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

PETITION - G RAYLANDS HOSPITAL
Prison-Forensic Unit - Establishment, Opposition

MR HASSELL (Cotteslce) [2.17 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 respectfully showeth:

That the community is extremely concerned about Government plans to establish at
Graylands Hospital a prison/forensic unit for mentally disordered offenders and
persons who have commnitted serious offences but been found "not guilty' by reason
of insanity, particularly because such unit will now be in the heart of a residential area
and close to a public primary school and private college and therefore, your
petitioners humbly request that:-

I . plans to establish the prison forensic unit be abandoned forthwith; and

2. any future plan to open a prison forensic unit within a populous suburb and
next to schools and playgrounds be fully discussed with and justified to the
community and all relevant authorities and interests before such future
decision is made.

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

The petition bears 63 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 108.]
PETITION - EUTHANASIA

Right to Die - New Legislation Request
MRS HENDERSON (Thomrlie - Minister for Consumer Affairs) [2.20 pm]: 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 request that because the criminal code Law in Western Australia
is such that suffering people have no legal right to be allowed or helped to die, no
matter what their degree of suffering nor the urgency of their plea for release by
death, the Legislative Assembly, in Parliament assembled, should enact legislation
that makes the right to be allowed or, if necessary, helped to die a legal option on the
request of persons who are suffering more than they wish to bear: and that other
persons participating in the fulfilment of such legal options shall not be subject to
legal, professional or social action.

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 300 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 109.]
A similar petition was presented by Mr Donovan (303 persons).

[See petition No 110.]



STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - MOTION
Corporate Affairs Department - Royal Commission Appointment

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.23 pm]: I move -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable
consideration forthwith of a motion relating to the appointment of a Royal
Commission into matters connected with the Corporate Affairs Department.

In moving to suspend Standing Orders I make it very clear to the Leader of the House that we
do not want to delay the proceedings of the House and if an arrangement could be made for
us to have a limited, one hour debate that is all we would require.

Mr Pearce: Do you mean on the same basis as a matter of public importance?

Mr Macinnon. Yes.

Mr Pearce: We will agree to that.

Question put and passed with an absolute majority.

MOTION - CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT

Royal Commission Appointment
MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.25 pm]: I move -

That the Government immediately appoint an independent Royal Commission with
appropriate terms of reference to determine -

(a) the facts surrounding allegations of political interference with the
Corporate Affairs Department in the operations of investigations and
subsequent laying of charges and the Government's knowledge of
these matters and when it acquired this knowledge;

(b) the facts surrounding the $15 million payment from SECWA to
Western Collieries for the prepayment of coal and whether or not
criminal proceedings against a Minister or Ministers were not
proceeded with because of political intervention;

(c) the agreements reached between the Premier, Treasury, Corporate
Affairs and Home Building Society in relation to transferring the Swan
Budlding Society's assets and liabilities to the Home Building Society
and the transactions related to this transfer;

(d) the reasons for the low morale with the staff of Corporate Affairs and
the collapse of the working relationship between the two most senior
officials; and

(e) the relevance of written evidence in the possession of the Opposition
indicating that there has been political interference.

I thank the Government for agreeing that this motion be debated now. As I said, we do not
want to delay the House but we believe this is a very serious matter, as we have read in the
Press today of the tremendous concern and discontent inside the Corporate Affairs
Department and an apparent breakdown in the working relationship between the two senior
officers. It is absolutely critical that the Corporate Affairs Department be seen to be in full
operation, especially at a time when so many inquiries are under way in relation to some of
the corporate activities associated with WA Inc. Not only are we being told there is a
breakdown in the working relationship at the senior level in the department, but also a
meeting of the staff yesterday afternoon showed a tremendous discontent throughout all
levels of the staff about some of the senior management, and support was given at that
meeting to the second-in-commnand of the Corporate Affairs Department.

It is not the role of the Opposition to make a judgment about what is right or wrong in the
running of the Corporate Affairs Department but we cannot sit back and allow that sort of
thing to occur, with the public having full knowledge that all is not well in the department.
We all know it is crucial that this department be seen to be maintaining its independence and
effectiveness as the corporate watchdog in this State.
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Something which has particularly concerned us - and we believe it is pant of the concern that
is being expressed by the staff within the Corporate Affairs Department - is that certain
allegations have been made of political interference in some decisions. Some of the decisions
that have been brought to our attention have caused concern. The first is why charges were
not laid in relation to the casino when all the evidence was given to the Corporate Affairs
Department that it should lay charges. As well there is concern over the interference in the
investigations taking place in relation to the Swan Building Society; and there is concern that
evidence was in place in November 1988 in relation to two senior political advisers having
charges laid against them but in fact the charges were held over until after the State election.
More recently there was the situation in relation to the $15 million paid from the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia to Western Collieries Limited where, as mentioned in the
motion, there is concern that evidence is available that perhaps criminal proceedings could
have been taken against a Minister or Ministers because of their involvement in that
transaction.

This is all very serious because, as I said earlier, it is absolutely critical that the Corporate
Affairs Department be seen to be completely independent. Mr Speaker, you may recall that
about 1985 the Corporate Affairs Office came under the Crown Law Department.

At the time a decision was made to create a separate Corporate Affairs Department directly
responsible to the Attorney General. So, a situation existed by which, instead of going
through the Crown Law Department under the current arrangement, the Corporate Affairs
Department is directly responsible to the Attorney General. The evidence that we have been
given in relation to one of these matters should be presented to the Parliament and examined
by the Governiment, and if it does warrant a proper inquiry - because of the breadth of the
activities of the Corporate Affairs Department, and the turmoil which currently exists within
the department - it is proper that a Royal Commission be established.

The evidence I have relates to the Swan Building Society. Members might recall that in 1987
the Swan Building Society ran into financial trouble and the Government decided to rescue it.
The arrangement was that the Swan Building Society's assets and liabilities were to be
transferred to the Home Building Society, with the Government giving a guarantee that it
would pick up any losses associated with loans then in place within the Swan Building
Society. As the losses were "crystallised" - that was the word used - the Government would
pick up the tab. To date it has cost something like $16 million. I amn led to believe there has
been tremendous confusion as to what was the actual agreement between Treasury, the
Corporate Affairs Department, the Swan Building Society, the Home Building Society and
the Premier of the day in relation to that changeover. At that time Mr Edwards and
Mr Uloyd, two key political advisers for this Government, were deeply involved in making
arrangements for the changeover. The evidence given to us indicates that there could well
have been intervention by the Premier of the day into matters relating to the Swan Building
Society. If the House wishes, I can table this document when I have finished.

Mr Peter Dowding: Certainly you should table whatever evidence you axe referring to.

Mr COURT: All right. This is an internal memo within the Corporate Affairs Department
from the then senior investigator to the senior investigator for investigations and litigation.
The memo begins as follows -

On the 9th December 1987 1 obtained a letter from the Registrar of Co-operative and
Financial Institutions to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs delegating the
relevant powers and authority contained in Section 9 of the Building Societies Act
1976 enabling the Commuissioner for Corporate Affairs to institute proceedings for
any offence under the Building Societies Act 1976.

Mr Peter Dowding: What are you reading from?

Mr COURT: This is the document to which I have referred.

The SPEAKER: I anm sorry to interrupt, but the only people who have the privilege of tabling
documents in this place are Ministers of the Crown. What the member can do is table the
document for the remainder of the day's sitting. However, this will not bring with it the same
privileges associated with the tabling of a document.

Mr Peter Dowding: Before you table the document, do you have a copy I can look at?
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Mr COURT: I will finish my speech, and then I will give a copy to the Premier.
Point of Order

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, you have drawn attention to the Standing Order which does not
allow a private member to table documents and have pointed out that documents that are left
on the Table for the balance of the sitting do not necessarily have the same privileges as those
which are tabled by a Minister. Is it not possible for a member to seek to have the document
incorporated in Hansard by leave of the House?

The SPEAKER: Yes, it is possible, but ir is my understanding of the Standing Orders that
documents of such magnitude do not appropriately fall under the Standing Orders.

Mr HASSELL: I understand that, Mr Speaker, but I rake it that if a document is read out, it
becomes part of the record of Hansard and is privileged, is it not?

The SPEAKER: Yes.

Debate Resumed

Mr COURT: That is a subtle way of getting a message through. The purpose of mentioning
the first paragraph was to make it possible for the Corporate Affairs Department to take
proceedings in respect of any offences under the Building Societies Act 1976. The document
goes on to say -

On the 10th December 1987, 1 received a telephone call from Mr. Frank Morressy
(Acting Deputy Registrar) who asked me to hold off on the above authority until he
gets back to me. The reason he gave me was that the Under Treasurer was having a
meeting with the Premier and had requested informnation as to whether or not Povey
was involved in this matter.

I told Mr. Morressy that all I am prepared to say at this stage of the investigation is
that the Povey Group of Companies was involved in a trans action with the Society as
a result of which Messrs Sent and Dobson obtained a commission.

Hie then asked me when we expected to charge Senz and Dobson to which I replied
that like any investigation I cannot give him an answer on that it could depend on a
number of matters beyond my control and therefore I would prefer not to commit
myself to a specific time.
I then informed Mr. Morressy that it would be better if the Under Treasurer liaised
directly with the Senior Director - Investigations, preferably in writing, in relation to
the matters similar to that we had just discussed, which are of a very sensitive nature.

I am sure they were. I now quote the section that has caused us some concern; it states -

Later on the 10th December 1987, 1 received another telephone call from Mr
Morressy who advised me that the Under Treasurer has instructions from the Premier
to hold off doing anything on this matter for a couple of days. I told Mr. Morressy
that he should request the Under Treasurer to telephone Mr. Mike O'Connor and
advise him personally of the Premier's instructions and reasons, Mr. Morressy
undertook to do the same.

The document is signed by R.A. Jacobs, senior investigator. I say, Mr Premier, that the
concemn we have is that according to the evidence we have been given the Premier instructed
the Under Treasurer on matters relating to the investigation into the Swan Building Society; it
is the sort of thing that warr ants investigation. In this House last week I was given an
assurance by the Minister for Justice, representing the Attorney General in this House, that at
no rime had there been any intervention by a Minister into investigations or subsequent
actions by the Corporate Affairs Department. It would appear that this evidence actually is to
the contrary of that assurance.

Another matter of concemn is that - and I cannot confirm this, Mr Premier - apparently the
Corporate Affairs Department did not continue with the investigation into the Swan Building
Society. What happened was that some members of the Police Force were working in the
corporate area and eventually their investigations resulted in charges being laid and I believe
those charges are now subject to court hearings. Instead of holding off the investigation for a
couple of days I have been told that the Corporate Affairs Department never started an
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investigation after that date. Perhaps the Premier may be able to confirm today, or at a later
stage, whether that was the case.
This is a very serious set of circumstances. As I mentioned at the commencement of my
speech, when this sort of public brawling is taking place within the Corporate Affairs
Department - that is, the second in charge, not a person lower down the scale but a person
held in very high regard in that profession and in the corporate community, has decided to
take action by going to the Supreme Court to issue a writ against a senior officer in the
Corporate Affairs Department - it adds to the whole perception that things are not right in
Western Australia. Last week we had problems with the Police Force: today we have
allegations that there has been interference in the operations of the Corporate Affairs
Department. [ know that many people in the community are asking how so many dramatic
and traumatic events can be taking place - the Government's involvement in the Teachers
Credit Society, Rothwells, and the petrochemical deal; the list goes on - yet no-one in the
Government will accept any responsibility. There have been no Royal Commissions into the
serious things that have been taking place and the corporate watchdog, which is in a position
to know what is happening in many of these dealings, itself is experiencing problems. No
responsibility is being sheeted home to the Ministers who have responsibility for these areas.
I appreciate the opportunity given to me by the Government to bring this matter to the House.
At the conclusion of my remarks I will seek leave to incorporate in Hansard the document to
which I have referred.

The SPEAKER: Have you read the document?

Mr COURT: Yes, I have.

The SPEAKER: In that case, it is necessary only to lay the document on the Table of the
House for the remainder of this day's sitting.
Mr COURT: The Opposition members have been asked by Government members to present
any evidence they have. We are presenting evidence relating to some very serious allegations
concerning the operations of the Corporate Affairs Department and I would like to think that
this Government will act quickly on this matter because, at a time when we need a strong and
effective corporate watchdog in this State, there is a cloud hanging over the head of that
body, and the situation cannot continue.

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [2.44 pm): Last night I met with Mr Frank Costigan. QC who
is currently in Western Australia in connection with his professional work. It was Mr Frank
Costigan who, a few weeks ago, said that Western Australia needed a Fitzgerald-type Royal
Commission of inquiry. I have no doubt that when the Premier, or a member on his behalf,
responds to this debate we will hear what we heard yesterday; that is, an attempt to scoff at
the Opposition because it is calling for too many Royal Commissions. The tnuth is that it is
calling for one Royal Commission overall that will deal with the numerous and seemingly
endless list of scandals in Western Australia. That Royal Commission should be
investigating the Corporate Affairs Department; it should be investigating the activities
disclosed last week in the Police Department; it should be examining the Government's role
in the Rothwells scandal; it should be examining the Government's role in the petrochemical
scandal; it should be investigating all those issues which the Government, however much it
tries, cannot put behind it and cannot sweep under the carpet.
In the last 24 hours the bubble has burst in the Corporate Affairs Department. For a long
time the Opposition has been saying in this House that there is something wrong with the
operations of the Corporate Affairs Department. As recently as last week during the
Estimates debate dealing with the Corporate Affairs Department, I said there was a lack of
resources, facilities, and personnel within the department. All these problems have now
burst forth. Last week I questioned why there had been a delay in the prosecution of Mr
Lloyd and Mr Edwards and why the Crown was not ready to go on with the case. Of course,
that relates to a Corporate Affairs Department investigation.

Mr Peter Dowding: And you presented no evidence for any suggestion that anybody has
interfered in any way with the conduct of those matters.

Mr HASSELL: I point out to the Premier that during that debate I repeatedly asked for an
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explanation. [ made no accusations, but asked for explanations from the Minister handling
the debate. Of course, the essence of the problem is that this Government is not treating this
Parliament seriously and it does not have Ministers in this House for the Budget debate. The
Premier goes home early in the evening and there is one Minister left to deal with the Budget
debate for the whole evening. There are no responses from the Government Ministers. It is
just a sham and we see an extension of that sham exposed today by the second most senior
Corporate Affairs officer. He has filed documents in the Supreme Court which indicate the
depth of his concemn about what has been happening in Western Australia.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: Last week it was the third most senior officer in the Police Force and, since
then, there has been a disclosure of the political interference in the appointments to the Police
Force. Now we have mounting evidence of political interference in the Corporate Affairs
Department. Last year, or the year before, we had an incredible situation in which a former
Commissioner of Corporate Affairs suggested that it was relevant to his consideration of a
prosecution that somebody's business activities might be prejudiced if a prosecution went
ahead. There is a basis for these things. Mr Hein has produced an extensive report on the
Corporate Affairs Department. I have not met Mr Hein, but anyone who reads his report
would see how dispassionate and careful it is and would sense that it comes from a man
whose mind is occupied by fact and whose mind is cautious anid careful. That appears on the
face of the document. On page 12 of his report he says -

The above is an outline of my executive responsibilities in the Department. It should
be noted that I have not embarrassed the Government with indiscreet remarks to the
media about politically well connected people.

The report continued -

I have not even made damaging remarks when television crews have turned up at my
home at the weekend seeking interviews. Over the same matter, a senior person
within the National Corporate System is currently being sued for libel.

He continues with the following significant words -

I might add that I have also not lost any sensitive files which might be required for
Court or later enquiries.

Why was this man making a comment of that nature? Of course, we know that some
sensitive files have been lost in the past. It is not just Mr Hein who has raised these questions
of interference at the political level but also Mr R.A. Jacobs, senior investigator, in the
memorandum from the files in the Corporate Affairs Department which has been exposed
and tabled by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition this afternoon.
Mr Hein was moved to the action he took because of the concerted attack that had been
mounted against him and, of course, because the classic tactic of this Government had been
employed against him; that is, he was sent on long service leave at a time when it was felt it
might be better to have him out of the way. He has responded to the ill-defined evidence
against him by pointing out that the due processes were not followed, that he was not advised
of what was being said against him and was not given a chance to reply.
He points out that certain assumptions were made about his role in the Corporate Affairs
Department. I do not know the substance of all those things. I have never met Mr Hein and
have not discussed the matter with hint However, he points out that assumptions were made
about his control in the departments and says at page 13 -

The sole basis for the assumption of my day to day management control appears to be
a single sheet of paper on the private file of Mr O'Connor. This came into my
possession when Mr O'Connor gave me access to his private file while preparing this
paper in October 1989. The sheet of paper appears to have been prepared in mid-
December 1987 while I was out of the office for two weeks on an executive
development program. I have deduced this from the proximity of the piece of paper
to a memorandum dated 10 December 1987 dealing with the apparent intervention of
the Premier to slow down or prevent a criminal investigation.
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That is a pretty serious matter and cannot be dealt with by this Government, which does not
have clean hands. It has not answered truthfully, honestly and openly when issues have been
brought forward. This Government has been shown to be deceitful over and over again. The
only way serious matters of this nature in the Police Force and now In the Corporate Affairs
Department can be dealt with at the proper level, which relates to the political responsibilities
of this Government, is through the operation of a Royal Commission not con fined to one
issue but one which really gets to the heart of what has been going on in this State.

A few days ago [ heard the Prime Minister speaking on radio about the Queensland election.
He said that Queensland was the most corrupt State in Australia. Once again, the Prime
Minister was wrong: Western Australia is the most corrupt State in Australia. This
Government had better face the fact that until there is a Fitzgerald type Royal Commission
there will never be satisfaction in this House.

MR HOUSE (Stirling) (2.55 pmJ: The National Parry is pleased to support this motion.
When the public of this State received their newspapers this morning they must have had the
same bewildering thoughts they had at about this time last week when they saw that the two
top policemen in this State were arguing with each other. Once again the public must be
wondering what the Government and members of this Parliament are doing to allow this sort
of thing to happen.

It is absolutely essential that we ensure that the public of this State are informed. The only
way in which they can be properly informed about what has been happening in the Corporate
Affairs Department and the Police Department is to have a Royal Commission; nothing short
of that will produce answers that will allow the public of this State to rest easy. They have a
right to know whether the Goverrnent has been acting properly or improperly and a right to
have these allegations investigated.

I was pleased when the Premier said yesterday that he had niot directed people in the
Corporate Affairs Department. If that is the case, let it be shown by an independent
investigation. Let us have a Royal Commission that will show the facts so that we can be
absolutely assured there has been no political interference. I am sure that any Minister worth
his or her salt would want to know that the public knew he or she as Minister was beyond and
above reproach. If all Ministers are, let us seek out the information and make it public int
cases such as the payment to Western Collieries of $15 million. I am sure any Minister
involved in those sorts of happenings would want to be sure that the public knew that he had
done nothing illegal. If that is the case, and if the Government believes that everything is
above board, let us get the facts out into the open.

There have been a number of debates regarding these general issues over the past couple of
years. In fact, we have had so many of them that I think the public have become a bit blase
about the facts and figures. It is well and truly time we answered the call as responsible
members of Parliament and allowed the facts to be debated, so I am pleased to add National
Party support for this motion.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands -Premier) [2.57 pm]: The Opposition gave no notice
of this motion, so I am not in a position to answer all of the matters required in great detail. I
am sure that the Opposition will nor mind if, once I have made a few remarks, I seek leave to
continue my remarks at a later stage of today's sitting. Is that all right with the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, as I want to check with officers what he has said?

Mr Court: It is not usual.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It will not take more than an hour.

Mr Court: You wanted this debate to be on the same basis as an MPI.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Does the Deputy Leader of the Opposition mind my going off and
getting this information so that I can inform the House?

