8 of the present Act a
hospital board might be abolished bceause the
hospital is being closed. In those circumstances
it would be quite inappropriale to rcappoint a
board, as would be required under clause 2 of
this Bill. That is really quite a serious anomaly.

As members well know, Parliament passes
legislation which covers all sorts of conditions
and circumstances, and for that reason the Bill
must be able to cover those circumstances. The
problem the Government sees with this Bill is
that it clearly does not. That is a serious matter
and for that reason, along with some other
reasons, the Government is left with no choice
but not 1o support Hon. Mick Gayfer’s Bill,
although that is perhaps regrettable.
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I made the point aboul reappointing a board
when the hospital has been abolished, because
under this Bill onc is required to rcappoint the
board. That is quilc an illogical position to
takc. Mcmbers may be awarc—and | hopc they
arc interested in our hospital situation and
have 1aken cognisance of movements there—
that there is a  rationalisation and a
regionalisation of the health sysiem going on,
The changes that result from that will come
before this Chamber in a new hospital amend-
menl Bill next session. That is the hope of the
Minister for Heatth at present.

On that basis the Government resists the no-
tion of an ad hoc approach with the Bill
presently before the House. | know that the last
time this Bill was before the House Hon, Mick
Gayfer was a bit scnsitive about the question
that the Bill had been improperly drafied and
he thought [ ought not to have brought this
matter 1o members’ atiention. Nevertheless it
docs not appcar 10 have been drafied by the
privatc members® draftsperson. and because of
that. the onc factor that could have been picked
up that has not been is that the question ¢f an ap-
peal lodged in the Supreme Court up to 10
days after the order revoking the board took
cffect is quitc inappropriaic.

We did debaie that mauer before but it
would be outside any other practice (o actually
have that appeal processed afier the order takes
effect; it has 1o be beforchand and suspend the
effect of the order. 1 think members would
agrec that is quite an cxtraordinary adminis-
trative practice.

Hon. E. J. Charlten: Arc you going to amend
that?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I do not think the
Bill is worthy of support on amendment. It is ad
hoc and the Government would prefer to see the
debate take place over the proposed hospital
amendment Biil, which will be much more com-
prehensive. Members would have input into
that. I do not propose to move any amendments
to this Bill but I do want to cover a few other
things said in this debate because some of them
warrant comment.

I fefer to comments made by Hon. Bill
Stretch. He madc a global comment about the
attitude of this Government 10 community or-
ganisations being usurped. While he can quote
some situations in which he thinks that might
have taken place, this Government has taken
extraordinary measures to involve greater local
input and activity. | think he made a generalis-
ation from some specific instance of which he
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knows that, if anything, this Government will
do down in history for its encouragement of
greater participation by the community and its
facilitating of that participation.

[ also make the point that hospital boards do
have their own secretariat and would not rely
on somc other outside funded people to come
in and provide thal backup o them,

in respect of Hon. Neil Oliver's extraordi-
nary cxamples of the two hospitals in his elee-
toralc, and politicking at clection time. | would
like 10 give him two cxamples. Hon., lan
Thompson, ithe member for Kalamunda in the
other place, had a pamphlet which. 1 clearly
recall, contained a photograph taken outside
the Kalamunda District Community Hospital,
with onc of the nursing siaff. That was clearly a
matter of extraordinary public comment in that
community about lan Thompson's politicising
the local hospital. That might have escaped the
notice of—

Hon. Neil Otliver: He arranged for the
Government 1o purchase that hospital.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: Is that not
politicising the situation? | would ask Hon.
Neil Oliver (o explain why that is different
from the two examples he provided.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I had a personal
expericnce. probably inspired by Hon, Neil
Qliver and his supporters, when | was support-
ing our campaign in Morley-Swan. I came across
some women who were looking towards their
confinements within two or three months and
who were in a highly excited state because of
some erroneous information given to them.
That information caused them extraordinary
stress about things that did not come to pass in
that area. Again, it seems to me that from those
who do all the name-calling of people and their
politicking comes the greatest activity of
politicking about such situations.

Although I do not think this point should need
to be made in supporting my colleague, Hon. Ian
Taylor. | point out that official openings do not
take place until a facility is up and fully
functioning. because with extensions and so on
everybody's time is taken up with getting the
place functioning. Later an official opening is
usually a celebration day, | have opened many
buildings in the short time | have been a Minis-
ter and the facilitics have always been up and
fully functioning. That is the usual practice.

I would like 10 commend Hon. Mark Nevill
on his clarification of his experiences with the
hospitals he has dealings with and in the indi-
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vidual casc he was able (o put before the House
regarding thc hospital that has been in question
in members’ minds.

With regard to the members who commented
on being asked 10 nominate a person for their
local hospital board, 1 would have thought they
would welcome that opportunity being given (o
them by the Minister. They could nominate
someone who they know has great community
concern and a capacity to administer such an
important instrumentality in their eleciorate.
That scems 10 me 1o be another way to involve
local pcople and for the representative clected
by the community to nominate socmconc with
ability to carry out the task. I think the Minis-
ter has shown some vision in doing that.

Members on this side of the Housce will not
support the Bill, and | would appcal to other
membcrs 10 support our position on the ground
that we should not pass legislation on an ad hoc
basis.

HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [4.31 pm]: |
thank members who spoke in this dcbate
whether in support of or against thc Bill. Mem-
bers arc quite right; this is virtually a repetition
of the Bill which passed through here in
Ociober last year. It was subsequenily caught
between the two Houscs by the proroguing of
Parliament, and that necessitated its
reintroduction in this Housc to sct it in train
again.

Hon. D. J. Wordswarth: It could have been
reinstatced.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: | am nol 100 sure
about that. | will take that up privaicly with
Hon. David Wordsworth later and get the
Clerk to adjudicate.

Becausc of that | would direct any other per-
sons who may rcad the Hansard record of the
debate toda'y to comments made on page 5450
of Hansard on 4 December 1986 which are also
relevant 10 this Bill. They arc particularly so
because Hon. David Wordsworth spoke on that
occasion. as did Hon. Kay Hallahan, and they
were the only two speakers. This time we have
had the wisdom of five more speakers, making
seven in all on this Bill which | thought would
be readily acceplable, except 10 the Minister, as
it went through previously with general support
and little comment.

! thank Hon. David Wordsworth for his
comments. He made the same points as did
Hon. John Caldwell on the insecurity and un-
certainty of volunteers on hospital boards as
they presently exist. Hon. Bill Stretch also
endorsed that argument by saying it was a great
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pity that the firsi-hand knowledge of the local
residents should not be injected directly into
the administration of boards, as is donc with
other boards in communitics. so that hospitals
can get the benefit of such wise counsel, 1
thoroughly agrec with him on that point; he
realiscs it is the basis of this Bill.

Hon. Neil Oliver spoke of the difference be-
tween the Kalamunda District Community and
Swan District Hospitals, onc of which has an
clected board and the other has great burcau-
cratic influence. He drew comparisons between
them which c¢vidently caused him some con-
cern. He made one statement which 1 thought
was interesting when he said there were two
hospitals boards in his clectorate. It is import-
ant for members (o realise that Hon. Eric
Charlion and | have 18 hospital boards in our
province so wc have a recason other than the
Gnowangerup casc and those which Hon. Ncil
Oliver mentioned for bringing this Bill for-
ward.

Hon. Mark Nevill also spoke against the Bill
and referred 1o the background of the
Gnowangerup situation and his involvement
through an clector coming to his office and
starting him on a train of inquiry. That is fair
comment. However, I want 10 gct back 1o the
point of the Bill's introduction: it is not to clear
up the Gnowangerup situation. 1t will ccrtainly
help in such a situation, but it has becen
introduccd as a result of the requests of dozens
of hospital boards outsidec Gnowangerup which
were perturbed by what took place there. I was
carcful 10 say all along, *Please kecep
Gnowangerup out of it; 1 am not fightling a case
for Gnowangerup but for all hospital boards
with volunteer commitiees running them.™”

That is what I am fighting for, and 1 have
explained that certain mcasures must be
brought in to protect those boards against their
abolition by the Minister. Hc may be the best
Ministcr in the world with good intentions who
would never do anything like that, but on the
olher hand another Minister may be a little
harder. We want 1o protect the boards 1o give
them security and the opportunity lo make an
input. They are volunieer workers; they do it
for nothing and assist very ably without the
necd 10 be chastised by the Minister for doing a
job in the way they think best,

[1 is important that Governments and others
do not override these volunteer warkers to any
degree, let alone in an organisation like a hospi-
tal where a cenain type of person is needed on
the board. Their job is full of trauma; it is not
Just related to the employment of people. They
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have 10 dcal with very sensitive issues, and
representations are made to them as board
members which are compleicly outside the
sphere of the hospital-——in some cases matters
which would cven bring a 1car of sympathy
from thc Minister.