Mr Court: Yes, you can ask your dorothy dixers at question time.

Mr PETER DOWDING: So the Deputy Leader of the Opposition objects, does he?

Mr Court: We were told that this debate would be run in the same way as a matter of public
importance and we agreed to that.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition saying he will oppose leave
for me to continue my remarks at a later stage of this day's sitting?
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Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mir PETER DOWDING: For the first time there has been produced what purports to be -

Mr MacKinnon: You are an incompetent Premier.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It may be that [ am, but the Opposition has produced for the first
time a letter that no-one has had an opportunity to see previously and it is now saying it will
deny me the opportunity of a short adjournment while members get on with something else
so that I am able to come back and answer this question. Is that right?

Mr Court: Aren't the advisers here? [ read it out 10 minutes ago.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition's last interjection came
through the public address system very loudly. I do not know why, first, that speaker was on
and, secondly, that is a practice we should all agree not to pursue. There should be art
agreement that members will not lean forward into their microphones and try to use the
volume from that microphone to shout over the person on his feet. That is a highly improper
practice and something which is frowned upon in other Parliaments and which would bring
an immediate remedial action from the Chair in those places. I think we should have
agreement that members will not do that again, although it may be all right on this occasion.
Mr COURT: In relation to that point of order -

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order.

Mr COURT: I apologise for that action. I was just making sure the adviser could hear me.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I know that the Opposition is not serious about this issue because
had it wanted to be, having produced -

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would appreciate it if we could have roughly the same level of
interjection from the Opposition as we had from the Government during the Opposition's
delivery. I am not about to protect the Premier - the Leader of the Opposition and the
Premier attract a lot more interjections than anybody else, and I let them go - but I am not
prepared to allow constant harassment while somebody is trying to deliver a speech.

Mir PETER DOWD[NG: This is a measure of how the Opposition is seeking to grab the
headlines and not deal with the real issues, because it has produced for the first time a
document which it now claims proves certain matters, but it declines to give the Government
the opportunity of checking it with some of the officers concerned.

in the office of Corporate Affairs, since 20 June 1989, there has been an inquiry into the
conduct and fitness of certain officers. The inquiries include the financial implications of the
matter, any evidence of improper conduct, and a recommendation to be made by a group
which has been established to review the conduct of the officers. The very person who has
called for an inquiry today because nothing has been done about this has in his hand the
material which he has declined to give the people of Western Australia. He has declined to
tell them that in the review of the conduct of these people a group has been established
consisting of the following persons: The Senior Assistant Crown Counsel, Crown Law
Department; -

Mr Macinnon: We are not inquiring into them.

Mr PETER DOWDING: - the solicitor of the Public Service Commission; the manager of
management and client services of the Public Service Commission; and the acting manager,
management and client services of the Public Service Commnission. Those people have been
given the authority to determine matters relating to the conduct and complaints of afficers in
the Corporate Affairs Department. More serious matters may well arise out of these inquiries
than simple disciplinary matters.

The Opposition is quoting matters referred to them by an officer who has put together a
defence of his own conduct. I make no comment about the officer's conduct, because -
unlie the Opposition, which when in Government always wants to run things - we will not
run review groups like this. We will not interfere in the actions of properly established
inquiries of this sort.
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Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for Cotteslce was heard almost in silence. He could
not help getting over the top; he always does. Let me get on with my comments in the time
allowed to me.

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Firstly, I would not give the member the pleasure. Secondly, 1
have done nothing wrong. Thirdly, Western Australians have voted the for people on this
side of the House to govern them for the next three years.

Mr Hassell: A minority Government!

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for Cottesloc should talk about the electoral system!

On 20 June an inquiry was commenced and a vety important review group was established.
In the course of this review, matters may well emerge which are unfavourable to those now
making complaints. I can understand that in order to bolster themselves, these people may
well wish to say certain things, but that is a matter for them and for the Corporate Affairs
Conmmissioner.
Mr Macjinnon: What about the Premier's conduct?

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition is like a dripping tap. I know why
his own side is so disappointed with him. Let me get on with the job. The Opposition has
tabled a letter which it claims is evidence of political interference. The Opposition claims-
that on the basis of hearsay upon hearsay. The Opposition claims it on the basis that
somebody told somebody, who then told somebody else, and that resulted in the note which
has been produced in Parliament.

I have received advice from Mr Morisey. the person referred to in the letter of
10 December 1987, which reads as follows -

Mr Macinon: Who is Morisey?

Mr PETER DOWDING: "Who is Morisey?' asks the Leader of the Opposition! What time
is it? This is a serious attack on the Government by the Opposition, and the Leader of the
Opposition asks, "Who is Morisey?'

Mr Court: You axe so pathetic!

Mr PETER DOWDING: I have received from Mr Morisey informnation that he has spoken to
officers in the Ministr of the Premier and State Administration, and that he said this -

During the second half of 1987 1 had regular contact with the two officers
investigating the affairs of the Swan Building Society..

At about 10.30 a.m. on the 8th December 1987 Mr Bob Jacobs, one of the officers
concerned came to my office where he advised me that Corporate Affairs were in the
process of instituting proceedings against two former senior officers of the Swan
Building Society.

As a result of that advice I sent a minute to the Treasurer (Mr Burke) advising him of
the state of the investigation and seeking his approval to delegate the relevant
authority to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs to institute appropriate
proceedings.

Mr Morisey sent a minute to Brian Burke advising him of the state of the investigation and
seeking his approval to delegate the relevant authority to the Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs -

Mr Macinnon: What date was Morisey 'a note?

Mr PETER DOWDING: - to institute appropriate proceedings.

Mr Macinnon: What date is the note?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDIING: Crikey Moses! As a result, that approval was granted by the
Premier of the day.
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Point of Order
Mr MacKJINNON: May I request that the Premier table the document from which he is
quoting?

A Government member: H-e did not quote from a document.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There has been a legitimate request for a document to be tabled. If
indeed a document has been quoted from, and that document is an official document, it does
need to be tabled. Consideration should be given to both of those points. Firstly, has it been
quoted from, and secondly, is it an official document? If each of those things is true, it needs
to be tabled.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I have not yet quoted from the document but I intend to do so. The
member wilt see when I am ready what document it is.

Debate Resumed

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I am informed by my office that My Morisey has confirmed that the
Premier gave his approval in a note dated 8 December 1987 for those matters to proceed to
prosecution.

Mr Macinnon: We will see when Hansard comes out if you have quoted.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Morisey has informed my office that at no time has he, of his
own volition or at the request of any other person, sought to improperly influence these
proceedings. At no time has he, of his own volition, ever sought to improperly influence the
above proceedings. I think the proof of the pudding may be the fact that I hold in my hand a
document that confirms that Brian Burke approved these matters. It says in part -

I now seek your approval to delegate to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, the
power to institute proceedings under Section 9 of the Building Societies Act, so that
persons who have commuitted offences under the Building Societies Act may be
proceeded against.

Mr Macinnon: What date is that?

Mr PETER DOWDING: That document is dated 8 December 1987. 1 table that document.

Mrt Court: Tell us about 10 December.

The SPEAKER: Order! Document tabled.

(See paper No 614]1

Mr PETER DOWDING: I also said that Mr Morisey has unequivocally informed me today
that -

At no timre have I either at my own volition or at any other person's request sought to
improperly influence the above proceedings.

Mr Macinnon: We never said he did.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Let me take it a bit further. I have had it confirmed by the former
Premier, who has given me a note in which he advises that he has never sought "to stop,
delay or otherwise inhibit any inquiry by Corporate Affairs into any Building Society or other
matter". That is an absolute denial from the former Premier. So this hearsay - that is, that the
former Premier informed somebody, who informed Mr Morisey, who informed somebody in
the Corporate Affairs Department that he wanted something delayed - does not stack up
because Mr Morisey does not confirm that and neither does the former Premier.

Mr Court: All you have said is that he approved it on 8 December and on 10 December you
said he wanted it delayed.

Mr Macinnon: You have confimed exactly what we are saying.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I understand that Mr Bob Boylen was the Under Treasurer at the
same tune, and that Mr Boylen has spoken to Mr Martin Saxon. He asked if Mr Boylen
would let my office know what was said to him. Mr Boylen said this -
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I told Mr Saxon that I had no records now but I was certain that at no time was I
asked or directed to approach Corporate Affairs to have any inquiry slowed down or
stopped. I said that I would definitely remember if I had been approached on a matter
such as that and I told him it most certainly didn't happen.

What we have here is a properly constituted inquiry into the conduct of certain officers within
the Corporate Affairs Department.
Mr Lewis: A witch hunt.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Nutcracker says it is a witch hunt! It is a properly constituted
inquiry into the conduct of certain officers and it may well be that serious matters will
emerge, but it is certainly not a witch hunt; it is not an improper inquiry; it is not a smear and
innuendo exercise such as the Opposition carries out; it is a genuine mechanism at arm's
length from the politicians to solve the issues.

Mr Lewis: Biased to whom?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Who is biased on the inquiry?

Mr Lewis: You know, to your side.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for Applecross should tell us which of the four
officers he now wants to slander.

Mr Lewis: They are all sycophants.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not know whether the member for Applecross speaks with the
authority of the Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, but I ask
the Leader of the Opposition to tell me which of those four officers he wants to describe as
our sycophants?

Mr Macinnon: What I want to know is the answers to the questions we have raised.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition cannot answer me. He is quite happy
to slander the names of some public servants and to establish all the slimy allegations; he is
quite happy to sit next to a man whom he promoted over the top of the member for Cottesloe.
He is prepared to sit here and have that member say something like that.

Mr Court: Are you saying Mr Hein is slimy?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: I did not say that at all; I was talking about the conduct of members
opposite.

Mr Speaker, you have now an assurance from me as Premier of Western Australia that the
three people named as being potentially involved in a communication between the Premier
and the Corporate Affairs Department investigations say it did not occur. You have that
unequivocal assurance from those people. Also, Mr Speaker, we have a properly established
inquiry into the behaviour of certain officers in which they are defending themselves. Attack
may well be the best form of defence and if one is in a difficult situation who knows what
one will say if one feels slighted, or whatever. I must say the reference that the member for
Cottesloc read out about how this person is hinting he has dark secrets lacked away in files
that certainly will not go missing so long as he is under threat sounds to me an outrageous
thing for a public servant to say. Maybe he did not say it; I have only the word of the
member for Cottesloe. I do not adopt the words of the member for Cottesloe. I do not know
if the officer intended to imply some sont of threat of blackmail. All I am saying is that there
is a properly constituted Public Service inquiry into the conduct of officers and that is how
the conduct of officers should be dealt with, just as the conduct of officers in the Police
Department and its administration is properly dealt with by the person to whom members on
the other side of the House reluctantly agreed to give the authority to investigate it.

I am sorry that the Opposition has not seen fit to allow me some time in which I could be
even more specific in the denials of the material that its members have endeavoured to place
before the Parliament. They have presented absolutely no evidence to support their allegation
of an agreement reached between the Premier, Treasury, Corporate Affairs and Home
Building Society in relation to the transferring of the assets; they have not brought any
allegation to bear which stacks up suggesting political interference in the Corporate Affairs
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Department. Let me take members back to something I said last night: We have Brian Burke
saying, "I did not say it"; we have the Under Treasurer of the day - a very ioyal public servant
who served the Opposition's administration as well as ours, and who rose to the rank of
Under Treasurer - saying, "It did not happen"; we have the man who works far the Registrar
of Financial and Co-operative Institutions saying "It did not happen". We have the three
players saying "It did not happen". In addition to that, we have the unequivocal evidence that
the former Premier actually authorised prosecutions to proceed through the Corporate Affairs
Department. Even in the worst case scenario - and let us assume that the Opposition had
none of that information other than a suggestion that hearsay upon hearsay occurred that the
Premier asked whether something could be held off for a couple of days - did the Corporate
Affairs Department -

Mr Court: Did Corporate Affairs lay those charges?

Mr PETER DOWDING: lust one second - I will answer those questions.

Is there any suggestion that charges in relation to the Swan Budding Society were not laid?
Is there any evidence for suggestions that the delay related to the laying of charges was in any
way improper?

Mr M~acKinnon: Yes, it is in the document. It is clear.

Mr PETER DOWDING: What would have been the Premier's motive?

Mr Macinnon: The Premier had a clear motive.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Who knows what is in the mind of the Opposition if it will not
articulate what it says is improper.

Mr Court: What is improper is political interference with Corporate Affairs.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The evidence suggests that there is no political interference.

Mr Court: The person doing the investigation spelt it our for you.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Do I have to make the Opposition's speech for it?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I need some help, and I wonder whether members might help me. It
is very difficult for me to stop interjections when a member suddenly decides that he does not
want to take any more interjections. If members invite interjections, they should do so for the
whole of the speech. If members do not want interjections, it would be better if they
addressed their remairks to me. and I will stop the interjections. If members need to ask
questions, they can ask questions through me and we will make more progress than we are
making at the moment. The Premier is asking a question and receiving 15 different answers
all at the same time and it is impossible for me to follow what is going on.

Mr PETER DOWD[NG: Even worse for the Opposition is the clear, unequivocal evidence
that the Premier aurhorised and approved the Corporate Affairs Department to investigate in
the first place in September 1987. On 8 December the then Premier was asked by the
registrar to approve the delegation to institute proceedings. Who knows what might have
been in the various people's minds at the time of the proceedings? Perhaps it was in the
interests of the Corporate Affairs Department, the building society, or the Under 'Treasurer to
hold off for a couple of days; or, perhaps, it had merely come to the notice of the Premier that
it was in the interests of the community to hold off for a couple of days. What is wrong with
that scenario? Absolutely nobody can suggest any grounds at all why any political
interference or a change in the date would have any effect on anything. Were those people
charged? Yes!

Mr Court: Who charged them?

Mr PETER DOWDING: What does it matter who charged them? They were charged. The
Opposition says it has proved its allegation, but so far it has failed in its proof because every
link in the chain in the allegation of political involvement has adamantly denied it occurred,
On that basis, not one single skerrick of evidence supports the view that this matter cannot be
handled by the Corporate Affairs Department or that the material cannot be handled by the
people appropriate to deal with it.

Ir MacKinnon: Well, have an inquiry.

5048 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 22 November 1989]104

Mr PETER DOWDING: There is nothing to inquire into.
Mr Macinnon: There is plenty to inquire into.

Mr PETER DOWDING: There is an inquiry into the failure of RothweLls, an inquiry into the
Swan Building Society and the conduct of the officers -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I will take action against the next member who deliberately flouts
my requests from the Chair; I do not think my requests are improper or unreasonable, but 1
think some of the interjections are.

Mir PETER DOWDING: Not only did the Opposition try to mislead the community about
the terms of reference of the McCusker inquiry, saying that they had been set and limited by
the Attorney General, but the Opposition quite improperly, wrongly and untruthfully sought
to suggest that somehow or other Mr McCusker's terms of reference did not allow him to
inquire into all matters concerning the failure of RothweLls, and all mailers touching on its
failure. It has been said by Mr McCusker that he is not inhibited in the inquiries he wants to
make.
The SPEAKER: Order! I will sit down until the member for Applecross returns to his seat.
The practice of walking from the Chamber, as just done by the member for Applecross, and
yelling out an interjection while crossing the centre of the Chamber is highly improper. If the
member wishes to leave the Chamber, he should rise from his seat and do whatever is
necessary regarding the Standing Orders from that position and then leave the Chamber. The
member should not do what he just did, and it is appropriate that he should apologise.
Mr Lewis: I apologise to you, Mr Speaker.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Not only did the Opposition seek to mislead the community about
the terms of reference of the McCusker inquiry, but it now seeks in this motion to make
allegations which are franly unsubstantiated by the material it has put before the House. I
do not know what role the Corporate Affairs Department plays in inquiries - I do not know
what inquiry it makes into one matter or another - but I express the wish that inquiries are
conducted quickly and resolved as soon as possible so that people should not have the threat
of an inquiry hanging over their heads for a long time. There is no question that this
Government has been absolutely open about the way in which it has dealt with these issues.
The Opposition keeps running up the line that there are grounds for a Fitzgerald-type inquiry
in this State, and I simply reject that on the Opposition's material. The Opposition presented
its material here today to the public, and it has produced it to the Press to try to get a headline,
but it has not produced evidence. In the short time that I have had available to make sure the
public is given a fair balance on the information, we have had complete and unequivocal
denials from all parties involved. No doubt there are people who will say things maliciously
or mistakenly, and that is not to say that people will not misunderstand what happens in
communications, but there is absolutely no question that there are no grounds for any belief
that the current inquiry regarding this man's conduct and the conduct of other officers will
not adequately address the issue.
I come now to the final matter: I do not know why the Opposition continues to go over the
top. The member for Cottesloe said that on television Mr Costigan had called for a
Fitzgerald-type Royal Commission in Western Australia. I remember that television
interview.
Mr Hassell: I did not mention television.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I saw it. He was led by a television interviewer to add Western
Australia to a List of all States and the effect of his comments was that it would probably be a
good idea. It is interesting that the Opposition is changing tack because going over the top
cost it the last election. I think we were on the verge of losing the election because people
were very worried about the matters that had been raised. It was a combination of the figure
the member for Cortesloe presented on television and the advertisements which the
Opposition ran, which our advice was we should have paid for, which helped us win the last
election. Having done that, it has again gone over the top. It alleged earlier in the year that
there was corruption in Government and very deliberately it has changed tack and now it
does nor allege corruption in Government - we are not the National Party and we are not the
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Liberal Party, and members opposite know it - but it is alleging that we are corrupting the
processes of Government. I do not know what it means by that. As sure as eggs are eggs, it
is not what Fitzgerald found in Queensland - he found political interference in every level of
activity including the Police Force.

I remind the Opposition that Mr Leitch, who has never been an advocate of the Labor Party
and does not share many of our beliefs about the freedom of democracy, the right to
demonstrate and the like, said that in Government it is the Liberals who try to run everything,
and that is exactly what they want us to do. We will not do that and we will allow the proper
processes to take place.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cowrt
Mr Cowan
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Carr
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan

Mr House
Mr Kieratb
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros

Mr Peter Dowding
Dr Gallop
MirGra=
Mr Gril
Mr Gordon Hill
Dr Lawrence
Mr Leahy

Ayes (24)
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Shave
Mr Strickland
Mr Thompson

Noes (25)
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr P.3. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas

Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby
DrTurnbull
Mr Wat
Mr Wiese
Mrs Edwardes (Teller)

Mr Troy
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan (Teller)

Pairn

Ayes
Mr Clarko
Mr Blaikie

Noes
Mr Read
Mr Ripper

Question thus negatived.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - CLOSING DAYS OF SESSION
Motion

MR PEARCE (Amiadale - Leader of the House) (3.38 pm!: I move -

That for the balance of the present Session -

(a) So much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable Bills
to be introduced without notice and to proceed through all stages on the day
they are introduced, and to enable messages from the Legislative Council to be
taken into consideration on the day they are received.

(b) Standing Orders Nos 224 and 225, relating to Grievances, be suspended.

(c) Government business shall take precedence on Wednesday as on other days.

I did seek the indulgence of the House yesterday and, Mr Speaker, stretched your patience a
little, to explain that on the basis of having the whole week to deal with the Budget I was
anxious to give as much time to the consideration of the Budget as possible. This year and
last year we have moved away from the practice of dealing with the Budget in the last couple
of days of the Parliament. Successive Governments and 1, as Leader of the House, got the
Estimates through the Parliament by leaving them to the last couple of days of the session
when everyone is up against commitments for Christmas. We dealt with it through the
process of exhaustion and proper consideration cannot be given to the Budget under those
circumstances. At the request of the Opposition last year and this year we brought the
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Budget into the normal play of the parliamentary session in order that members can give
more consideration to the Budget at a time which is more conducive to reasonable discussion.
Regrettably that process has led to the abandonment of what were the original propositions
upon which the timing of the Budget was agreed.

Members who were in this House during the O'Connor Government may recall that we
instituted a separate debate on each Division in order to rake debate away from the items.
The agreement was that there would be general debate on Divisions and in the debate on the
items the appropriate Ministers could be questioned. Unfortunately the old practice of
dealing with items separately has occurred and it makes dealing with the Budget unworkable
unless we are prepared to spend six months of the parliaznentazy year debating it. I have
moved to suspend Standing Orders to prevent private members' day this week in order that
we can deal with the Budget and by an agreement behind the Chair we could have private
members' day next week. That was to get the Budget through in rime for a proper level of
consideration in the upper House, and to end the session on time. Regrettably, despite the
best intentions of the Government to make as much time available as possible in a busy
parliamentary rime for consideration of the Budget, we are not making the kind of progress
necessary to get through in the allotted time. As I mentioned yesterday, the Clerks took our
the time spent on the Committee of the Whole debate on the Budget this decade. Discounting
the 64 hours last year, the average time for the Committee debate on all Estimates has been
24 hours. If last year's world record time of 64 hours is included, the average is 29.5 hours.
So far 24 hours has been spent on the Estimates debate, and the portfolios of three out of 17
Ministers have been dealt with. That lack of progress will make it very difficult for the
Budget to be passed and for the Government to deal with its legislative program before the
end of the session. That is why I have given notice of a proposal to deal with the Budget by
2.00 am on Friday of this week. [ make it clear to members opposite that I am happy to meet
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the National Party to make a
behind the Chair arrangement which will give members time for proper consideration of the
Budget, while still making it possible for the Government to manage the program of the
House in such a way that the Budget will be in the upper House at a reasonable time, and the
Government's legislative program dealt with by the programmed end of the session. If a
different agreement can be reached I will not proceed with the guillotine notice of motion I
gave yesterday.

I sought to impinge on your indulgence yesterday, Mr Speaker, so that members could be
aware of the game plan, so they can space themselves and time their deliberation of the
Budget to ensure that all aspects are dealt with during the time available, and they would not
be surprised on the last day if hal the Budget had not been considered. I may as well not
have done that for all the progress made on the Budget yesterday, so other things may have to
be considered.

I seek the cooperation of members opposite. The Govemnment is not asking for something it
did not do when in Opposition. In 1981 when I was shadow Minister for Education the
Committee debate lated 20 hours, four hours less than the time taken to deal with the
portfolios of three Ministers. In 1982 when I was again shadow Minister for Education, and
in a pre-election climate, we dealt with the Committee debate in 18.5 hours. So far 24 hours
has been spent on the Estimates debate and even by the guillotine time, if that occurs,
between 40 and 45 hours will have been spent on this debate - twice as long as the Labor
Party Opposition took.

M R COURT (Nediands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.43 pm]: The Opposition has
been given a commitment that although time will not be allowed for private members
business this week, it will be allowed next week. That is an important point because the.
Leader of the House indicated earlier in the session that private members' time would be
provided for as close to the end of the sitting as possible, and it is necessary to tie up the
loose ends of the private members' business on the Notice Paper. The Government always
seems to introduce a lot of legislation at the end of a session and expects the House to handle
it. I am currently writing to the Leader of the House asking what legislation it will introduce
before the end of the sifting and what Bills it expects the House to handle.

Mr Pearce: At your request I have held over Bills which are now ready, so it cannot be said
that the Government is mushing introductions in the last couple of weeks, as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition will have noticed. There may be some urgent agreement Bills.
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Mr COURT: What about the Bills today?

Mr Pearce: The amalgamation Bills wil be introduced. It is not proposed to deal with the
heritage Bill this session; that was introduced to give notice because it is a comprehensive
Bill. However, it will be left to lie on the Notice Paper. One or two agreement Bills will
need to go through, one of which may be the Notre Dame enabling Bill.

Mr COURT: It is not just a question of fitting any new legislation into the timetable, but also
of allowing time for it to be properly considered and debated. The concept of giving notice
of a gag in advance is new, in that the Opposition is told that the Budget debate in Committee
will be gagged at two o'clock on Friday morning. With regard to any arrangements, the
Opposition will deal with the Budget as it thinks would be proper if a gag were not in place.
We do not believe the Budget debate should be gagged, and we shall work through the
Budget in a proper manner; the Government should allow time to ensure this matter is
properly considered. It is one of the few avenues open to the Opposition. It has difficulty
getting answers to questions, and receiving information on a wide range of issues. The
Budget provides an opportunity to debate these matters. The debate yesterday was a very
serious one because the Opposition raised two payments which it wanted omnitted from the
Budget. Of course, a long debate will take place on such issues. The Opposition is opposed
to the Budget debate being gagged, but accepts that although private members' business will
not be dealt with this week, it will be dealt with next week.

MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [3.47 pm]: I ask the Leader of the House in reply to
clarify the position with respect to the provision for private members' business.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not convinced that the microphone in front of the member for
Darling Range is switched on, but if it is, it is not helping much.

Mr THOMPSON: On the first day of ts parliamentary sitting I gave notice of three matters.
one of which has been dealt with, and I hope that some opportunity will be given for the
others to be heard. Since that time one or two other notices have been given prior to the
Government's indicating its intention to cut off the time available for private members'
business. The Government has been extremely generous to the Opposition in dealing with
those matters the Opposition wishes to raise. I remind members that during the six years I sat
in the Chair I cannot recall one occasion on which Standing Orders were suspended to debate
a motion dealing with a matter the Opposition raised. I compliment the Government on being
prepared to give the time of the Parliament to the matter the Opposition wished to raise.
However, I recognise that in doing so it is making a rod for its own back and causing a
problem for the House generally. Last week, the Government agreed to allow the matter
brought to this House by the Opposition to be debated, and effectively took away a whole day
of both Government and private members' business.
Today a significant part of the sitting will be given to a matter raised by the Opposition. I do
not say the Government should not do that - it is a mature approach and is a far fairer
approach than that taken by Governments in the past; however, having patted the
Government on the back for that action. I hope it will not disadvantage private members who
want to bring mailers to the attention of this House. I ask the Leader of the House to indicate
what opportunity I will have to raise those matters, notice of which was given a long time
ago.

MR HOUSE (Stirling) [3.49 pm]: This is a matter of trying to persuade the House that
certain things need to be done. I agree with other speakers who asked the Leader of the
House to outline his intentions regarding private members' business because there have been
two weeks without any such business and National Patty members, like other members, have
private business they wish to get through the House before the sitting concludes.
It has been said before, particularly with regard to items appearing in the Estimates of
Revenue and Expenditure, that there should be a meeting of a commnittee of managers to look
at how best to manage this business. To the best of my knowledge, similar comments were
made at this time last year. However, I am not aware of anything being done about that.
I repeat that the National Party would be prepared to take part in such discussions. I am not
saying that we would ultimately agree to them, but we would take part in discussions to
ascertain whether there could be a more sensible management of the Estimates. The smooth
running of the Parliament is up to all members, not just the Government. It requires a great
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degree of cooperation. Towards the end of the session as we start to become tired and edgy it
is easy to get short tempered and it is important that we have an arrangement and that we
stick to that arrangement. l am happy to be part of that discussion with the Leader of the
House later today to ascertain whether we can arange for sensible management of the
business that has to be concluded.

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurab) [3.53 pm]: As a recently elected member 1 feet strongly
about being able to ask questions on the Budget and being convinced in my mind that they
are justified. I agree with portion of what the Leader of the House said, that we need to run
the House in an orderly fashion, I point out to him that this is a rare occasion where a
number of newly elected members of Parliament have entered this House at the same time. It
is my perception that we are required to speak on items when in Committee on the Budget
rather than being in a general questioning mode. If that matter were clarified to my
colleagues and me we may be able to proceed more quickly. I point out that it is important to
everybody in Western Australia that Budget matters, when brought forward, are both
explored and justified in the miinds of all members. That, in my view, is the major part
played by members, to ensure they ratify the justifications put forward and assure themselves
that every member has had a fair opportunity to put forward their suggestions and comments
so that all Western Australians are represented fairly and get the answers they require.
Question put and passed.

BILLS (3) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING

I. Acts Amendment and Repeal (Post-Secondary Education) Bill

2. Universities Amalgamation Bill

3. University of Western Australia Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Dr Lawrence (Minister for Education), and read a
first time.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL

Committee
Resumed from 21 November. The Chairman of Committees (Dr Alexander) in the Chair; Mr
Parker (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Division 25: Miscellaneous Services. $216 672 000 -

Progress was reported after the Division had been partly considered.

Item 78: Western Australian Government Holdings Limited -

Mr MacKINNON: I remind the Committee of what occurred last evening. First, the
Government gagged debate on an important motion, one which was unusual in the history of
this Parliament and which was not moved lightly. That motion was to delete item 78. It is a
scandal that the Government sought to use its tyranny of numbers to throttle debate on this
important matter. So much for the Glovernment's accountability.

The CHAIRMVAN: I remind the Leader of the Opposition that we are on item 79 and not on
item 78. It is not in order to canvass item 78 at this tine.

Points of Order
Mr MacKJLNNON: My recollection of last night, Mr Chairman, is that we voted on the item
and moved back to it when the Minister reported progress. We have not moved from item
78. The Minister has indicated we could speak to this item.

Mr PARKER: Much as I would like to move on, I think the Leader of the Opposition is
right; we defeated his motion to delete the item, but that still gave him the right to speak on
the item.

Mr Hassell: It is very courteous of the Treasurer to say so.

The CHAIRM'AN: I apologise; both sides are correct-
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Committee Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: So much forthe Government's commitment to accountability. In relation
to this whole question of these debates, the Leader of the House talks about the question of
rime. The questions which have to be debated are essential to the Parliament, as the new
member for Mandurab said quite appropriately today. His comments were sound. We
should question any items which might be of concern on behalf of our constituents. We all
have a responsibility to be happy with this Budget if we are to endorse it.

Let me look at what was said last night to reinforce the point we have made all through this
Division. We have always said that the petrochemical project was nothing more nor less than
an extension of Rozhwells. As the Leader of the National Party said so succinctly last night,
there was only one rescue of Rothwells; all the subsequent events were rescues of the
Government. The Treasurer confirmed this when he said last night -

When the situation at Rothwells became serious, and what seemed to be a cash flow
problem was put to the Government, this appeared to be an opportunity for the
petrochemical project to provide a way of turning the Government's Rorbwells'
indemnity to the State's advantage in the developments of a profitable and important
industry.

The key point there is, when was the Government made await of the cash flow problem? It
was made aware of it in December 1987, because that was when the SGIC started to inject
funds into Rorhwells. It was not in July, August or September 1988; it was almost
immediately after the initial rescue that we realised that there was a cash flow problem and
that the Govertnent needed to inject funds. That militated against the invitation for the Bond
Corporation to come into the deal.

Did the Bond Corporation have any incentive to come into the deal until such time as it was
encouraged to invest? Did it have any cash prior to May 1987? Very little. Under the
$150 million guarantee, the State Superannuation Board exposure and the Spediey exposure,
the Government had an enormous exposure. Itris quite clear where the incentive camne from.

The second quotation of the Deputy Premier last night was this -

However, the losses flowing from the demise of the Pit project represent in the main,
the losses which Rothwelts would have impacted on the State's economy had that
debt to equity conversion not taken place in October 1988.

If that was true, what a condemnation it is of the Rothwells lasses! Rothwells was in a
position where the Government was exposed initially to $150 million. We were told there
would be no more, but of course there was a huge underwriting which saw massive losses.
The Treasurer's words show there were huge losses of $467 million. All the Treasurer has to
say is, "We made a bit of a mistake. We are sorry about that."

The Premier said yesterday, "We took it on the chin." We all know who is paying for it. Itris
almost the same as a corporate criminal who has lost thousands of dollars in a gambling spree
saying to the court, "I am sorry, I m-ight have lost $11I million on behalf of the shareholders",
and expecting the court to let him off with no order. In this case the Government has
gambled and lost hundreds of millions of taxpayers' dollars. It now admits it has made a
mistake. It says, "We will have no audit or check to see who is involved, and there is to be
no penalty whatsoever." [ do not accept that, and I do not believe the public does either.
There is more need for an inquiry now than ever before, after the revelations last week of the
Police Department and this week with respect to the Corporate Affairs Department.

Is it not interesting how this man, the Treasurer, continues to hide and deceive? I spoke
about the Treasurer's annual statements which are still not tabled in this Parliament. They
should contain vital information which should be available before we debate these matters in
this Parliament.

On 17 October 1989, 1 asked the Treasurer about the financial dealings between the SCIC
and Spedleys, and touched on cash deposits. I asked a series of questions about Spedleys.
Today is 22 November and I have still not received an answer. I would lay London to a brick
that now we are off this Division I shall have the answer in the next day or two.

Mr Parker: What are you talking about?
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Mr MacKINsNON: Question 1270.
Mr Parker: You have a question which has not been answered for some time?
Mr MacKINON: It is on today's Notice Paper, and it was put there on 17 October; it refers
to Spedleys, and I still have not had the answer. The Treasurer, as a responsible Minister
should look at the Notice Paper. He has countless minders sitting in the corridors listening to
debates all day.

Mr Parker: I shall follow it up.

The CHAIRMAkN: I realise the Leader of the Opposition is about to wind up his remarks, but
in case there is any confusion, we have altered the clock because it is his second contribution.

Mr MacKIhJNON: I am aware of that. The Opposition will not be voting against this
Division. We have moved to try to om-it those two sections with which we disagree, and we
have voiced our disapproval in clear and unequivocal terms. We do not object to all the other
payments. We have questioned and commented on some of them, but we are not about to
vote against that Division because we support a huge range of matters in it. We do not want
our failure to oppose that Division taken as evidence that we support items 69 and 78, which
we have opposed so vigorously,

Mr MENSAROS: I have a few words to say about item 78, mainly because the abrupt
termination of the debate this momning prevented me from speaking. r shall approach the
Government's request to appropriate funds in connection with the petrochemical project from
quite a different angle. I refer first to some very commendable, although misplaced,
comments made by the Premier yesterday. In answer to a question the Prem-ier said that the
Governiment observes not only the law but also the conventions involved. HeI said it was a
pity that the Liberal Party, when in Government and in Opposition, could not similarly
comply with the conventions.

I suggest that it was the Government which entirely ignored the convention with regard to
how a major project used to be developed in this State, and that is why we were so successful
in developing some of these major projects against almost all odds. That convention, which
started with the Hawke Government and was reinforced and brought to ascendancy during
the Brand, Court and O'Connor Governments, used the form of State agreements with every
major development. It was a unique system not only to the initiators and it was exercised in
Western Australia for many years. It had world wide acceptance not only by developers but
also by financiers - those groups of financiers and bankers who financed many of the major,
and sometimes even minor, projects. I first took notice of the idea of a petrochemical project
more than 10 years ago when I was in charge of the portfolios dealing with fuel and energy
arid development. However I first heard of this particular project when Opposition members
went to a briefing at the Esplanade offices of Dallas Demnpster, where he and his staff detailed
how they thought they could develop this project and what they thought they could
manufacture. We should not forget that petrochemical projects can manufacture or produce
two dozen or more different types of product. I had an advantage at that meeting because I
knew about these things and I asked Mr Dempster when he was going to sign a State
agreement. I have known him quite well for about 25 years - since he was a young man - but
he violently disagreed. He said, "I would not have a State agreement!' I asked why he
would not and he replied, "Oh, it is cumbersome." I may be doing him an injustice - although
I do not think I am because I know people quite well - but at that point I realised he did not
intend to develop that project. He wanted to sell it on in order to get capital gains, which is
fair enough from a businessman's point of view, but not from the State's point of view.

Instead of the Government breaching these conventions, the Mini 'ster in charge at the time
should have insisted on a State agreement being signed. Had he done so, we would not now
be debating this item and we would not be having any trouble with it because the State
agreements were magnificent instruments. Before anyone started talking about
accountability, because that was taken for granted - never mind a few confidential clauses
because they were normal; I am not arguing about that but generally the accountability of the
Executive to Parliament was taken for granted - State agreement had all these conditions
which ensured as far as possible that nothing should or could go wrong with the projects
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involved. Not only did they spell out the rights and obligations of the project owners and
managers - whether it be a joint venture or one major company - and the State, but they also
imposed further obligations on the project owners so that if they pursued successfully the first
step they could then go on to secondary production and further downstreamn development.
Additionally, among many other things such is housing of employees, transport and various
land-connected matters - incentives which the Government was able to provide without
costing the taxpayers a penny because at least it had the land - they also invariably contained
clauses which provided that if any of the owners of the joint venture wanted to transfer their
ownership, that needed an amendment to the agreement. In other words it always came back
to the agreement. As every member knows, those agreements were ratified by this
Parliament so there was no question about accountability. The agreement was there and had
they wanted to transfer the ownership, the Government had to come back to Parliament.
Firstly, it had to give thought to the question of whether the new owners were worthwhile
people, fly-by-nighters or speculators. When the Government came back to Parliament it
knew it could clearly, with a good conscience, recommend the change in ownership. Had
this Government followed this conventional rule, which the Premier reminded us we should
follow - and he claimed he follows it all the time - it would not have come to a Bond and
State equity situation, because the Government would have been compelled to look at the
situation more precisely and do the straight things, not the round robin and funny things it has
done using all sons of Government instrumentalities from the State Government Insurance
Commission, to the credit societies and through to the superannuation fund and so on. It
would not have been necessary to use promissory notes, bills, debentures and so on. After
all, we have a Treasury; furthermore, we have a Treasury Corporation. It could and would
have been straight through the Treasury Corporation. Straight as all the Pilbara agreements
were done. It would have been straightforward and there would have been no funny business
behind it. There would have been no shifting of funds from one site to the other.
Alternatively, if the project had not been viable, the Government would have realised that it
could not use that as an extension of the Rozhwells line, which of course we all know it did.

It is a great pity that, because of the manipulation of the Government and its connection with
another fairly unsavoury matter, such a magnificent project, which is so logical to Western
Australia because the two main raw materials are available in abundance here, not only has
come to nothing but also in the process has done enormous damage to the reputation of this
State. That worries me more than the loss of the millions, the tens of millions or even the
hundreds of millions. Regardless of what the Premier announces in the Press or whether he
goes to South East Asia, with some other Minister going to Europe, the Government cannot
regain this lost confidence. The same people can regain it least. I have the privilege of still
having contact with the financiers - some might have retired but some are in very high
office - because we have maintained a friendship which developed more than 10 years ago. I
was both gladdened and saddened when two weeks ago one of these friends rang me and
said, "I am coming to see you. Can we have dinner?" H-e came in from London, travelling to
Sydney and stayed one and a half days in Perth. He saw only me; he did not see any member
of the Govenrment nor anyone else. The situation in London is much more important; people
are more sophisticated than we think and the media are much better at informing them of
what is going on. They know precisely what is going on in Western Australia. I think it is
more regrettable in the long run that this reputation, which was slowly being built up from the
time of the Ben Hawke Govenrment, through the Brand, Court and O'Connor Governments,
has been muined because of the new Labor Government's inexplicably childish participation
in big business, which probably its members liked because they had never had the occasion to
be involved in it before. It has been ruined. Those who know me know that I would not
make such a statement lightly, and particularly if I were not convinced that what I was saying
could not be proved. I hope that somehow the recovery can be made because we still have a
wonderful State with many resources and we should be able to develop and project the
concept of Government not in business or involved in equity participation.