It was with thosc sentiments in mind that
this Bill was introduced. It was also introduced
to give sccurity of tenure of office so that a
board has the continuing knowledge of what
takes place before it by the use of split clections
with ninc members going out cvery three years.
[ spokc on a matier similar 10 this at 3.00 am
today and | am not going to reilcratc my en-
thusiasm for such a procedure, but that is one
of the basic purposcs behind it.

[ hope the Minister who again opposed the
Bill realiscs that although she has a pretty
officer sitting in the corner ready to advise her
I do net have onc sitting beside me, and it is
my Bill.

Hon. Tom McNeil interjected.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: | am sorry. Hon. Tom
McNe#l is ready 1o help. | think it is the first
time I have seen a female Minister and a fe-
malc adviser together in this Chamber. [t must
be a hisloric occasion, and I think it is the start
of sexual discrimination?

The Minister spoke about the closure of the
hospital at Gnowangerup and the abolition of
the board. 1 remind her that they are 1wo separ-
ate issues, What would happen to the board if a
hospital were closed?

I direct the Minister’s attention to section 8
of the Hospital Act which states that *‘the
Governor may close any public hospital or
abolish any board™. The Act separates the two
procedures. One is an abolition and the other is
a closure. Therc is a difference. [ have been
dealing not with the closure of a hospital which
causes a board to become obsolete, but with the
abolition of a board. |1 know most of my col-
leagues who have supporied the Bill know what
[ am driving at.

I thank members for their general support of
the Bill.

Question put and passcd.
Bill read a second time,

[COUNCIL]

In Comunittee, eic,

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [4.43 pm]: |
move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

HON. KAY HALLAHAN (South East
Metropolitan—Minister for Community Ser-
vices) [4.44 pm]: It is unusual to speak against
a Bill a1 this stage. However, the Government
did not oppose cach of the clauses of the Bill in
the Commuittee stage. 1 believe the Opposition
partics are of one mind 10 support this Bill, |
make it quitc clear that the Government thinks
it is nol a good Bill to enact and strongly op-
poses it.

Quecstion put and a division taken with the
following resull—

Avyes 16

Hon. Tom McNeil
Hon. N. F, Moore
Hon. Neil Qliver

Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. John Williams
Hon. D. J. Wordsworth

Hon. Margaret McAleer
e {Teller)

Hon. C. ). Bell
Hon. J. N. Caldwell
Hon. E, J. Charlton
Hon. Max Evans
Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. A. A. Lewis
Hon. P. H. Lockyer
Hon. G. E. Masters

Noes 15

Hon. B. L. Jones
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon, §. M. Piantadosi
Hon. Tom Stephens
Hon. John Halden Hon. Doug Wenn
Hon. Kay Hallahan Hon. Fred McKenzic
Hon. Tom Helm (Telter)
Hon. Robert

Hetherington

Hon. J. M. Berinson
Hon.J. M. Brown
Heon. T. G. Butler
Hon. Graham
Edwards

Pair ;

Aye No
Hon. V. ). Ferry Hon. D. K. Dans
Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Assembly.

[Questions taken.}
House adjourned at 5.11 pmn
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QUESTION ON NOTICE

WILDLIFE
Whales: Sightings

240. Hon, MARK NEVILL., 10 the Minister

for Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

(1) Arc Conservation and Land Manage-
ment or fisheries officers required 1o
note and report whalc sightings?

(2) How many sightings of whales on
south coastal areas have becn noted in
each of the last five years?

(3) What portion of these arc believed to
be right whales?

(4) Havc sightings of other species bccin
confirmed?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) CALM officers are not required 1o
note and report whale sightings, bul
they arc encoucaged 1o do 5o with par-
ticular emphasis on sightings of right
whales.

{2) As the statistics will take some time to
assemblc. the member will be advised
of these in writing.

(3) See (2). Al records of right whale
sightings are forwarded to the Weslern
Australian Museum, which carries out
aerial surveys and collates sightings
records as part of a long-term pro-
gramme of monitoring the recovery of
the specics.