We might be able to go into power generation using nuclear energy. The same people who
opposed nuclear power are barracking for it only a decade later because of the greenhouse
effect. If we had proceeded with it at the end of the 1970s, the problems with projects such
as the cost of power and the availability of power could have been overcome. I hope that in
some way or other we will be able to regain the confidence and the interest in this State.
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Mr LEWIS: I have four or five paints to raise regarding the vote to WA Government
Holdings Ltd. As the member for Floreat very correctly pointed out - and in the words of
former Premier Burke - it seems that one of our very rare windows of opportunity has been
lost for quite some time. The petrochemical project was everything that this State could
want. There were arguments as to where it should be located as we on this side of the
Parliament were very much of the opinion that the industry should be located near the raw
materials involved in the production of plastics; that is, located in the Pilbara. What
happened with the project is a very sorry state of affairs for the people of Western Australia.
We had such a wonderful opportunity to enhance our raw materials and add value to them,
but because of the incompetence of the Government of the day with its dealings in areas it
should not be involved in, the window of opportunity has been lost.

The huge loss that was admitted as recently as yesterday by the Treasurer does not seem to
have been brought to account in its entirety. It can be readily recognised that $10.12 million
is lost within these Estimates. The Premier and the Treasurer can talk all they like about
intellectual property, but we all know that in 12 months time the people who have that
intelligence will no longer be associated with the organisation and will be in other places.
The plans and specifications which were partly developed are probably sitting in some
drawer somewhere and will probably never be extracted. The engineers and architects who
were the authors of such planning will soon be long gone. It is a nonsense to talk about
savings, because this very unfortunate chapter in Western Australian history has been easy to
cost at $320 mill ion; but I have my own beliefs that it probably will end up costing
$500 million before it is finished. I am pleased that the Government has finally conceded
that the money has been lost. However, I am disappointed that it has not taken the
appropriate action and the responsible Ministers have not stood down on the basis of their
incompetence, and what has happened. The $320 million, $400 million, $500 million or
whatever the bottom line of the loss may be, represents approximately tO per cent of our
annual Budget! That is a massive amount of money which could have gone to a number of
needs in the community rather than being lost on an ill-fated venture.

In these dealings the Government has corrupted the parliamentary system. It has come here
with the Budget papers and told the Parliament that the money has been lost and that is all
there is to it. The Government asks the Parliament to approve the appropriation for these
losses. That might have been all right if the Government had come into the Parliament in
June or July 1988 when the deal was first consumnmated and authorised the expenditure of
these moneys on the basis of new horizons for Western Australia in the petrochemical
project. Unfortunately, it did not. The whole thing was bound in deception, deceit and
dishonesty and was kept in secrecy. It remained a covent deal right until the point at which
the Government could no longer keep the lid on it. Even when the Government announced it
would borrow money through WA Government Holdings Ltd from the State Government
Insurance Commission to establish its initial capital for the project, it said that $175 million
would be the end of the line; it said that it would involve total recourse finance and no other
moneys would be required from the Consolidated Revenue Fund to keep the project alive.
That was one of the great deceptions that the Treasurer perpetuated in this Parliament. lHe
said time and time again that Consolidated Revenue would not be affected in any way
regarding the project. It was only after extensive investigations and probing by the
Opposition over a long period of time that the Treasurer finally admitted that he had used the
Treasury Advance Fund to pay interim finance to keep the project afloat. He did so on the
understanding that the money would be fully recouped when the financial package was put in
place. I remind the Treasurer of that terrible untruth told in this Parliament when the First
Boston report was produced on a two page letter which stated that the project was viable
subject to certain qualifications. The Treasurer came into the Parliament and did not tell the
truth of First Boston's investigations and analysis of the project; he did not teUl the Parliament
that the project could only be funded on the basis of a Government guarantee. Unfortunately
he perpetuated that untruth through his denials - along with the denials of the Premier - that a
guarantee had not been put in place for the project. Forever and a day people will not trust or
have any faith in the credibility of the Premier, the Treasurer or the other Ministers involved
in the development of this deal because of the untruths which were told to the public, arid the
Parliament through the way the Parliament was corrupted. The insult is that the Government
comes into the Parliament today and expects the Opposition to appropriate more than
$ 100 million - $62 million in this year's Budget and $38 million
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which was expended last year through the Treasurer's Advance Account. The Opposition
does not agree and I expect chat this item will be voted against in another place at another
time.
The great loss of credibility of this State must be identified wit what has happened with the
lass of these moneys. Western Australia, under the coalition Government led by Sir Charles
Court, stood very proud and had a great record of achievement. It went out into the world
and brought to Western Australia the wealth which it is currently enjoying. Unfortunately,
some of that wealth has been stupidly squandered by this Governmnent. I heard the Treasurer
say that Western Australia's economy is going so well that we will not miss the moneys we
have lost. If the loss had not occurred, there would not have been a need to increase taxes in
this year's Budget. We would be on easy street and would have been in a position to initiate
the social reforms which I know the Government is keen to introduce. However, that will not
happen because the Governent has squandered those moneys. The incompetence of the
Treasurer, the Premier and Ministers involved in this ill fated project has resulted in a great
loss to this State. As a member of Parliament I have sat in this place and heard untruths by
the Government and witnessed the deceptions which have gone on for far too long. I said in
this place in the early hours of this morning that the Government has not correctly stated its
intent in the Estimates.

Although the Opposition cannot agree to the appropriation of $101 million it is time the
Government faced up to the fact that it has lost a further $175 million plus. It is a debt which
is accruing interest of $500 000 a week. It has to face up to the debt to the principle
contractors who were employed to carry out the services associated with the petrochemical
deal;, their claims are yet to be brought to account. I do not know how much those claims are,
but simple arithmetic would suggest that the Government has not taken them into account in
this Budget. It should, because the debt will come home to roost because they are real
contingent liabilities. The Government has been deceptive for not bringing the contingent
liabilities to account. Notwithstanding the $101 million in this Budget, we have lost
$175 mrillion in debentures, an additional $24 million in interest will be lost and $21 million
will be lost in payments to subcontractors.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are not debating those items. There is ample scope elsewhere
for that general discussion. We are talking about WA Government Holdings Ltd and the
member has confined his comments to that until now.

Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Chairman. The point is that at the end of the day other people
will have to be paid by the Government out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund. Simple
arithmetic shows me that $320 million has been lost forever. If we consider the outcome of
the action by Bond Corporation we could end up with a debt of another $200 million. The
final total could easily reach $500 million.

I ask the Treasurer why he has not reported to this Parliament what the final debt to the State
will be. He continues with his deception by understating the liabilities and understating what
will be the final cost to the State. Once again, he is trying to deceive the Parliament in the
same way as he continually tries to deceive the people of Western Australia. However, the
people are waking up to him and it will not be long before they will be shouting from the roof
tops for him to resign or for a full inquiry into what has occurred in regard to the disastrous
petrochemical deal, WAGH. Rothwells and the other deals which the Government has
perpetrated on the people of Western Australia.

Mlr PARKER: I spoke in response to this Division last night and I made a very substantial
statement on this issue to the House yesterday afternoon. I do not wish to go over the issues
at length because it has been debated and all we have heard this afternoon is a repeat of what
we heard last night.

Two points have been made this afternoon which I want to deal with. The first concerns the
point made by the member for Rloreat regarding the State's reputation. I meet with dozens of
international investors, bankers, business people, trading partners and others of that ilk each
week and my impression is that there is a great deal of confidence in the Western Australian
economy and in the Western Australian Government by those people. What the Government
has sought to do is to bolster, strengthen and extend that confidence by giving people an
outline of Western Australia's economy in recent times. The interest generated by many
people who have no knowledge about Western Australia has been considerable.
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Instirutional investors in Australia, as well as from overseas, are actively locking at ways they
can extend their investment activities in this State. In termis of the Government's overall
balance sheet - its list of assets and debts - there is no doubt that it is in a far healthier and
rosier position than it has been for almost six years. The fiscal management of this
Government and the State's budgetary position has been very good indeed. Of course, that
has been recognised by independents like Moody's, the business community, the banking
community and the financial community. I meet with a range of people and I am simply
reporting to the Chamber that this State can stand very proud in the way in which it is
regarded by the international investment community. The level of capital investment in the
State, even if we ignore the North West Shelf gas project, far outweighs the capital
investment taking place on a per capita basis anywhere in Australia, and that has been the
case for about three years.

The second point I wish to make concemns the accusation of the member for Applecross that
the Government is misleading the Parliament. He parroted that comment repeatedly last
night; he and his colleagues often parrot that comment. As I said in the statement I made to
the House yesterday afternoon there is absolutely no truth whatsoever in the allegation that
the Premier or [ have misled this House. Of course, there are occasions on which the Premier
and [ and I guess everyone in this House have been wrong. Indeed if one were to count the
number of times the Opposition has said things which turned out to be wrong one would not
find a single Opposition member who had not done so, if one applied that standard. There is
no suggestion, and there never has been, that just because someone rums out to be wrong
there is anything inherently bad about that. What is required when members opposite raise
issues is that people do not set out to deceive this Parliament. There is no suggestion, or
evidence, of either the Premier or me, or anybody on this side of the Chamber, setting out to
deceive the House in any sense whatever.

Indeed, the guarantees which have caused the losses and which were referred to last evening
by the member for Floreat were acknowledged in the very same speech made by me which
the Opposition quotes. In October and in November last year I acknowledged on behalf of
the Government that those guarantees existed. That was stated up front when we announced
the project in respect of the debentures and a few weeks later in respect of the interim
finance. No guarantees have been given to Bond Corporation. If members opposite read
those letters instead of trying to play politics with this matter they would realise that no
guarantees were issued.

In another comment last night the member for Applecross acknowledged - and I am not
taking up his argument - that in his terms they could not be called "guarantees".
Mr Lewis: They are an indemnity, are they?

Mr PARKER: [ am not saying that.

Mr Lewis: You used the word "guarantee" in the letter.
Mr PARKER: Yes, but to WA Government Holdings, not to Bond Corporation or to PICL.
No-one has ever denied that guarantees were given to WA Government Holdings. That is
what I referred to in the letter. The Premier has said that WA Government Holdings is a
creature of the Government and, of course, we will stand behind it. That should never have
been in doubt. The issue was whether guarantees had been issued to Bond Corporation or
Petrochemical Industries Ltd - P[L, as it later became. The answer to both questions is that
they were not. Evidence presented to the House showed that no such guarantees were given.
No losses or expenditure were occasioned as a result of any alleged guarantee, none
whatsoever!

Mr Lewis: Wait until you. go to court.

Mr PARKER: It is absolutely untrue to say, whether in relation to those mattens or to the
First Boston report mentioned by the member for Applecross, that this Government, the
Premier, or I in any way misled the House. From time to rime we have been wrong and I
have acknowledged that, but that is a different issue. As [ said yesterday, all the actions taken
by the Government in these matters were on the basis of advice provided and on the basis of
what we considered in our collective judgment to be in the best interests of the State. These
things were not done for personal gain, and have never been done for personal gain, although
the Opposition has tried to say that, but has never said overtly that there was
472611-10
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personal gain or rnl-motive involved because if they did they know they would be taken to
task one way or another; either through Standing Orders, or through the courts if they did so
outside this place.
What the Opposition does is try by analogy and innuendo, and little stories about thieves with
tills, to suggest that somehow or other there has been some personal culpability on the part of
Ministers. There has not been, and never will be and no-one has suggested there has been
any such activity on the pant of any member on this side of the Chamber. The item we are
debating today and the allocation involved is properly before this Committee considering
these Estimates. I remind the Committee that the Estimates are a creature of this Chamber
and consideration of this item is properly before it, so I am confident it will pass this item.
Mr HASSELL: It is absolutely staggering that the Treasurer continues to say that he has not
misled the House in relation to WA Government Holdings Ltd and its money and that the
Government acted on advice. Let us take that matter of advice in relation to WA
Government Holdings Ltd and deal with that. It is the giving of that advice that so
completely involved the misleading of Parliament. The fact is that when the Government
wanted to pay $400 million to buy shares in Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd it had an asset
which was worthless; therefore, it had to make that asset worth $400 million to justify paying
$400 million in concert with Bond Corporation to buy shares in that petrochemical project.
How did the Government turn a worthless asset into one worth $400 million? Very simply,
through the process of credit enhancement. How did it achieve credit enhancement? By
undertaking that it would provide interim finance and guaranteeing it, and by undertaking
that it would underwrite the losses and activities of the petrochemical plant for 10 years and
stand behind WA Government Holdings Ltd at all times. The Government gave that
undertaking directly to Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd.
Members would remember that one of the letters tabled in the House by the Premier was
from him to the directors of Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd as it then was. That letter said
to the directors, "We will guarantee WA Goverrnent Holdings Ltd." The very purpose of
that letter was to create direct legal rights for PICL to sue the Government because it was
giving undertakings to PICL to induce it to enter into arrangements with WA Government
Holdings Ltd. That, of course, created direct legal rights.
The Treasurer has referred to the granting of advice. That advice was given by First Boston
Corporation which based its valuation of $400 million on the fact that the project had been
credit enhanced by the Government. It estimated future profitability - I am getting a bit of
competition here, Mr Deputy Chairman.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Order! I ask that there be a decrease in
background conversation so that Mansard and I are able to hear the member for Cottesloe.
Mr HASSELL: The First Boston Corporation wrote a long letter setting out the valuation of
the petrochemical project based on the proposition that the Government would credit enhance
that operation based on estimated value arising from future profitability. That report was
kept from the Parliament. and the Parliament was given a two page letter. The bottom line
was, it is worth $400 million or thereabouts. The Parliament was not told that the sum would
be $400 million only if the Government gave the guarantees and future profitability were
taken into account. It is absolutely ludicrous for the Treasurer to keep repeating that the
Parliament was not misled. The real report on the project was suppressed and kept secret,
and therefore the Parliament did not know the basis upon which the valuation was given, and
so the Parliament was misled. The Treasurer now admits that the Government made some
mistakes, yet previously the Government said over and over again that the project finance
would be non-recourse. That misled the Parliament.
I remember in this Chamber last year that when the Treasurer was asked about the
petrochemical project in relation to Rothwells, he said the petrochemical project had nothing
to do with Rothwells. The Government is now admitting that the petrochemical project was
all part of Rothwells. We could go on for hours and hours.
M~r Pearce: You have gone on for hours and hours, and you are doing it at the expense of
your colleagues who might want to discuss sections of the Budget which have not yet been
discussed.

Mr HASSELL: I am responding to what the Treasurer has just said. I am returning to some
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basic facts which we cannot allow to stay on the record unchallenged. I am not going to rake
a long rime, in fact I am virtually finished. The Treasurer cannot be heard to keep saying that
the Parliament has not been misled when all the records, in written and documentary form,
prove conclusively that Parliament was misled, riot once, not twice, not 10 times, but dozens
of times with misleading answers, incomplete answers, half answers, and half truths. The
truth is that the Government acted on advice which it sought for its own purposes to achieve a
predetermined objective. The Government had to make the petrochemical project worth
$400 million because that was the only way it could save Rothwells. The Government has
now admitted - although the fact was previously vigorously denied - that it went into the
petrochemical project because it was a good project, and one of its reasons for going into it
was to save the money it had wasted on Rothwells. That is what the Deputy Premier said
yesterday, so how can he possibly say that the Government acted on advice, because the
advice was tailored to meet the need to save Rothwells? The petrochemical project had to be
worth $400 million. Of course it was not worth anything, but it had to be made to appear to
be worth $400 million so that the Government could justify paying $350 million to its mate
Laurie Connell and $50 million to its mate Dallas Dempster.
That is the simple, unequivocal, incontestable truth, and this budgetary item represents the
culmination of a totally dishonest course of conduct; totally dishonourable, totally without
principle, totally lacking in the ordinary decencies required of a Minister in Parliament, and
very probably unlawful. Those are the things which must be uncovered by an independent
Fitzgerald-type Royal Commission.

Item 80: Wittenoom Assistance Scheme.-

Mr BLAIXIE: I would prefer to hear the Minister's reasons for the vote of $250 000. and I
shall comment in due course. Last year the vote was $300 000 and only $16 000 was
expended.

Mr BRADSHAW: My point was the same; that $300 000 was committed last year and only
$16 000 used. I wonder why $250 000 is allocated this year. What is the Wittenoom
Assistance Scheme? Wirtenoom town has received a little publicity in the last few months.
The police station has been removed, and I know that the Government is trying to wind down
the town. I support this action; it is time the people there realised the danger of the situation.
This is demonstrated by the number of asbestosis cases in Western Australia or Australia
today. It was brought to my attention yesterday that houses have been transported from
Wittenoom to other areas. That concerns me because the houses will be full of asbestos
fibres, and when they are taken to another town, those fibres will blow around that town.

Mr PARKER: This provision is to meet the final costs of demolishing the various buildings
and revegetating the area in this financial year. In 1984 we approved a scheme to encourage
residents to relocate from Witrenoom on a certain basis, including the acquisition of
properties arid businesses at a fair market value. Assistance was originally available to those
who had been in the town prior to 1981 and who held title to property. The assistance was
later extended to all owners of property in Wintenoom. We have acquired a number of
properties which are to be demolished, and this sum of money will enable those properties to
be demolished and provide for the revegerarion and cleaning up of the area around there.

Mr BLAMKE: I make a plea to the Government to understand the problem of children of
Government officers sent to work in Wittenoom. Some of those officers are now facing
mesotheliorna, and I am advised that their children may suffer from the same disease. A case
was brought to my attention over the weekend.

Mr Parker: No-one has approached me about it.

Mr BLAMKE: I am doing that now. Government officers, whether State Government or
Federal Government officers, were obliged to work in the town. They were covered under
various schemes of arrangement because they were working for various instrumentalities, but
their children did not have those sorts of options. In the event of approaches being made to
the Government, would it adopt a fairly humane and understanding approach in looking at
those cases? I have advised one family to submit its case to the Government, and I rake ibis
opportunity to raise the matter under this item relating to the tragedy of asbestosis at
Wittenoosn.

Division 25 put and passed.
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Division 26: Office or Government Accommodation, $38 555 000.
Mr HASSELL: Who is the Director of the Office of Government Accommodation?

Mr Parker: His name is Ian Johnson.

Mr HASSELL: Was he formerly from the Department of Regional Development and the
North West?

Mr Parker: He was originally a Treasury officer.

Mr H-ASSELL: Could the Treasurer give the Chamber a brief rundown on what the
Government is doing about its commitments to Government accommodation in the major
project in Sr George's Terrace, centring on the old Technical College site? That is, the
Westralia Square site.

Mr Parker: Other than owning the building which is under construction by the State
Government Insurance Commnission and GSB, we have no other commitments.

Mr HASSELL: Do we not have commitments through the SCIC to take some enormous
proport ion of the office space?
Mr Parker: No. We own the building but as far as the two other buildings are concerned we
have no commitments, they were all extinguished.

Mr HASSELL: Do we have any commitments in relation to longer term office space?

Mr Parker: We own a lot of buildings. We own our own buildings.

Mr H-ASSELL: So we will be the less than proud owners of the Westralia Square building?

Mr Parker: We will be the proud owners of it.

Mr HASSELL: Has the Government negotiated any commitments in relation to any
buildings or is it negotiating any commitments in relation to the old Emu Brewery sire?

Mr Parker: No, there are no commitments in that regard. I think the Premier indicated some
propositions put to us by Bond Corporation in that regard, but no such commitment is being
negotiated or contemplated.

Mr H-ASSELL. When the Treasurer said that the Government owns a lot of buildings, apart
from Westralia Square. what are they?

Mr Parker: One that comes to mind is the Central Park building which is being built on the
David Jones site. That is largely office space although there is a component of retail.

Mr HASSELL: So there is a lot of space to get rid of, which we will not necessarily need for
Government purposes?
Mr Parker interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The SOIC had a big plan to go out to Mirrabooka.

Mr Parker: That has been abandoned.

Mr HASSELL: That has been scurried. Of the many new buildings being developed, the
Treasurer is talking about Central Park, which is the old David Jones site, and Westralia
Square. which is the old Technical College site. We own one of the buildings in Westralia
Square and we own the whole of Central Park. That is owned by the Government Employees
Superannuation Board and Westralia Square -

Mr Parker: The SGIC has 70 per cent and the State Superannuation Board has 30 per cent.

Item 8: Rent for Office Accommodation -

Mr HASSELL: What is the rent for office accommodation? The figure given here -
$36 million - is a big increase over the vote and expenditure in 1988-89. What is that based
on? What is the increase? What are we paying for? Does this represent all the rent of all the
Government offices in the whole city or is it something in particular? Could the Minister
please explain that item in full?
Mr PARKER: The increases are as follows: $1 million extra for additional Provision for
office outgoing expenses for various Government departments - that would be cleaning, rates
and land tax and so on; provision for increased cost of new and replacement leases

(ASSEMBLY)5062



[Wednesday, 22 November 1989] 56

during 1989-90, $700 000; and an amount of $5.974 million for increased provision for the
anticipated ongoing office rental costs due to an abnormal number of leases being considered
for rent reviews in 1989-90 in accordance with the terms of each lease agreement. There is
an element of judgment concerning the timing of the application of rent reviews conducted.
The item provides the cost of office outgoing expenses; for example, cleaning, power,
rubbish collection, new and replacement leases and rent reviews on behalf of various
Government departments. My understanding is that in most cases the Consolidated Revenue
Fund departments are represented here. I cannot absolutely guarantee that every lease
arrangement for Government departments is contained within these papers. However a
section of the Public Works Department covered this, and it is intended that all Consolidated
Revenue Fund departments' leasing arrangements for offices will be done through this
agency.

Mr Hassell: Does that include electorate offices?

Mr Parker: No, I think that is done through the Minister for Works and Services.

Mr HASSELL: How comprehensive is this? Is the Government trying to bring it all in?
Does it cover agencies? Clearly it would not cover a body like the SGIC, the R & I Bank or
the State Energy Commission? Does it cover all departments and agencies as distinct from
statutory bodies?

Mr Parker: It is intended that it should cover, and will cover, all CRE-based rents.

Mr HASSELL: This is a new office.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr HASSELL: It is a big item, and quite a big department is being created. There are 29
people.

Mr Parker: It is really a subdepartment, not a full department.

Mr HASSELL: It is probably sensible if it works effectively to bring the whole thing under
control, and bring in uniformity of approach and policy in relation -

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr HASSELL: What about the policy in relation to building and owning buildings? Some
departments own buildings and some rent them. As the Treasurer has just described, the
Government is involved with two new buildings, which theoretically were investments,
although they were very strange investments.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr HASSELL: That will be a pretty long end.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Is it something on which the Treasurer could persuade the Attorney General,
the responsible Minister, to make a policy statement or even a ministerial statement at some
stage, because it is an important issue which arises quite often?

Mr Parker: I am happy to suggest that to him.

Division 26 put and passed.

Division 27: Taxation, $13 480 000-
Mr HASSELL: I wish to raise a small matter which relates to taxation, although I am not
sure whether it is technically within any of these items. I will put it to the Treasurer because
something is being done which amounts to taxation which ought not to be taxation and which
is questionable. That is the big increase in the transfer fees on the registration of transfers of
titles at the Land Titles Office. I know the Land Titles Office is not the department, but this
has now become a tax because of the way it has been structured. It is probably technically
unlawful.

Mr Parker: It is only intended to be a cost recovery mechanism.

Mr HASSELL: I know, but the baskc rule, as I understand it - and I have had a former
Speaker of this House explain it to me -

Mr Parker: Was that the member for Darling Range?
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Mr HASSELL: In a situation where a Statute authorises a charge to be made by regulation
for a service, the regulation may be made only to cover the cost of the service. I raise the
point regarding the Land Tidles Office because this is what has been done this year, as I
understand it. I had a telephone call from a senior and distinguished member of the real
estate industry who raised this matter with me. He pointed out that the Government had
increased the charges for registering a transfer from $35 to $42. That appears to be a normal
son of increase. But the Governm ent has also applied a sliding scale; it is $42 only when a
person buys property for less than $85 000 - it is not possible to buy much more than an
outside toilet for that these days. Once the property reaches the value of $120 000, a person
is charged $48 to register the transfer. If the property is valued between $1L20 000 and
$150 000 a person is charged $55. I am told that $55 is the average charge, so instead of $35
to register a transfer as was the case previously, people are now charged $55, which is a very
large increase. If a property is valued at over $150 000, the fee is $55 plus $5 for every
$50 000, or part of, above the $150 000.
I suggest two things to the Minister - although I am aware that he is not directly responsible -
which apply to the broad issue: Firstly, the method of charging turns the fee to cover the cost
of registration into a tax; secondly, advice should be taken as to whether this is lawful,
because according to advice I have had in the past regulatory fees of this nature may not be
more than is reasonable for the administrative costs involved. For example, this fee for doing
a particular operation now has a sliding scale applied which transfers it from recovering costs
to a tax. It would not make one jot of difference to the Land Tax Office if somebody
registered a transfer on a $1 million property or on a $85 000 property - this is another tax
that has been imposed;, maybe it is not lawful.

Mr Parker: I will certainly check it.

Mr WIESE: I raise a couple of general matters regarding taxation. Members may have
gathered that I have been very disturbed about what has happened over the last two or three
years regarding the Government's policy to State Taxation and the result that that policy has
had on business, particularly small business. I strongly believe that all the taxes the State
Government is raising are predominantly directed at those areas - especially at small
business. Is it Government policy to carry on in the future to keep increasing the rates at
which businesses are taxed, or will it start to look at other areas which affect individuals
rather than businesses? Small business has suffered enough at the hands of this Government.
Other avenues relating to individuals, such as taxation on liquor, tobacco and gambling could
be utilised. To highlight the point I am making, the revenue raised from taxation totalled
$1.4 billion last year and all except $200 million of that has come from industry and business;
the comparatively small amount of $200 million has been dragged from the man in the street
by way of liquor, tobacco and gambling taes. The Government has shown a willingness this
year to impose considerable increases in tobacco taxation and a small amount of this will go
back into the community, but the majority of it will go direcdly into the Consolidated
Revenue Fund. Is it the Government's intention that in future it will look at increasing taxes
in these areas with a view of lessening taxes on business?

Another question relates to Government policy in ensuring compliance with State tax
provisions, especially in view of the stamp duty legislation recently debated in this place
which was aimed at making it easier for the Commissioner of State Taxation to force
compliance with tax laws. Why is it that the Government is not using the horrendous powers
available to it to ensure compliance rather than taking the easy course of changing the Act to
do so? The Government is raising more taxes and ensuring that the commnissioner does not
have to go through the hassle of ensuring that his own laws are complied with.

Mr PARKER: I cannot deal with the transfer fees at the moment, as I believe the member for
Cottesloe acknowledged, when he expressed a doubt that I would be able to do so. The
Government's overall intention is to do no more than recover the cost of operation of the
Land Titles Office and the system as a whole. That does not just include the specific cost of a
person entering the office and his ptece of paper being moved around, but involves also the
cost of running that system as expeditiously and as well as possible. It may be that the Land
Titles Office has adopted a procedure of working out what it needs in total and has placed a
sliding scale on the system to achieve that so that it is done on an equitable basis. I will draw
the matter to the attention of the Attorney General as I believe it comes within his portfolio -
it used to be with the Lands Department but I believe it now comes within the responsibility
of the Crown Law Department.
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In response to the member for Wagin, as I have said frequently, the incidence and the impact
of the burden of taxation has been reduced from over 15 per cent of the State's gross product
to just over 13 per cent, which is a substantial reduction. It is the Government's policy that
compliance ought to be made easier and that the tax base should be as broad as possible to
catch as many people as possible so that the incidence of taxation on individuals can be as
low as possible. There is unanimous agreement between Federal and Stare Governments and
between different political panties on that point. Mr Fellowes, the Commissioner of State
Taxation, has been very effective in finding areas of taxation that were foregone and ensuring
compliance. From time to time that creates problems for people who may not have known
genuinely that they were liable for tax. The new system introduced for land tax is a great
improvement. The department is operating far better than it has in the past in the areas raised
by the member for Wagin.
Item 1: Salaries. Wages and Allowances -
Mr WIESE: What work is being done under the heading of 'Corporate Development"? The
number of officers employed under land tax totals 54 and that lax gathers in $84 million. In
comparison, the number of persons employed under stamp duty totals 35 gathering in
$499 million, and the number employed under payroll tax totals 23 and it gathers in
$522 mnillion in revenue for the Government. The largest number of people are employed
under compliance. How much revenue does that area bring in for the Government?

Ms PARKER: The corporate development section includes all of the clerical and computer
operator section for the department. The way the department has developed and is operated
is one of the success stories for achieving compliance and a broadening of the tax base. That
has been because of computerisation. The reason for the large numbers employed in that
section is not that they are all teaching each other things, but that they are developing
programs and software and are operating computers and making sure there is a base from
which officers working in special fields can operate and use them to back them up. I will
check that and have someone get back to the member for Wagin.
Compliance officers ensure that the taxation levied by the Parliament is paid by the
taxpayers. This has changed considerably in recent times, partly because of technology and
partly because it began as the Stamp Office and it has developed into the State Taxation
Department over the last 10 or 15 years. The level of compliance is now much higher and we
have found all sorts of areas where people should have been paying tax but did not, not
necessarily because they are tax avoiders but because they were not aware in many cases or
had not been advised of their responsibility to pay tax.
Different forms of taxation require different forms of activity. Stamp duty has been relatively
simple because people go in to have their documents stamped. Given that land tax requires
looking at all property in this State and valuations associated with that property, it is a more
cumbersome item to collect.
Mr Wiese: Would you say it is an inefficient tax?
Ms PARKER: I think it is. It is certainly not an ideal tax for us to have. One problem that
State Governments in Australia have is the lack of access to equitable forms of taxation
revenue and the lack of access to sharing Commonwealth taxation revenue because that is
where the ability to tax on an equitable basis arises. We have a very limited number of bases
on which we can look at efficient taxes, both in terms of resource allocation and in terms of
economic impact.
Item 3: Taxation Assessment, Collection and Compliance -

Ms HASSELL: Does "compliance" include our compliance with Commonwealth taxation
such as the fringe benefits tax? We are in the ludicrous situation of a State Government
paying tax to the Commonwealth. I know it was upheld by the High Court of Australia. I
suppose, given the composition of the High Court these days, anything could happen.

Mr Parker: It is not compliance of the State with its tax requirements. It is the operating
budget with the compliance officers which I have been discussing with the member for
Wagin.
Mr HASSELL: Where does the item relating to the amount we pay to the Commonwealth in
relation to fringe benefits tax appear in the Budget?
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Mr Parker: Under individual departments. I will check that.

Mr HASSELL: Is there an estimate of our compliance costs for complying with the
Comnmonwealth tax requirements?

Mr Parker We have had estimates, but not in this Division. I will see whether they can be
given to the member.

Division 27 put and passed.

Division 28: Valuer Ceneral's Office, $7 642 000.

Mr STRICKLAND: How are areas determined for valuation? My electorate w Ill be revalued
in the current year. Is it done across the metropolitan area?

Mr Parker: It is broken up into districts.

Mr STRICKLAND: It appears from the figures in this Division that it is business as usual
except for two reasonably large movements of money. Items 2 and 3 make up the main
difference. Could the Minister comment on that?
Mr PARKER: I have answered the first question. rI relation to his services and contracts
question, the increased allocation involves development of a computerised system relating to
the unimproved land valuation reporting system, gross rental valuation and sales and rental
systems, and records management which amounted to approximately $250 000; upgrade of
the central computing facility totalling $60 000;, minor increases in advertising and printing
costs of $12 000. giving a total increase of $345 00)0. The item as a whole provides for
computing costs, photocopying, legal costs levied by the Crown Law Department, insurance,
advertising, printing and other advisory services.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Parker (Treasurer).

AGRICULTURAL LEGISLATION (PENALTIES) AMENDMENT BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.

SELECT COMIMITTEE INQUIRY

Councii's Message
Message from the Council received and read requesting the Legislative Assembly to order
that leave be granted to the members for Maylands. Fremnantle, Eyre, Jandakot, Nedlands; and
Cotteslne to appear before the Select Committee on State Investments relating to PRL,
WAGH and Rothweils and be examined.

LAW REFORM (DECRIMINALIZATION OF SODOMY) BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council;. and, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), read a
first time.

(Questions without notice taken.j

Sitting suspended from 6.02 to 7.30 pm

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL

Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Comnmittees
(Dr Gallop) in the Chair; Mr Parker (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Division 28: Valuer G eneral's Office. $7 642 000 -

Progress was reported after the Division had been partly considered.
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Item 2: Other Staffing Costs -
Mr STRICKLAND: What is the 20 per cent or approximately $100 000 increase made up of.
Mr PARKER: This increase of $80 521 is the full year cost of higher kilomecrage rates
which were approved during 1988-89 amounting to $68 000; additional staff training to
support the implementation of computerised valuation of records management system,
$32 000; higher air fares and other travel costs to attend biennial meetings and conduct the
triennial country valuation program, $14 000; and other minor cost increases offset by a
reduced workers' compensation premium of $56 000. The overall item provides mainly for
workers' compensation insurance and fringe benefit tax. This also answers the question on
where FliT was paid from, raised by the member for Cottesloe. It was paid from this item in
the various departments and covers training and seminar expenses, staff travelling and
kilometrage expenses.
Item 4: Services and Contracts -
Mrs EDWARDES: There is an increase in the amount of $350 000 -
Mr Parker: I answered that in the general debate.
Mrs EDWARDES: I thought that the member for Scarborough was talking about item I.
Could the Treasurer advise the specific items to which the increase relates.
Mr PARKER: The additional allocation mainly reflects development and implementation of
the following computerised systems: The unimproved land valuation system, $122 000; the
valuation reporting system, $39 000; the gross rental valuation and sales and rental system,
$75 000; the records management system, $37 000. a total of $273 000 in that arena;
upgrading of a central computing facility software at $60 000, and minor increases in
advertising and printing costs of $12 000, making a total increase of $345 000.
Division 28 put and passed.
Division 29: Corrective Services, $82 719 000 -

Item 5: Consumable Supplies -
Mr BLALKIE: Would the Minister please advise how the amount of $9 483 000 is made up?
Mr DiL. SMITH: The item provides for expenditure on power and fuel, printing and
stationery, provisions and clothing for inmates, construction materials, livestock purchases,
canteen supplies, materials for occupational and recreational activities and sundry
consumable supplies.
Mr Blaikie: Is there a breakdown of the actual costing?
Mr D.L. SMITH: There is no breakdown of the items. I can give the member a breakdown
of the changes that occurred from last year. In all, there is an increase in the item of
$583 790, which comprises increases in prescription costs for prisoners requiring medication
of $46 000; part-year costs associated with a 22-bed expansion of Bandyup Women's prison
of $30 000; provision for general cost escalation on power and fuel cleaning materials and the
like of $168 000; purchase of ammunition and explosives for training purposes at the
metropolitan security unit of $48 000; full-year costs associated with various approved
initiatives introduced in 1988-89 of $107 000; expansion of the laundry facilities of the
Greenough Prison of $26 000; and other general increases in consumable items of $158 790.
Mr Blaikie: Thank you for that. It is refreshing to see that we are getting some detailed
infonination for a change.
Item 9: Community Based Corrections -

Item 10: Offender Development Programs -

Mrs EDWARDES: Are the programs under items 9 and 10 new programs or extensions of
existing programs?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Firstly, the $1 497 000 for item 9, Community Based Corrections, provides
for travel, parole board fees, bail hostel expenses, pre-sentence report expenses, tools for the
community service order scheme, sustenance money for offenders on probation or parole and
provision for a volunteer support service for probationers and parolees. The increase of
$607 893 mainly reflects implementation of the Community Correction Centres
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Act of $475 000, and the opening of a community based correction hostel in North Perth
which cost $228 000. Those increases are partly offset by minor non-recurring expenditure
of $96 000 which has been deleted. Under item 10 the objectives of the offender
development program is to enable and encourage offenders to develop the skills necessary to
enable thern to participate as constmuctive members of the community. The increase of
$342 542 is attributable to the following factors: Rlow-on costs of growth service initiatives
approved in 1988-89 of $88 000; fuli-year costs of increase kilometrage rate approved during
1988-89 of $32 000; implementation of Community Correction Centres Act 1988-89 of
$107 000 and the additional contingency costs associated with increased activity in 1988-89
of $115 540.

Mr WATIT: I am not sure whether this question is exactly relevant to item 9 or 1.0 but it
relates to the post prisoner release scheme which was operating in Albany. I was critical of
the fact that funding had been withdrawn from that scheme. Although I have not had any
formnal notificarion, I understand the scheme is to be reinstituted on a part funding basis.
What is proposed and what is the level of funding to be?

Mr D.L. SMITH: I am aware of the member for Albany's concern at the partial closure of a
programn at Albany. I understand some attempt is being made to provide interim funding
although I am not aware of the details. I will be happy to take up the matter with the
Attorney General.

Division 29 put and passed.

Division 30: Local Governrnenl. $3 262 000 -

Mr STRICKLAND: Members will be aware that a big year is coming up for local
government because the Government intends rewriting the Local Government Act and as a
consequence perhaps extra expenditure will be required for a consultation mechanism. I can
see that the allocation for the Minister's office Is less - in fact it is in Division 31. Is that
because it is more efficient or because staff have been reduced, or is it just the combination of
portfolios? What is involved in the corporate services allocation, because there is a fairly
substantial reduction of 50 per cent in the figure.

Mr COURT: I refer first to the Goverrnent's taking the vesting of the Subiaco football oval
off the Subiaco City Council and giving it to the Western Australian Football Association.
Can the Government give an indication of what it intends doing in this matter? Do we have
the legislation? I do not think it is included in the list of Bills the Government was going to
introduce. There is concern about the way in which the Subiaco City Council was notified
that the oval was to be taken off it, When a council has had an oval vested in it for so many
years it is a bit rough when it wakes up one morning to find a decision has been made without
its involvement. The Liberal Party has developed a position on this matter. We believe if the
Government proceeds with this course of action the council should be properly compensated
for the loss of revenue that will result. The council is very concerned about the possible use
of the oval for events other than those for which it is used now. Currently the council
controls matters such as noise, which is of particular concern to local residents, and to the two
very large hospitals located in the area. The Subiaco City Council has been very strict about
noise levels and has required large bonds to be paid if the oval is let out to a noisy user.
Could the Minister give me an assurance that if the Government is to proceed with its plans it
will ensure that the council is properly compensated? Could the Minister also assure me that
the council will still be able to control problems such as noise levels if, for example, the oval
is used for a rock concert?
I refer now to the bicycle policy of the Government and the contribution of the trust fund.
Could the Minister explain what is taking place in regard to those trust funds and the five
members of the bicycle management team? What is the bicycle management team?

Mr D.L. Smith: As I understand it the bicycle management team looks after bike policy.
There is a grant to various local government authorities for that sport.

Mr Carr: The program is called Bike West.

Mr COURT: Does that mean that the department does not provide a great deal of funding to
the actual construction of bicycle paths? Does it help with planning advice?

Mr Canr: Included in that team is a manager, a planner and people who give general advice
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on promoting bicycle safety. There is some calculation in the funding given to local
government on a dollar for dollar basis.
Mr Blaikie: Which Minister is the head bikie?

Mr D.L. Smith: The Minister for Local Government.