(4) Yos.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SUPERANNUATION BOARD QUESTIONS

Point of Order

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: First of all | have
some difficulty in knowing whether 1
can ask a question on the Brush affair.
| draw vyour attention, Sir, to
questions  Nos. 199209 on  the
Supplementary  Notice Paper. It
appears that the Attorney General has
determincd that the answers and my

questions may be sub judicc. | scck a
ruling from you before asking
questions on that matler. The
Government appears 10 be atiempting
to cover up a very cmbarrassing
situation.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am not in a
position 1o make a ruling now on that
matter. If the honourable member
wishes me to ¢xamine it, | will do so
and give my vicw (OMOIrow morning,

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: 1t would perhaps
be better if I did not address qucstions
to the Attorney General on that mat-
ter until we have your ruling. | guess
that would the best thing.

The PRESIDENT: It would be the only
thing.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Children at Risk

59. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, 1o the Minister for

Community Services:

(1) Is it correct that in some cases chil-
dren considered 10 be at risk arc kept
in the care of the Department for
Community Services, cven after
magisirates have ruled that they be
returned to their own homes?

(2} If so, could she explain how the De-
partment is vesied with this power?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1} and (2) I am assuming that the mem-
ber refers to a situation where the
child is taken before the Children's
Coun beforc the order is granted in
order 10 provide protection for the
child, but on granting the order the
magistraic may also recommend that
the child be placed back in the family
home.

Given that the child has been placed
in the care of the department, it then
has 10 make arrangements about ad-
equate provision and support of the
family. and it can take a short period
of time for the child 1o be placed back
in the family home. | presume that is
the wype of circumstance the member
is referring 10.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES
Adoptions: Foster-parents

60. Hon. P. G. PENDAL. 10 the Minister for

Community Services:

(1) Is it corrcct that babics available for
adoption arc being kept in care by in-
terim fosicr-parents for up to six
months while the processing of the
credentials of the adoptive parents is
being carried out?

(2) If so. will the Minister undertlake to
have the proccdures sircamlined so
that babics can be given Lo their adop-
tive parcnts as soon as possible aficer
birth?

Hon, KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) and (2} Thcre has been a sttueation
whcere babics have been in care, cither
in a pre-adoptive foster home or at
Ngal-A Mothercraft Home and Train-
ing Centre. Though therc arc rcasons
which arc regrettable, as an ongoing
process that would not be acceptable:
but measurces have been 1aken on a
number of fronts in order to ensure
that that situation docs not continue,
and indeed docs not occur again.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE
Appointnients: Moratoriun

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER. 10 the Atlorney
General:

(1} Would thc Atlornecy General inform
the House whether the moratorium on
the appointment of justices of the
peacc is still in place?

(2) Docs that cover arcas where therc is
somc urgency in the appointment of
justices of the peace because no-one is
available?

(3) Would the Attorncy General consider.
as a matler of urgency, the appoini-
ment of a justice of the peace outside
the moratorium?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON rcplicd:

{1} 10 (3) The moratorium was lifted sev-
cral months ago—{rom mcmory. three
or four months ago. The sccond pan
of the question docs not apply.

[COUNCIL]

CRIME: SEXUAL ASSAULTS

Defendants: Name Suppression

62. Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS, to the Attorney

General:

{1) Has the Attorney General received a
letter from Mr Bnan Tennant in
which hc asks thai consideration be
given 1o the supression of names of
defendants in sexual assaull cascs (o
pretect their integrity shoyld they be
found innocent?

(2} If he has, will he give the matter con-
stdcration?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replicd:
(1) Ycs.
(2} Yes.

FOOTBALL TELECASTS

Country Areas

63. Hon. TOM McNEIL, to the Minister for

Sport and Recreation:

[ think the Minister has been made
aware of my concern aboul an article
in the Dailv News of 26 May concern-
ing Sportsplay and the fact that the
Shenton Park. Northbridge. and Rose
Hotcls.  Karrinyup Tavern, and
Wangara Tavern showed the West
Coast Eagles’ game live on Monday. |
June. -

Have any other ncgotiations taken
placc. other than those | anended, be-
tween GWN and Channel 7 in order
to reach a satisfactory conclusion to
the problem that country arcas in
Woestern Australia are not receiving a
dircctl telecast of the Eagles® games
playcd in Western Australia?
7

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

I have not been involved in any nego-
tiations apartl from thosc in which the
member was involved. 1 understand,
however, that those ncgotiations are
continuing, but it is very difficult in
such a complicated arca 10 find some
solution. | rccognise the concern
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which the member has addressed and
wish that it could be casily resolved.
That is simply not the casc.