Mr COURT: In recent years there has been a large increase in the construction of cycleways.
I support that very much, but one of my criticisms of cycleways is that they often tend to be
only of token size. In the suburbs that comprise my electorate, a number of cycleways have
been constructed and most of them are far too narrow. It seems that the Governiment's
conscience is appeased if it helps cyclists by constructing cycleways which can barely carry
two cyclists if they are cycling in opposite directions. Cycling is becom-ing very popular and
some of the very busy cycleways are inadequate for the amount of traffic on them. If one
looks at other countries, particularly Europe, where cycling is commonplace, one sees more
cycle paths than roads.
Mr Watt: They are in fact in dual use and pedestrians have the right of way.
Mr Blaikie: That is quite appropriate in front of a speeding bike.
Mr COURT: A good example of dual use of cycleways is apparent in Chinese cities, where
cars are at risk if they go on the roads. There are literally tens of thousands of bikes crammed
onto the roads and if cars drive around there they are at risk. In Perth we took the first step a
few years ago. However, I believe that we need a new generation of cycleways that are
designed to carry far more traffic and are safer to encourage more people to use that form of
transport. I would appreciate it if the Minister would explain what sort of initiatives are
being taken by the bicycle management team.
Mr WIESE: I direct my comments to what has probably been one of the major achievements
of local government over the past 12 months, which has been a busy period for local
government. A decision has been made to redraft the Local Government Act and I have
noted with interest the work proceeding in relation to the redrafting. I have discussed this
matter with various local government authorities and with people interested in local
government and there has been an excellent response to the calls for submissions to be
considered in conjunction with the rewriting of the legislation. I congratulate the
Government for the initiative it has taken, certainly at the behest of local government and
with its full cooperation, in rewriting the Act. It is probably well recognised by members in
this place and by everyone who has had anything to do with the Act that it is one of the most
comprehensive and difficult Acts with which to work.

The timetable set for the rewriting of the Local Government Act will probably result in its
being debated in this Parliament at this time next year. I do hope that by then we have an
indication of what will be in that legislation. Perhaps it will be available in a proposed Bill
that will be presented to the Parliament and which will set the course for local government for
the next 15 or 20 years. I anticipate a substantial change in the direction of local government
as a result of the rewriting of the Act and I will watch with a great deal of interest to see what
transpires.
Another major achievement of local government in the past 12 months was the International
Union of Local Authorities Congress which was held in Perth in the early part of September
this year. It was a great success and everybody involved in it can be very proud of their
achievement. I have not had the opportunity in this place to refer to some of the matters that
came out of the final declaration of that congress. There were a couple of matters of quite
significant importance and they should be put to this Chamber in a debate of this nature.
First, I refer to the section of the final declaration relating to the constitution and governance
of local government. It emphasised that local governmrents must be assured not only of the
necessary legal structures within which to operate, but also the necessary means both
financial and administrative, to be able to pursue their policies. I believe that is very
important and it is something of which this Government should take note. I know about the
problems facing local government and the final declaration of the IULA congress stated that
local government needs to be provided with all the necessary means, specifically financial
means. The financial problems faced by local government relate back not only to the State
Government, but also to the Federal Government. Regardless of that, the financial pressure
on local government authorities, especially those in the country areas, is greater than they
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have faced previously. Many local governm-ent authorities are in the situation of having to
contemplate their future and that is purely and simply as a result of the financial pressures on
them. Many of them have received enormous curs in grants from the Grants Conmmiss ion and
many of them have been confronted with a considerable drop in road funding. I know that
the Minister is very much aware of these problems and of the pressures local government
bodies are facing. I put it to the Minister and to the Government that the final declaration of
the IULA congress which involves not only local goverrnent in Western Australia or
Australia, but local government worldwide, is a message of great significance to local
government in Western Australia. It stared that local government needs to be provided with
the necessary means, both financial and administrative, to pursue its policies. It will be a
tragedy if local government is unable to perforn its job because of the financial constraints
imposed on it.

Another matter which came out of the IULA congress was that appropriate measures should
be taken to enable the local population to participate hully in the processes leading to
decisions made by a local authority. I hope that is something that will come out of the
redrafting of the Local Government Act. It is something about which everybody involved in
government, be it local government, State Government or Federal Government, should be
worrying. It is reflected in State and Federal Government elections where there is an
increasingly large proportion of the population who do not exercise their right to vote to have
their say in the future of their country. That is bad at a State and Federal level, but at a local
government level the percentage of people who are exercising their right to vote is abysmal.
We have endeavoured in various ways to try to improve that situation and I certainly do not
want to advocate compulsory voting in local government elections because that is not
necessary. However, we need to emphasise the importance of the role of local goverrnment in
our community. If we are able to get the message through to the people that local
government plays a major role in every aspect of their lives they may be encouraged to
exercise their vote. It is the duty of this Parliament and this Government to get that message
through to the people.

Another aspect of local governiment which has been mentioned quite significantly in the final
declaration of the TUJLA congress deals with development imperatives. That clause is self
explanatory and says that urban consolidation renewal and regeneration will be successful
only if local government accepts its role and is accepted as a development stimulator and
innovator. Therefore, funding agencies, national Governments and non-Government
organisations are to be encouraged to accept regional authorities and local governments as
partners in the process of institution building and in the implementation of development
policy. There is a message there that the National Party has been putting before this
Parliament for as long as I have been here, and I suspect for a lot longer, that local
governiment has a major role to play in developing, stimulating and innovating to encourage
more regional development. It has a major role to play - and I hardly dare use this dreadful
word - in decentralising industry. However, to fulfil its role it requires funding agencies, and
national Government and State Government commitment.

Intiatives have commenced in the Avon area, and I commend my parliamentary colleague,
the member for Avon, for the role he has played in endeavou ring to stimulate regional
development in that area. It will not matter how much effort is put in by individual members
in country electorates, or how much effort is put in by local government authorities or
regional organisations of local authorities if they do not have access to funding for regional
development. Without funding such initiatives will be stillborn and all the efforts and
commitment of individuals and groups will come to nothing. Funding is needed to get
regional development off the ground, but funding has been lacking from Governments of all
complexions, both State and Federal. I hope this Government will take up the challenge
posed by some regional groups and councils and become involved in encouraging regional
development through local government authorities.

Another local government matter highlighted in the declaration from the IIJLA congress
relates to the environtment. I will not read the series of recommendations that came from that
conference, but it says that local government has a major role to play in the environment
debate and in the protection of the environment. I do not wish to discriminate between local
government in metropolitan and country areas when making this statement because I have
said before ina this Parliament that although we do not hear about them there are as many or
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more environmental problems in the metropolitan area as there are in country areas. 1 suspect
that the problems in the metropolitan area to do with environmental aspects of life are far
more severe and in the not too distant future will probably affect far more people than the
problems out in mural Australia. It is essential that local government is given encouragement
and help to enable it to play its role in what needs to be done to improve and correct some of
the environmental problems facing this country. I hope that this Government will play a
much greater role in encouraging local government to play its part in that process. Local
government has been underrated in environmental discussions to date. It has an enormous
role to play. It is probably the closest arm of government to the people and those involved as
counsellors are vitally involved in their communities and probably are more aware than
anybody else in the State of the real problems they are facing.

If local governiment can be encouraged and given help, and notice is taken of its point of view
and opinions, it will go a long way towards solving some of the environmental problems
existing at the moment. In all of those aspects local government can play a major role. Stare
and Federal Governments have a responsibility to ensure that local government gets the
assistance and encouragement to fill its role.

Mrs EDWARDES: I have several concerns which have been brought to my attention and the
attention of several of my parliamentary colleagues and to Government members, as well,
relating to the rewriting of the Local Government Act. The Belmont Shire Council in its
submission to the Government regarding that review has apparently recommended removal
or dilution of the full rate exemption applying to religious institutions and schools. I will not
talk about religious institutions but will talk about private schools, in particular. The increase
in cost as a result of such a happening would be enormous. Private schools would be forced
to increase fees, resulting in parents no longer having the chokce to send their children to
those schools. Opposition members are totally opposed to that happening and if such an
amendment came before this Chamber we would regard it as foolish and short-sighted. One
has to look only at the sorts of facilities provided by local schools for use by the community
in a sharing situation, a situation that is fairly widespread. Most private schools provide
swimming pools and share their ovals, halls and other facilities with the community. If the
community were to introduce this 50 per cent rate instead of the full rate exemption which
exists presently and these facilities were withdrawn from commnunity use the cost to local
councils to provide similar facilities would be enormous. That is why we believe it would be
totally foolish and short-sighted to do that. I give notice that the Opposition would not
support such an amendment if it came before the Chamber.

Mr MINSON: We have heard from the member for Wagin that the coming year will be an
important one for local government in Western Australia. I concur with that observation.
The rewriting of the Local Government Act will be the main reason for this being an
important year for local government. I congratulate the Government on its production of the
principles and issues paper and for the lengths it appears to have gone to in consulting with
local government bodies regarding the content of that document. However, I have a couple
of reservations about those meetings which were called all over the State to discuss that
principles and issues paper. I gained the impression at the beginning that the meetings were
intended to obtain the opinions of local government representatives from all over the area.
However, as the meetings progressed, it occurred to me that we were not really looking at a
consultative process but rather at a softening up process. I sincerely hope that history will
prove me wrong.

I would like to address a number of things in that paper. The first is the creation of the
proposed board. We started out listening to comments about the proposed board which
would control local government councils. As time went on, delegates began to refer not to
what the proposed board might do but rather to. what it will do. That led me to believe that
the whole exercise might have been a little cynical. I hope that history will prove me wrong
there again.

Some of the issues of which the Minister must be made aware concern me and M~r Clarko, the
shadow Minister for Local Government. We travelled throughout the Greenough electorate,
which consists of I10 shire councils, in three days, and met all those councils. We specifically
went through the principles and issues paper about a month after the Local Government
Department's meeting. By then there had been sufficient time to digest the impressions and
we were given some ideas about what councils thought about the paper.

5071



One thing which concerned representatives of the local councils was the board I have just
mentioned. Another was boundary changes and the way they might be forced upon local
councils by the proposed board. There was a strong feeling chat boundary changes should
never be forced upon councils; they should only ever follow referendums in both councils
involved. I am talking about boundaries not within shires but between shires. These
boundary changes should never be forced upon shires unless the majority of ratepayers from
both shires agree to them. Another area of concern was the reference to election changes
which might be forced upon local councils, and one concern related to compulsory voting.
The feeling was that people who were not interested should not be voting. Compulsory
voting is perhaps something we as a nation should look at and consider whether it is really a
valid way to conduct an election. Perhaps voluntary voting might be a better way to go. The
people to whom I spoke felt very strongly that elections should not be conducted in such a
way that the entire council comes up for re-election at the same time. The reason put forward
was continuity. The feeling was that because of the local and often very emotive issues in an
area at election time, the entire council might be thrown out at an election, or at least only one
or two councillors might be left. It would be possible to have virtually a new council. Those
who have served on councils admit that it takes about one term to come to grips with how the
system works. As a new member in the State Parliament at the last election, I can understand
that feeling. I can imagine how this place would operate if all members were new, or if only
a small percentage of experienced members were left to guide us.
Mr Cart: I am sure it would be much better managed.

Mr MINSON: I am sure the Minister is being optimistic, but I can understand his sentiments.
The feeling was that at the most half the council should retire at any one time.

With respect to the proposed board and its powers, I am concerned that the powers might be
very far reaching. The board may have a role to play in dismissing councils, and it may also
have a role to play in administering the shire after the council has been dismissed. It is
strange and unacceptable that an appointed board might at some time take precedence over an
elected council. That idea is repugnant to me, and I hope those sots of powers will not be
vested in any board which may be appointed.

Like State and Federal members of Parliament, members of shire councils are there to be
responsible to their electors; it is not their primary responsibility to be answerable to either a
political ideology, whatever that may be, or a Minister's view. Because local councillors
reflect very accurately the wishes of the local people, particularly in country areas - because
sometimes the wards are quite sparsely populated and the representative on council is well
known to all his electors - they should be responsible solely to their electors and to nobody
else. I say this notwithstanding that local councils are a child of the State Govemnment.
I express a concern which cropped up at every council I visited, and that was wit regard to
pecuniary interest declarations. Reference was made in the principles and issues paper to
pecuniary interest declarations being made applicable not only to the member, but also to his
family. There is no clear definition of "family", but I personally have quite a lot of close
family, and members of it would, quite rightly, tell me to get lost if I asked them what were
their business dealings and assets. It might be very easy for a member of a local council to
unwittingly breach the pecuniary interest provisions if they are extended to include the
family. I sincerely hope that the point is conveyed to the Minister responsible that pecuniary
interest provisions should be closely examined before they are included in any Local
Government Act.

I conclude by expressing the hope chat the excellent work which appears to have been done
by putting together the principles and issues paper, and the very real attempt which appears to*
have been made to consult with local councils, will not turn out to be a cynical exercise. I
hope the view put forward by the councils will have a real bearing on the final draft of this
legislation.

Mr TRENORDEN: I wish to refer to a few problems faced by local government in respect of
conservation, particularly in the Avon region. For a number of years there has been
considerable debate about who has responsibility for the Avon River and its catchment
system. In recent times Alcoa has commenced an excellent initiative whereby it puts many
millions of dollars1 over a five year period, into the catchment area of the west Avon River,
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not the total Avon River, and this will bring great benefit to the river system. We still have a
problem about who has responsibility for the river itself. Authorities with any degree of
influence over the river duck for cover. For example, the Water Authority says it is not pant
of its charter description to handle the Avon River system. The Waterways Commission says
much the same; it has a responsibility to look after the Swan River, within certain limits, but
not to the extent where the water system turns into the Avon. Other organisazions, such as
the Department of Conservation and Land Management, play around the edges with the
problem,

Recently correspondence was sent to several shires dealing with the question of who has the
long term responsibility for riverbeds, not only the Avon River, but also the Moore River, in
which the member for Moore has a distinct interest. The Shire of Moora asked for my
opinion about that river, which runs through the town of Moora and is often flooded when
snags and obstacles build up in the river. The situation with the Avon River is not much
different. Recently I went to the Yenyening Lakes and viewed the four major lakes which
form a chain around County Peak. It was interesting to note the changes in the formation of
the lakes. The most south easterly lake was full of natural growth; the water was quite fresh
and there was a lot of bird life on it. The floor of the next Lake, which does not have a natural
outlet, was so hot that one could not stand on k;, it acts like a solar pool. The third lake was
considerably saltier but it was not in a terrible condition. The last lake was quite salty,
although the Water Authority and other authorities deny that it is salty. Fresh water flows
across the top of the lake; there is another stream of water which is saline but it is not as
saline as the water on the base of the lake itself. There is a road crossing which banks up the
lake system to a level which is unnatural but which allows some recreational use to be made
of that area. Many people believe the recreation area is excellent. I have been there myself
and it is excellent, but I am concerned because the fresh water runs across the top of the lake
and continues down the system without scouring it out. That is a major problem. Which
authority has responsibility for the river system? If it is the responsibility of the Beverley
Shire, all the money that shire raises in rates arnd other charges will not fix the problem
because it is greater than the shire can handle.

Northam is the only place one can cross a river by weir between Eucla and Perth. It is an
area of some attraction but the system is so full of silt now - at the end of winter and the
beginning of summer - that areas of siltation are already visible in the catchment area. A
good 10 years ago it would have cost around $1 million to do some partial desilting of that
pant of the river. It is certainly beyond the capacity of the Northam Town Council to deal
reasonably wit that problem. It would cost millions of dollars. If one looks at where the
river continues through Northam Shire into the Toodyay Shire, one sees that there are natural
pools still in existence. I congratulate Alcoa for its initiative. It is looking to develop places
like Katrine on the river in terms of education and promotion. In such places people can see
what has happened to the Avon River and what is likely to happen to it in the future. People
can also see the difference between a rehabilitated area and a non-rehabilitated area. Alcoa
will do up a section of the river and will not touch another section, so that people can see the
contrast between the two. The pools down the Avon are slowly being taken over. If one
talks to old timers - people in the Toodyay Naturalists Club - who have a real interest in flora
and fauna, one discovers they are concerned about a decline in vegetation and animal life. In
the Avon Valley soursop, a noxious weed, causes considerable damage to the river because it
gets into the feeder streams and creeks which run into the river; it chokes the river system
which causes considerable problems for fauna which hangs around the river.

Most members would have seen the Avon River. It is a beautiful river about which Western
Australians should be concerned. However it is beyond the resources of the Northam Shire
to look after even that section of the river. In Toodyay, where the river runs down into the
metropolitan area, there is a magnificent valley. The river runs down into the Swan River
and it is less than 20 minutes from the boundaries of the city. It is very close to over a
million of people. That area also has considerable problems although it has fewer problems
because most of the problems are still upstream. However the potential problems are beyond
the ability of the Toodyay Shire to do much about- I have not mentioned the problems faced
by the York and Beverley towasites and shires in respect of the river system. Which
authority has responsibility over the river? This is a question which is causing considerable
concern right down the chain of local government in that area. The Water Authority says it
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is not responsible and that it is not part of irs charter. The Waterways Commission says the
same thing. Both those authorities say that the Avon River, the Moore River and several
other rivers are die responsibility of local government. By the same token if the local
authorities decided to put a bulldozer down the middle of the river - not that they would want
to; they do not have that sort of control - a lot of screaming would result. Even though those
authorities say that local authorities must take responsibility for the river systems in their
area, the local authorities do not have that control over the waterways. So, the actual
responsibility at the moment is held by no-one and that cannot be good for all these
waterways, and it certainly cannot be good for the Avon. There is a body known as the Avon
River Management Committee which was formed several years ago and which has taken a
great interest in the river; it would accept authority for the river if it were given some degree
of responsibility - which it has not been - and if it were given some degree of funding. This
situation cannot continue, not for the good just of the local community, but also for all
Western Australians. The Avon is a beautiful river and has a lake system going from
Yenyening up through Quairading to Doodlakine, and anybody who wants to take a weekend
walk or swim or, even better, a canoe trip up the river will see the beauty of the river.

Alcoa is to spend $5 million over five years, which will help a lot; this involves the soil
protection in the catchment area and control of what is going into the river; we stilt have a
problem in that area. We were told a year ago that the State Government would provide
officers who would be responsible for coordinating the activities. That has not occurred and
it is more than a shame, it is a tragedy for the river. The river cannot continue to be ignored.
There are many people who would love to become involved in the restoration of the Avon,
but there is nobody we can nail down as being responsible for that waterway. I have given
the Minister enough barbs on that one, and I realise it is not his responsibility; however, it is
not just the people who live around the Avon who are affected; many people drive up from
the metropolitan area because they have a real love for the Avon River.
Another area of concern to local government is the mailer of townscapes. The Premier came
to Northam recently and handed out a cheque for $15 000 for the Northam townscape - it was
well received. In terms of regional development and tourism costs, the cost of local
government townscaping and beautification of the town sites is substantial. I congratulate the
Government in making moves in this area, although it is fairly minimal at the moment. I
suppose that it depends on which part of the State we are talking about because The Minister
for Justice's area has done very well.
Mr D.L. Smith: Some people would say not well enough.

Mr TRENORDEN: I will be friendly enough to say that [ do not regret the money spent at
Collie and in the Minister's electorate, but I hope the same sort of money will be available to
other communities that want to do good work in beautifying and making some country towns
more liveable. Over the years mistakes have been made with trees removed and verandahs
taken away. Some country towns become exceedingly hot, as does St George's Terrace -
there is not much difference. However, it is easier to return the lost aspects to country towns
than it is to St George's Terrace. These towns need help. The member for Wagin made some
remarks about regional development; considerable steps have been made towards a return of
excitement and movement to the areas, but there is a need to concentrate on four areas in the
central wheatbelt; they are, Moore, Avon. Merredin and Narrogin. Each of these places
needs to be recognised and to have some autonomy in the central wheatbelt area - I am loathe
to call it the central Midland district because that title is associated with the Midland railway
line, and often associated with MidWand Junction.

Mr Wiese: A few Government departments think like that!

Mr TRENORDEN: I am sorry the Minister assisting the Minister for Education with TAPE
is not here as he thinks that the capital of the wheatbelt is Midland Junction.

The Avon foundation is driven by the community itself. It does not have great expectations
of Government, but what the Government needs to do for this group, which represents 25 000
people, is to take away some of the barriers stopping the developments from rolling ahead.
Without giving a dissertation about the need for value adding to agricultural produce, [ doubt
whether anybody would argue on either side of the Chamber that the future of Australia relies
to some extent On value added agricultural products. This area needs support. Since we
made noises about the first industrial site in the Avon district, we have
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had 12 approaches from industry and not one of them is involved in mining. Not all of them
were huge, but one business represented a $2 billion turnover.
Mr D.L. Smith: Was that $2 million?

Mr TRENORDEN: It was $2 billion.
Mr D.L. Smith: That is big.

Mr TRENORDEN: We have attracted one fairly famous international company which wants
to discuss manufacturing. We are very interested in produce value added activity in our
region. One possibility involves grains, noodles, pasta and so forth. On that issue alone, we
could change our export ratio by a few billion dollars. I know the Minister for Agriculture
would agree that there is a fantastic future in value adding on our grains, but there is work to
be done. Also, we need to establish services in the agricultural region such as road, power,
water and natural gas if we can get it. A matter we have discussed over a considerable period
is running a pipeline to Kalgoorlie.
Mr Bridge: You mean from Kununurr a or Fitzroy Crossing?

Mr TRENORDEN: That is a good idea.
Mr Bridge: Remember Fitzroy and Kununurra.

Mr TRENORDEN: I am talking about a gas pipeline to Kalgoorlie. I believe there are
enough users in Kalgoorlie and en route to make that pipeline profitable. Even if it were not
profitable, the potential to get those industries and regions going would improve dramatically.
Another matter concerning local government is that of funding for the arts and culture, which
has been reduced as pant of the Budget. These days, local government picks up some of the
shortfall in the area of arts funding. The budget allocated by local goverment to the arts is
considerable in country towns and these activities put local government under a great deal of
pressure. I know the Shire of Northam and the Town of Northam have funded the Northam
Valley Art Society to a considerable amount, particularly when one compares the proportion
of its budget spent on the arts to what the big local government bodies in the metropolitan
area spend in this area. The Shire of Northam put up some $40 000 or $50 000 in taxpayers'
money to do their own development, which is something that did not happen in the Minister
for Justice's part of the world. It should be recognised that the community of Northami has
been making that sort of commitment for nine years. The community allocated $16 000 in
1980 and this has grown to be about $50 000 now. So, that community has been involved in
a great deal of self help in terms of regional development, tourism and the arts. The $50 000
does not include the contribution to arts and culture. I congratulate the shire for its
commitment to art, music and culture. It is important for a community the size of Northam,
which has a population of 12 000, to have these facilities. My electorate is the fastest
growing electorate in the State. As the population grows the requirement for people to
become involved in music, pottery, silver work, painting and other forms of an will grow.
The regional development proposals are also very important. What is different with my
electorate is that the people have made a commitment to provide activities and are asking for
Government support. However, most of the areas in this State are receiving a direct
contribution from the Government without making a commitment. It is not fair, although the
Government is starting to recognise the contribution that the people in my electorate have
made to community activities.
Local government now appears to be responsible for community policing. Every region in
the State should have a community policing officer who should be an officer of some
standing in the Police Force and should have reached the rank of sergeant. He should live in
the community in order to get to know the youth and the troublemakers and try to head them
off from causing trouble. The police are of the opinion that it is a local government
responsibility, but 1 do not believe it is. There may be more liaison now between the police
and local government, but it is not a total local government responsibility.

Another problem facing local government is the Fire Brigades Board's levy which applies to
communities which have an "A" category fire station; that is, a station which is permanently
manned. It is a terrible task for local government to budget for fire brigade levies under the
current funding system. Over a number of years the levies imposed on the Town of Northam
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have far exceeded the amount budgeted. Most members in this Chamber have been involved
in local government and they are aware of its budgeting procedures. Itris very difficult when
a local authority receives an account which is $20 000 more than it anticipated. Local
government is unable to obtain an estimate of the levy from the board and, as a result, it is
unaware of the total cost until it receives the bill and that is usually half way through the
funding year.

The arguments about the Fire Brigade levy have been continuing for almost 15 years and I
think there have been about eight inquiries into it. Previous Governments and this
Government have not been prepared to bite the bullet and introduce a fairer system of raising
these levies. The situation at Albany and Narrogin would not be any different from that in
Northam-, that is, the local authorities are suffering because of the current funding system and
it must be changed.

Every time someone gets upset about the Fire Brigade's system of levies another inquiry is
held and it does not come up with anything different from the previous inquiries. Obviously
this Government has reached the conclusion that it will not do anything about it and there will
be no change to this area. For the sake of local government it must be changed because of
the budgeting problems. The current system is 20 years out of date arid it must be made more
equitable.

When a Fire Brigade unit puts out a house Fire the owner or occupier is not asked whether
they are insured and have paid their levy. No questions are asked. I would appreciate it if the
Governent would address, in an equitable way, the levies raised by the Fire Brigade.

Mr OMODET: All members would be aware that local government is the third tier of
Government and it is well recognised that it is under threat with the evolution of the regional
development authorities. The Minister for South-West would be well aware of what I am
talking about. In a number of areas the role of local government is being usurped.

Mr D.L. Smith: It is an opinion you have.

Mr OMO DEL: It is an opinion [ have and it is an opinion that is shared by many people int
local governmient. A plethora of enterprise agencies have been established and they are
taking on the role which traditionally local government has enjoyed.

Of course, the traditional role of local government includes the raising of rates, including
rubbish rates, and road funding. Its role has been expanded into other areas including
emergency services through the State Emergency Service, the local government emergency
services committee or the local bush fire brigades. Local governiment takes on the role of
facilitating those organisationis to make sure that they work well within the particular local
government areas. Without local government those organisations would not be able to
operate.

I amn sounding a warning to the Minister for Local Government that local government
authorities view, very dimly, some of the things which have taken place recently. There is no
doubt that regional development authorities have a facilitating role and should assist local
government. However, local government should have greater access to funding from State
and Federal Goverments.

We are Finding, to some extent, that the regional development authorities are becoming
politicised, for obvious reasons, and it is to the detriment of local government. Local
government has enough problems of its own as a result of the changes to the Grants
Commission funding which comes from the Federal Government and the quarterly allocation
of grant funds in arrears, has caused a great deal of pain as far as the new accounting
procedures are concerned.

Welfare is another area in which local government is becoming involved and a numnber of
authorities in my area are experiencing problems because they attempt to spread their
facilities over these organisations. A case in point arose in Bridgetown where the local
authority wanted to refurbish its existing facility. The building is old and beginning to fall
apart. They wanted to make it two stare yed with the local government authority housed in
the top storey and the home and community care people and Windmill Farm, another Welfare
agency, housed on the ground floor. On making application to the State Lotteries
Comnmission they found that they did not meet the necessary criteria to receive funding.
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Mr D.L. Smith: They are getting a funding offer from the South West Development
Authority on behalf of the State Government.
Mr OMODET: There are a number of areas from which funding can be made available. Why
can local authorities not be given direct access to those funds so they make the decisions
rather than Big Brother imposing his will on them and their having to go cap in hand to get
their funds? The State should be able to direct those futids tnrough the local authority as they
are the people closest to the grass roots of the community and they have the greatest
representation in their area. In a number of areas there are huge duplications of facilities
caused by the fact that there are five or six towns in the one shire which forces the shire to
provide sporting, welfare and tourist facilities in each of those town. They have an important
role to play in facilitating and ensuring that those organisations survive. This is an area in
which they are being ignored. The State Government should be able to fund local
government directly so that it makes its own decisions rather than Big Brother, the regional
authority, doing so to gain political mileage.

Roads are a contentious issue in the country, as members are aware, because of the campaign
being waged by the Royal Automobile Association of Australia, the Country Shire Councils
Association of WA (Inc) and the Local Government Association of WA (Inc). They have
mounted a huge campaign to gain greater access to Federal funds levied by way of fuel tax.
The figures are well and truly bandied around that there is $7 billion in revenue from fuel
taxes of which only $1.2 billion is being spent on roads. Country people are waking up to the
fact that they are being ripped off by the Federal Government and are demanding that further
funds be spent on their roads. Much of the funds spent on roads comes from local revenue
and in particular from rates. The shires are faced with the problem of upgrading roads and
dealing with the environment and environmentalists who cause them a great deal of pain.
From rime to time they are faced with a crisis in country areas when they have to deal with
radical groups of environmentalists who disrupt and hold back progress. It is important that
the Government consider road funding as local government cannot survive without proper
roads. Country areas cannot operate without proper access for their produce and for their
children and the general population to get to and from facilities. Many country people have
to travel a long way to education facilities, hospitals or sporting facilities. Country
authorities are being faced with a greater burden of servicing a number of towns with the
same facilities. Local government deserves greater recognition than it receives at the
moment. Country shires have a great responsibility to ensure that the tourism industry is well
catered for. Once again, they provide the infrastructure and facilities such as secretarial
services and the like to ensure that tourist organisations survive. They subsidise tourist
bureaus to a great extent.

Most shires in country Western Australia somehow or other assist land care committees by
way of secretarial services, facilities and staff who work above and beyond the call of duty to
ensure those organisations; have access to the right people and that if they need funds or
grants they are able to apply in the right way. The people who staff local government offices
play an important role in ensuring that the community is seconded, cajoled or whatever to
ensure that these important community organisations survive.

The member for Avon mentioned the situation at the Avon River. In every rural council in
Western Australia one can find a similar situation, whether in relation to a river, forest,
coastline or some other kind of landscape that requires assistance- Local government is the
catalyst which ensures that the community is able to guarantee the continuity of natural
assets. The member for Greenough mentioned the rewrite of the Local Government Act.
Shire councillors are concerned that the requirements relating to pecuniary interests will go
over the top. If councillors are forced to declare the interests of their wives, friends, relations
or whatever that will be to the detriment of local government in the long term.,

Another contentious issue is the payment of shire councillors, a matter about which I have
faced some flak. I believe every person in the comimunity should make a contribution in
some way. Local shire councillors should not be paid because there is a great section of
voluntary workers in the community who do not receive remuneration, people such as
St Johin Atmbulance volunteers. Fire Brigade and Bush Fires Brigade volunteers and others
who contribute their services at all hours of the day and night. Demands on local shire
councillors are great today. However, if we can avoid the payment of coundillors for as long
as possible that will result in the right people being in local government and their
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communities will be better served. My other area of concern is the funding of the Bush Ekres
Brigade in country areas as they are an important pant of the community. The community
relies on the voluntary contribution of many people and shires are called on to subsidise those
areas. There are always local town brigades involving volunteer organisations which require
funding. I impress on the Minister that the role of local governmnent is an important one and
local government itself is an important organisation. The role of local government should not
be eroded in any way, shape or form in the future.

Mir McNEE: Everyone realises that local government is about people. I need not canvass
some of those matters that have already been very capably raised by the member for Avon,
matters such as the rivers and so forth. The Moore River is in my area and the councillors
there are concerned over this issue. No doubt we will continue to seek a reasonable response
from the Government on that matter. However, I want to emphasise that local governmrent is
about people and there is absolutely no point having the Finest facilities if no-one is there to
use them. The finest sporting complex or the best hospital or the best roads are no good
without people; they are not worth a row of beans.

Both the State and Federal Governments have attacked the people in the country in a way that
they have never been attacked before. They have been attacked by experts. Every area has
been harshly dealt with and costs have increased horrifically. Many local government areas
have been through fairly difficult times and the State and Federal Governments have driven
the people out as surely as if they had taken to them with whips. They have virtually driven
them from their homes and the places they were familiar with and in doing so the
Governments have achieved nothing. The charges that have been imposed by this
Government and which filter through local government are tremendously high; for example,
our interest rate structure has had a tremendous effect on the people in all local government
areas. If the local governments wish to make improvements to their areas, they need to
borrow money and that would reflect on the rates they would have to levy on their ratepayers.
I can assure the members opposite that those things have greatly affected country people,
notwithstanding the tax the Government has taken from people on a litre of petrol -
something like 24g - which it has taken from everyone. However, if one is living in a rural or
country area the effects are even worse because it is like paying freight both ways. One pays
to come in and one pays to go out.
Providing basic facilities such as schools in local government areas is becoming a real
problem because of a lack of people, and I refer back to my opening statement that local
government is about people. In whatever area one looks at there is a lack of human
resources. The follow-on effect of that is that there are not sufficient people to do the
necessary work. It might seem strange that, in these days of supposedly high unemployment,
it is very difficult to find skilled people who are available to do any casual work. The people
who are there are very heavily booked and in fact there is a shortage of labour to repair farm
machinery. Any machinery dealer, mechanic, panel beater or any of those people who
employ these trades people will say that those trades people are extremely difficult to find.
One reason for this is that in many cases there are no houses. Housing is another problem
and perhaps we will deal with that when we get to the Budget if the Government has not
already guillotined it. However, it may pay us the courtesy of discussing that. Because of
lack of action by the two Governments and because whatever action has been taken has been
detrimental, human resources in country areas are very much depleted.

The last Minister for Local Government insisted that every shire change its boundaries
without even asking anybody if that was what they wanted to do. This jackboot Government
came in and said, 'You will change your boundaries."

Mr D.L. Smith: Don't you think you are exaggerating a little?

Mr McNEE: That was his action under the guise of being concerned about the people. He
had no concern for the people. He was concerned only for some cockeyed philosophy he has.
He did not give a row of beans for the people.
Mr D.L. Smith: It is called democracy.

Mr McNEE: He could not even spell democracy, let alone know what it means. In the name
of the people, the Minister moved in and changed the boundaries. God knows how. That
was his contribution, but what precisely did that do? It did nothing. Having developed the
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first philosophy, the Government then said that it would change the Local Government Act.
There is probably nothing wrong with that, and I am the last person to resist change. In this
life, about the only thing that is constant is change. However, I hear comments like, "We are
concerned because only a few people turned out to vote." As if the Government would be
concerned about that. What sort of philosophy would make the people concerned, because I
might choose not to vote in my local government election? Has the Government ever thought
that it might be that I am satisfied with my local government representatives; considerably
more satisfied than I am with the State Government? A lot of people would share that view.
They are very happy with their local government representative. However, if they had the
chance to vote against the Dowding Government they would do that in a flash. The sooner
they get that chance, the better. Nevertheless, we are concerned about this because people do
not change. Part of the Government's plausible argument is that people do not turn out.
Some country areas are battling to get people to take positions on the shire councils. The
reason for this is that they are so busy working from daylight to dark to pay their taxes and
their high interest rates that are foisted upon them by this Government that they do not have
time to join their local government body. They would love to but they simply do not have the
time. We should not believe that the Government is concerned about the people. That is a
load of rubbish. Its real concern is for its own philosophy. That is what drives this
Government, not the amount of good it claims it is going to do.
Mr Bradshaw: Its ideology, not philosophy.
Mr McNEE: That is probably a much better way to explain it.
The CHAIRMVAN: Order! If the member for Wellington wants to give advice like that I
suggest he return to his seat.
Mr McNEE: I think it was good advice Mr Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN: It may have been but it was out of order.
Mr McNEE: The Government really needs to consider the country people because it has
failed to do that so far and there is plenty of evidence to support that argument. The
Government has fadled those people dismally. The further out in the country one might be
the greater the Government's failure to help those people.
This morning I had a look at a groyne at Guilderton and it is not clear whether this is the
responsibility of local government or Department of Marine and Harbours. It struck me as
odd; here we have retired people in the village of Guilderton who are trying to enjoy their
retirement years, and all they are asking is a little extension to their groyne, and on the other
hand the Treasurer mentioned the other day $151 million of unbudgeted expenditure because
of the failure of Rothwells, the Teachers Credit Society, and so on.
Mr Ornodei: They have stacks of money; they told us tonight.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have listened to the member for Moore's contribution with great
interest, as other members have, and I think you are straying overmuch from local
government. I draw your attention to the Standing Order which says debate on a Division in
the Estimates does not permit discussion on Government activities not listed in that Division.
Most things are relevant to local government but I do not think that permits you to go on an
excursion or general traverse of other areas which are clearly outside local government
responsibility. I ask you to return to the subject matter.

Mr McNEE: I thank you for your guidance, Mr Chairman. I realise that one should at least
try to express the feelings of those people I am here to represent. One has to use every
opportunity to represent the things they believe. They are all part of our local government
scene. The point I am trying to make is that local government is important because of its
people. This Government pretends that it really does believe that but it does not. I make a
plea to this Government to consider the people in its actions. I believe the people have been
overtaxed, overcharged, given a raw deal, and they have to fight for every single
improvement that they get. It is fair to say that others can get it at the stroke of a pen. I do
not believe this is fair. I plead with the Government to be fair to the people in local
government because they are what local government is all about.

One can have the finest sporting facility but without people it is useless. This Government
needs to mend its ways and to put some of these people back into the country instead of
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depopulating country areas. This Governmnent needs to get serious about repopulating
country areas. It needs to make people available to those who cannot get employees to work
for them. It needs to help and to do more than just talk. This Government has fine sounding
things like the South West Development Authority but this Government is heavy on rhetoric
and small on achievement. I make a plea to the Government to take action on behalf of the
people of local government.

Mr D.L. SMITH: Until the last two speakers I had been enjoying the debates. Most of the
members who have spoken took the opportunity to speak positively about things that were
happening or were not happening in their electorates. The speeches of the member for Wagin
and the member for Avon were obviously well prepared and showed a great deal of concern
for local issues.

Mr Ornodei: No stamp of approval for the member for Moore or the member for Warren?

Mr D.L. SMITH: I was under the impression that because the member for Avon mentioned
the area of Moore the member for Moore felt compelled to speak. I think the member for
Warren might just have joined in the debate at the end without being sure whether he wanted
to or not.

I am not the Minister directly responsible so I do not intend to reply in detail to some of the
matters raised. The member for Scarborough mentioned the rewrite of the Local Government
Act and asked from where the resources for that would come. Substantial work in rewriting
and preparing the issues, principles and papers has already been done. It is really now a
matter of going through the consultation process wit local government. There is no need for
an enormous amount of expenditure. The resources of the Minister and the department will
be used to complete the discussions, the consultations and assessment of submissions as the
department receives them. The other three items raised relate to items in the Estimates and
we will deal with that when we get to the specific items.

The member for Nedlands raised the matter of the Subiaco Oval and the plan for the rescuing
of football in Western Australia. It has been suggested that Subiaco Oval should be taken out
of vesting in the Subiaco council and put with the football trust. This matter is still being
discussed by the Minister for Local Government, as Minister for Lands, with the City of
Subiaco and the football people. This matter has not been resolved. There may be some
alternatives to the question of removing it from its present vesting. However, it needs to be
remembered that the vesting is not vesting of ownership but vesting of control for certain
purposes and local authorities need to be mindful that devesting can occur. Local authorities
also need to be mindful of the problems that can occur when local sporting bodies may have a
21 year lease from local governments and they think they are going to have them in
perpetuity. Suddenly they find at the end of the lease that die local authority wants the land
for some other purpose. The local sporting body is then required to move and simply replace
the improvements that have made to the piece of land before the lease expired. An example
of this is occurring in my own electorate. The issue of what control will be put in place if the
vesting is taken away from Subiaco, is being considered. Compensation is not being
considered as we want to really consider firstly whether or not the devesting is an appropriate
way to go. There will be further discussion on that.