I am awarc of the advertiscment to
which the member refers, and | under-
stand that the WAFL has taken some
sieps to prevent that from happening
in the future.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING

Communiiy Youth Support Scheme:
Departmental Involvement

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, 10 the Ministcr
for Community Services:

(1) Could the Minister inform the House
whether  the  State  Governmendt.
through her departmgent, is concerncd
with the community youth support
scheme?

(2) If not, which is the Federal department
responsible?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) and (2) Thc communiiy youth support
scheme is a Federal Government in-
itiative under the Department of Em-
ployment and Industrial Relations.

JUNIOR SPORT
Schools: Policy

Hon. N. F. MOORE, 1o thc Minister for
Sport and Recrcation:

1 refer the Minister to the report on
junior sport which says that the first
dircctive is 1o appoint physical edu-
cation specialist icachers in cvery pri-
mary school. | also refer him to the
Daily News of 25 May 1987, and a
report which says that there is no way
schools will get new sports specialists
in today's climatc. quoting Mr Pcarce.
the Minister for Education,

{1} Have the recommendation and
the repont been discussed by
Government?

(2) If so. do Mr Pearce’s commenis
reflect the Government's position
on the appointment of specialist
physical cducation tcachers in
primary schools?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replicd:
(1) and (2) The report has not been dis-

cussed by the Government at this
stage.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers: Availability

66. Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to the

Lecader of the House:

Has he looked at the Supplecmentary
Notice Paper o scc how many ques-
tions the Government has found itsclf
capable of answering? There arc over
30 there, some of which have been
there for some days, and the only one
the Government is able 10 answer is
that of onc of its backbenchers con-
cerning the sighting of whales on the
south coast.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replicd:

That is a very good question, and |
thank the honourabic member for
giving me the opportunily to indicale
that | have indeed looked at the Sup-
plementary Notice Paper and belicve
thal, given thc pressurcs on both
Houscs and on all Ministers, the
replics arc very reasonably up-lo-date.

FOOTBALL TELECASTS
Country Arcas

Hon. TOM McNEIL, 10 the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

Further to my previous qucstion (o
the Minister, would it be wrong for the
country members in this Chamber 1o
go back to their electoratcs and
suggest that 1987 is a complete wash-
oul so far as dircct telecasts of West
Coast Eagles’ gamces to thc country
arcas ar¢c concerned., when they are
playcd within this Stiate?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replicd:

| am not in a position 10 answer that
question, excepl lo say that the mem-
ber knows the Government has done
and will do ali in its power 1o resolve
that very difficult commercial issuc.

SPORTING FACILITIES
Dangerous: Action

68. Hon. J. M. BROWN, to thc Minister for

Sport and Recrcation:

| feel sure 1 am expressing the concern
of all members of Parliament about
activities on the sporting ficld when |
refer 10 the youngster who was tragi-
cally taken the other day.



What action is proposed to be taken,
not only by the Department of Sport
and Recreation but also by the De-
partment of Local Governmcnt and
sporting organisations geacrally?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replicd:

The member is referring to the tragedy
that occurred a few days ago, the cause
of which | belicve is being addressed
by the Soccer Federation at a mecting
to be held cither today or tomorrow.
Following that mecting ) intend to 1alk
to members of the federation to sce
what coursc of action they would wish
us to take in order to prevent such an
accident occurring again.

FOOTBALL TELECASTS
Coumtry Areas

69. Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Ministcr

for Sport and Recreation:

Would the Minister inform the House
whether the problem in relation 10 the
tetecast of West Coast Eagles' games
10 country arcas lics with the Golden
West Network or with Chanael 77

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS rcplicd:

I rcally should not answer that ques-
tion because it is beyond my responsi-
bility. However. 1 can inform the
member that a very difficult commer-
cial arca exists between the two net-
works hc has mentioned, and it is
simply beyond the ability of the Staic
Government to resolve it.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Superdrome: Effect

76. Hon. MAX EVANS. 10 the Minister for

Sport and Recreation:

In his dcpartment’s Budget for this
ycar there was an amount of $2.9
million for “other services™.

(1) What witl be the impact on “other
services™ next year of the loss of
the Supcrdrome, which [ ¢stimate
ataround $i million?

(2) Can he assure the sporting public
of Western Australia that there
will bc no drop in funds available
under ““other services™ duc 10 the
cost of the Superdrome?

[COUNCIL]

n.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replicd:

(1) and (2) This Government has been re-
sponsible for a dramatic increase in
the amount of moncy that has been
madc available 1o sports in this State.
The member's qucstion revolves in
part around a rcvicw that is currenily
undcr way, and I will have 1o defer the
full answer to that question until that
review is completed.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Children at Risk

Hon. P. G. PENDAL. to thc Ministcr for
Community Services:

Further to the question 1 addressed 1o
the Minister regarding at-risk chil-
dren. | ask for her clarification of the
time span. Can the Minister assure the
Housc that children kept in the care of
the Dcpartment of Community Ser-
vices after a magistrate has ordered
their return to their family are subject
only to shori-term delays of an admin-
istrative naturc and not long-term
lapses aimed at circumventing the or-
ders of the magisiraic?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN rcplicd:
Yes.

LIQUOR OUTLETS
Superdrome

Hon. TOM MCcNEIL, 10 the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

(1) Is the Minister awarc that at thc
Superdrome there arc five beer cutlets
scrving Fosters beer and five serving
Swan, onc of which is Swan Gold?

(2) Is the Minister further aware that
within the VIP scction, where a2 num-
ber of the athletes spend their relax-
ation moments as guests, only Fosters
beer is sold?

(3) Given the calorific benefits of Swan
Gold beer. 15 it the Minisier's inten-
tion to approach the Supcerdrome to
ask why there are five Carlton and
United Brewcerics outlets and five
Swan outlets, yet in the VIP scction
there is no Swan Gold outlet but only
Fosters?

The PRESIDENT: Before 1 call on the
Minister 10 answer that question. | am
not surc that this sort of question
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comes within the scope of the Minis-
ter's ministerial capacity. However, in
the interests of finding out the answer
myself 1 call thc Minister for Sport
and Recreation,

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS rcplicd:

In responding 10 questions in this
House | always provide o the best of
my ability the knowledge that people
seck to extract from me. | can simply
say that | do not know the answer 10
that question. However, 1 extend (o
the mcmber an  invitation 1o ac-
company me 1o the Superdrome, with
other members who may wish 1o at-
tend, 1o ascertain on a first-hand basis
the answer 1o his question.

SUPERANNUATION FUND
Government Contribution

73. Hon. NEIL OLIVER, to th¢ Minister for

Budget Management:

I understand that in this scssion of
Parliament amcndments  will  be
moved 1o the Siale supcrannuation
fund tegislation. In this regard, will
there be a requirement Lo increase the
amount that the Siate Government
contributcs 10 the State
supcrannuation fund in anticipation
of contributors clecting 10 undenake
carly retirement and receive lump sum
payments?
Hon. J. M. BERINSON replicd:

1 should point out that I do not have
ministerial  responsibility for  this
scheme. The member may wish to put
the gucstion on notice.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FOOTBALL
LEAGUE

Attendances

74. Hon. GARRY KELLY. 10 the Minister

for Sport and Recreation:

My question poses the obverse sidc of
the questions relating to direct tele-
casts of the West Coast Eagles
malches. Has the Minister any com-
ment o make about the deleierious
cffect the direct tclecasting of the
Eagles® away gamcs is having on at-
tendances at Western Australian Foot-
ball Lecague matches?

75.

76.
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Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS rcplicd:

As onc who regularly auends Western
Australian football gamces in this State,
and who has done so for somc ycars, it
has been impossible for me not 10 no-
tice the fall-off in attecndance at
WAFL maiches this ycar, That creates
concern for any follower of sport.
Equally. sports followers would have
noticed the tremendous following that
the West Coast Eagles has attracted in
this Statc in the short time that tcam
has been in the VFL competition.

| hope, as 1 believe all true football
followers in this State would hope.
that the lcague is as resilicnt as we
would wish it to bc and that the stan-
dard of football and the return o the
football scenc in this State of players
of the calibre of Peter Featherby will
attract the samc numbers to the foot-
ball games in this and futlure ycars as
were attracied in the past.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Questions: Answers

Hon. MAX EVANS, to the Ministcr for
Budgcet Management:

When can | expect a reply to questions
18C to 183. asked on 21 May of the
Minister for Economic Development.
concerning the Exim Corporation?

Hon. J. M BERINSON replicd:
1 will follow that up for the member.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Sports Specialists

Hon. N. F. MOORE, 1o thc Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

Docs he agree with the Minister for
Education when that Minister says
there is no way that schools will get
ncw sports specialists in 1oday’s econ-
omic climate?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replicd:

I am not in a position to comment on
the budgctary situation confronting
ihe Minister for Education.