The member for Nedlands also mentioned the issue of bicycleways. There has been a
substantial increase in expenditure over recent years for cycleways in Western Australia. Part
of this work has been carried out by the bicycle team within the Department of Local
Government. A lot of money has been put into cycleways through community employment
grants. The Government under its cycleways policy provides a trust fund from which money
can be used for the construction of cycleways in local authority areas. The other concern the
member for Nedlands had involved the design and width of the cycleways. This matter has
been taken on board by the bike team in conjunction with local government engineers. The
construction of most of these cycleways has been carried out by local government itself to its
own specifications with recommendations made to it by the bike team.

Mr Canr: I think the Bike West team has actually prepared a set of model engineering
guidelines for cycleways.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am certain that the member for Nedlands has particular concerns -

Mr Court: My point is that they started off as a sort of footpath but once a lot of people start
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using them, they are just not adequate. A good example is around Mounts Bay Road. The
problem there is that there is not enough room to build a wider cycleway. It becomes
extremely busy with joggers and cyclists. Government, whether State or local, chinks it has
done its job if it puts down what is basically a footpath, but it needs to do more than that.
Another problem is in relation to the cycleways put down as a result of the various
employment schemes. For example, when one was built in my area it was built around the
corner, with the mirror facing the wrong way. There were a lot of accidents on the corner
and they had to rebuild the thing.

Mr DiL. SMITH: I suggest the member for Nedlands get a copy of those standard
specifications prepared by the bicycle team. He can then raise his concerns with it in relation
to the specifications. If the particular problem is a matter for the Nedlands or Subiaco City
Councils in relation to the way in which they construct cycleways, I suggest he takes that up
with the engineers of those two local authorities.

The member for Wagin raised a number of issues in relation to the rewriting of the Local
Government Act arising out of the International Union of Local Authorities Congress held in
Perth. I was pleased to hear his positive remarks about both those things, especially the
congress which I agree was a great success. The items he raised in relation to some of the
final declarations of the congress were important. One was the assured position and freedom
of local government within the three tiers of goverrnent, and I agreed both with the
declaration and most of his comments. The recent referendum was intended to try to
establish - at least in the Federal Constitution.- an assured place for local government. That
was lost. It is true that the State Government should now consider the possibility of looking
at its own Constitution to see whether there should be an assured place in the Constitution for
local government. However that is a matter I will pass on to the Minister. I also agree with
the member that obviously fireedom is as much about recognition as it is about money, and in
order to do theirjob properly local authorities need an adequate share of funds. As a result of
some changes in the way in which the Grants Commission allocations are made, there are
some concerns in that area. Last Friday [ actually visited the Dardanup Shire Council, which
occupies part of my electorate, and discussed that issue.

The matter of road funds is of substantial concern both in relation to the proposed new
formulas to be applied to the distribution of those funds arid also with what seems to be an
inadequate amount of funds being distributed. I can say only that I will pass on those
comments to both the Minister for Local Government and the Minister for Transport. The
member also raised the importance of participation by all people in major decisions, and he
expressed some concern about the low turnout in some local government elections. That
view does not necessarily seem to be shared by the member for Moore but I agree that an
important position of principle is made clear in the declaration of the congress, which is that
there should be a real role for participation by all ratepayers and other residenis in a local
government area in respect of the decisions of that local authority. The development of the
imperative in the final declaration was also an important issue. I think the approach the
member took to that was a considered one, which I will recommend to the Minister as being
one for which she should have some regard. The member also referred to the
recommendations made in relation to the environment. I agree that traditionally, local
government has not always seen its correct role in relation to the environment. That is partly
because in the past that issue has been seen as being primarily a Federal and State
Government matter; also in some cases some local authorities have not seen it as being part
of their role to become involved in that issue to any great degree. The member is correct in
saying that many of the envirornental and land degradation problems in particular are
especially prevalent in country areas. Local government will need considerable assistance in
both planning the appropriate responses to some of those land degradation problems and in
the capital expenditure required to try to overcome some of the problems which are almost
completely out of control . It is noteworthy that the Federal Government seems to be taking a
much greater interest in that area and its increased expenditure on land restoration programs
will hopefully express that. I hope that some of that extra expenditure will find its way
through to the coffers of local government because very often local government is in a better
position to be able to make decisions about what will best help abate the land degradation
than centrally based bureaucracies.

The member for Kingsley also raised some issues in respect of the review of the Local
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Government Act. In particular she referred to the Belmont recommendation to delete the
rating exemption for religious institutions and schools. I assure the member - and any
religious institution or school concerned about that - that this recommendation has nor found
any favour with Government. The Government has no intention to make any move in
relation to the deletion of that exemption. At a time when financial pressures are present for
both schools and religious bodies, I do not think it is reasonable to start imposing additional
burdens which they have not experienced in the past.

I thought the member for Greenough also contributed a very substantial and meaningful
discussion of the principles and issues paper. lHe was quite happy to congratulate the
Government on its current approach and on same of the consultation meetings which have
taken place. However, he also expressed concern that he had the impression from some of
the meetings he had attended that they were softening up processes rather than genuine
consultation. I assure him that is not the case. The object of those discussions is really to
hear the views of local government and to try to distil them into something which could be
made into final amendments to the Act. The member for Greenough should be congratulated
for the work he has done in going out to 10 shire councils in his electorate and talking to
them about the principles and issues paper, discussing particular issues with them and com-ing
back with a number of concerns in relation to some of the matters expressed to him during
those visits - in particular, issues such as the proposed boundary changes, compulsory voting
at elections, the number of councillors who should retire at any one election, the board and its
powers in relation to dismissing councils and administering them, and the pecuniary interest
declarations problem. While I do not want to convey in any sense that I agree with his
comments, at least he has taken the trouble to get the views of those councils and to bring
them back to this Parliament in the appropriate way.

The member for Avon, while his speech wandered from local government to regional
development - two matters of particular concern to him in respect of his electorate - was well
worth listening to in ternms of the issues raised and the considered approach he took to them.
He referred to the issue of the Avon River catchment system, the initiative by Alcoa and the
money it was expending in Trying to address some of the problems of that catchment, and
acknowledged That there are still major problems to be overcome in relation to that catchment
and several others in Western Australia, and rightly recognised there needed to be some
clarity as to whose responsibility it was to resolve some of those issues - whether it was to be
the Waterways Commission of Western Australia, the Water Authority of Western Australia,
the local authority or some other instrumentality or Government. The rest of his speech dealt
with some issues in relation to the river system and some of the wetlands in his electorate. I
listened thoughtfully to what he said and I will certainly pass on his comments to the Minister
for Local Government, the Minister for Water Resources and the Minister for Agriculture.
Another issue raised was in relation to regional development. The member was quite right in
congratulating the Avon foundation for getting up and running on its own without seeking
too much Government support. In due course I hope the central whearbelt or the central
midlands - whichever it prefers to be called - gets the appropriate amnount of Government
support for that initiative and that in due course there will be a central whearbelt development
authority to assist local councils in the work they are currently doing.

Regarding the matter of the art and culture provisions being reduced. I do not know where the
member gets these conclusions from. Substantial amounts of money have been provided to
country areas by the State Government for such things as local festivals and touring groups
visit country areas. It is true that the Shire of Northamn has done excellent work in providing
$60 000 or $70 000, but that has to be measured against the $2 million raised by the Bunbury
community for the concert hail to be built there; of course, one has to take into consideration
the size of the population and the types of industries in the area.
Mr Trenorden: I am more concerned about the hands-on activities; I was not referring to the
Touring activities. [ was referring to the possibility of performances within the community.

Mr D.L. SMIH: [ agree with that. The community arts officers are a helpful addition in
those roles. It is necessary to have local perfonning groups in country areas generally and it
has been found that supporting performing and local cultural pursuits in an area is of great
assistance.

The fur brigade levy has been an issue for 16 years and continues to be the subject of
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Government review. I would not be entirely pessimistic about the outcome of that review,
but it is a difficult issue that previous Governments have not been able to resolve.
The member for Warren quickly convented his speech into a political attack yet again on the
whole concept of regional development, and the South West Development Authority in
particular. He seemed to be attacking the enterprise agencies operating within his electorate.
The State Governiment is funding an enterprise agency in' the Northcliffe area and another at
Margaret River. The member seemed to say that these represented an attack on local
government.
Mr Omodei: You might be interested to know that I am a member of the enterprise agency,
and I was warning the Government that there was the potential to undermine local
goverrnent.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I do not see how the provision of funding for development of private
enterprise in country areas is an attack on local government.
Mr Omodei: It is usurping the interests of local government.
Mr DL. SMITH: I hope that is a message he takes back to the committee of which he is a
member. The object of the development authorities is in no way to usurp the interests of
local goverment; it is to facilitate and advance its interests. No doubt the member will be
attending the opening of a new community centre in his electorate which is funded jointly by
the South West Development Authority, the Lotteries Commission and the local authority.
The offer of funding for the Shire of Bridgetown has come from the development authority to
help provide a second floor in the budlding to which the member referred.
Mr Fred Tubby: That sont of thing has been going on for years and has not required a South
West Development Authority.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am not sure that the member for Roleystonie would be aware of the role
that the South West Development Authority is playing, but it certainly is not a traditional
role. It is one of facilitating and enhancing the role of local government and advancing the
interests of people living in the south west. It is not a question of competition for power; we
want to enhance the powers of local government through the review of the Act currently
being undertaking, and through the funding provided to local government. It is not true that
the development authority is a politicised agency. The Chairperson of the South West
Development Authority is Sir Donald Eckersley, and there is no question of him having any
political affiliation with the Labor Party because his political affiliation is well known to be
elsewhere. Another member is Jenny Wright, who is a former President of the Shire of
Bridgetown; Malcolm Wills is a member who comes from private enterprise in the Mandurab
area. The member for Warren was formerly a member of the advisory committee to the
authority and I have no complaint about the work he did. In fact, I have no complaint about
much of his work prior to entering politics. He always struck me as a fairly constructive
individual, but he seems to have lost that since he came into this place.
The tourism issue is one that concerns all country areas and there needs to be a clear
understanding of the roles of local government and the Tourism Commission in terms of
contributions to local tourist bureaus and the improvement of tourist facilities. The member
for Vasse criticised the Government yesterday for not taking an interest in the Surfing
competition in the south west, yet he seemed to overlook the fact that $75 000 was provided
for the improvement of Surfers Point over the last three years, and this is where most of the
competitions take place.

The member for Warren referred to the principles and issues paper, and his approach to that
was quite different from other members. He said that many of the suggestions within the
paper were over the top and he criticised some aspects of it including the suggestion that
councillors should be paid. He is entitled to his view, and while we want to encourage
voluntary community work, the time has probably come for the consideration of payment for
such work. However, if the majority do not want this, it will not happen.
The member for Moore raised a number of issues trying to remind us that local government is
about people. He is also a man I had the pleasure of touring the country area with on the
rural hardship committee; he was a jovial, good intentioned man in that period and I know he
is a considerate person with a good Christian soul, but I do not know what happened during
the three years he was not a member of this place because he seems to have come back with
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some vitriol which was not present before; maybe he thinks that that is the way to make sure
that he will not get defeated at the next election. However, people want members to be
positive about other people and about their electorates.

Regarding people in country areas generally, I can say from my experience as Minister for
Community Services that upon returning to many of the country areas such as Hyden, Fitzroy
Crossing, Cinowangerup and Kojonup I found that many areas in the great south experienced
similar problems in the past to those in the Moore area.
Mr House: When were you at Onowangerup?

Mr D.L. SMITH: I was going through a month ago. I was not actually stopping there.

Mr House: The point I raise with you - and it is not only the Minister - is that some of the
Ministers of your Government go into electorates without telling the local member.
Gnowange nip is my home town.

The CHAJRMAN: This point has been made under previous discussions under the Ministry
of the Premier and Cabinet Division; I remember the Premier gave a commitment that it
would not occur in the future.
Mr House: Was the Minister here?

The CHAIRMAN: That is not the point.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The good news from The discussions with the regional director for that
region is that the population in those towns is on the increase because a lot of people are
looking for alternative lifestyles and looking to those areas rather than the traditional move to
the Coast or south Coast area.

Mr House: We tried to tell you that during the electoral Bill debate, but you blokes would
not believe us.
Mr D.L. SMIITH-: I am saying that it is not true that people are being driven out of rural
areas. That did happen in the 1982-83 period which led to a substantial decline in the
population which was of concern to all of us. That is the reason this Government established
a Select Committee into rural hardship. The member for Moore and I were members of that
committee and I was pleased to tour with him. We were trying to implement methods to
support people in those areas and to encourage people back to those areas.

Recently I visited Hyden and I apologise to the Leader of the National Party because it was
remiss of me or my department not to advise himn that I would be visiting that town. The
reason I was at Hyden was to open a new building for the counselling service which has been
established with substantial funds from the State Government. It provides financial and
personal counselling by way of mobile services and it is beneficial to the community. It has
been indicated by some members tonight that These services are the result of the vitality of the
local committees which had the initiative to make funding applications and to continue to
manage them and that is appropriate for the communities with which they are dealing.

I congratulate the members for their contribution and I assure them that I will pass copies of
their speeches to the Minister for Local Government in order that she can read them at her
leisure.

Item 2: Corporate Services -
Mr STRICKLAND: I asked in the general debate what was involved in ths item because
there has been a 50 per cent reduction in the estimate this year. Is it to complete a program.

Mr D.L. SMITH: In relation to salaries in general, members will notice there has been a
reduction overall and that primarily arises out of the reduction as a result of the ministerial
office moving from local governent to land administration. The area on which we are
trying to concentrate is the local government services area which is servicing local
government per se. Corporate services deals with the internal management of the
department, for example, personnel and payroll requirements and the setting of corporate
objectives which need to be accomplished by the department. It is an alteration of priority
within the department and it is thought better to be spending more money on local
government services than on corporate services.
Item 5: Local Government Advancement Program -
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Mr WIIESE: This item has received a cut in funding of 50 per cent. It disturbs me because I
know chat the program helps to encourage and develop local government and I ask the
Minister for the reason for the funding cut.

Mr D.L. SMITH: [ understand it is a problem that a number of one-off projects which were
to be funded in the previous year and were meant to continue into the current year were not
commenced. For that reason Treasury, on the basis that the money had been allocated but not
spent, withdrew the allocation and all that has been added this year is the new money and not
the money anticipated for completion of ongoing work. The exact reasons why the program
was not cormmenced is a matter which the member should raise with the Minister for Local
Government.

Item 6: Bicycle Policy - Contribution to Trust Funds -

Mr STRICKLAND: I ask the Minister to clarify whether the contribution to the trust funds
goes to local government in the form of grants to assist in the development of bike paths. If
so, is there a specified formula, for example, a dollar for $2 or a dollar for dollar basis?
Would the Minister give me an indication of any major bike path programs that will be
funded from this fund?

Mr D.L. SMITH: I must confess that my notes do not extend to that item. However, it is a
contribution to the trusts from which the allocation to local authorities are made on a dollar
for dollar basis. I suspect some of the money may go to the contribution to the purchase of
bicycle helmets by schoolchildren. I am not certain about the list of projects to be undertaken
this year. I know there are two in my electorate. I am not familiar with any others and I do
not know whether the fund has been exhausted. I will convey the member's query to the
Minister for Local Government and ask her to reply in writing to him.

Item 7: Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals -

Mr HOUSE: I have no objection to the Government funding the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, but I was concerned to read comments by that organisation
in regard to the live sheep trade. That industry has a great effect on the people I represent and
it is a necessary part of their existence. If funds being supplied by the Government are being
used in a negative way and infornation is being misconstrued, as it has been in some of the
documentation I have seen distributed by the RSPCA, it is not in the best interests of the
State. The Budget should be in the best interests of the State. Having observed the live sheep
trade and the procedures that are in place [ advise the Chamber that they are some of the best
procedures in regard to the transporting of stock we could possibly have. All the care and
attention necessary is given to those animals. There will always be losses when it comes to
stock - even on farms there are stock losses. Is this allocation directed at employing people,
or advertising?

Mr BRADSHAW: The RSPCA is a group which provides a tremendous service to the
community not only in looking after animals which may have suffered some form of cmuelty
but also in providing the necessary care and facilities for injured animals. I do not think it
hurts the Government to provide funds for this association. However, this year there has not
been an increase in the vote and it should be increased according to the Consumer Price
Index. I notice that in many areas the Government does not appear to have increased votes in
line with the CI. I agree with the member for Stirling's comments about the live sheep
trade. People do become emotional about these things but it is important export industry. A
few years ago the animal liberation movement tried to take over the RSPCA, obviously for
self-interest, and I do not remember the details. However, it must have become involved
because of the events of the past few weeks. I am concerned that the Government has not
increased this year's allocation to a very important cause. That is not sufficient. Although
they should stick to looking after what they exist for, the Government should look at a
reasonable increase for them.

Mr D.L. SMITH-: The member for Wellington queried the fact that the grant has not
increased. However, during the life of this Government it has increased from $20 000 to
$40 000 and then to the present $60 0-00. It has not been increased this year. but in six years
has increased by 200 per cent. I agree with the member for Wellington that the work done by
the society is excellent and should receive both public and private support. The issue raised
by the member for Stirling related to all organisations receiving Government funds. In
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relation to Government funding per se, we do not want to get into a situation where because a
body receives that funding it feels constrained about any view it wishes to express on a public
issue or any role it wishes to play which is broader than the one which is its primary function.
There was a letter to a newspaper in Mandurah from an organisation funded under the
supported accommodation program relating to a political issue in a strong way. One looks at
that and sees a Government funded organisation becoming involved in local politics.
However, when we fund such orgartisarions we do not presume that that in any way gives us
the right to call the shots about their ability to do those sorts of things. Once we decide to do
that we are taking over those organisations through the back door of funding and that should
not be the object of such funding. However, we wish to ensure that money allocated to those
organisations is spent on the purpose for which it attracted funding in the first place.
Obviously the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals attracted funding on
the basis that we wanted to prevent cruelty to animals and that was a good vehicle by which
to achieve that objective.

As the member for Wellington said, there is a suggestion that the animal liberation moves on
that organisation were an attempt to make it a more political one. That may or may not be the
case, but so long as the society continues to play the role of preventing cruelty to animals in
the way funding was intended to be used I do not think we would deny its right to become
involved in political issues such as the live transport of stock. Although that is mainly done
in a humane way it is appropriate for organisations concerned about the position of animals to
consider the processes and the methodology used in the transport of those animals and to
make criticisms it feels necessary about them. If they wish to do that in a political way, we
should not be threatening to take away their funding so tong as they continue to achieve the
basic object for which the funding was intended. So long as the RSPCA continues to do what
it is funded for there is no suggestion of a withdrawal of funding because of its other
activities. It is the right of any organisation. with particular concerns, whether in relation to
animals or anything else, to raise issues in a political way as they see fit, and we should not
tr to control their funding on the basis of those views.

Division 30 put and passed.

Division 31: Land Administration, $39618000-
Mr COURT: My concern relates to lack of availability of land in some areas in the Pilbara
and the Kimberley. It is the old story that there is heaps of land but it is often not available to
people wanting to build for industrial or residential uses. As an example, the other day
people were having difficulty getting suitable waterfront land for industrial purposes in the
Dampier region. Can the Minister inform the Committee which towns are having trouble
getting suitable land on the market? I know there was a problem in Broome for many years.
Can the Minister explain which areas are experiencing problems with residential and
industrial land shortages as there is nothing more annoying for people who want to move in
to an investment in a town than being unable to get the sort of land they need? Does the
Minister have that information?

Mr D.L. SMITH: No.

Mr OMODEI: The Department of Land Administration is responsible for all vacant Crown
land which is in great demand for further subdivision as rural land. What does the
department do regarding vermin control in areas adjacent to agricultural land? Also, what
does it do in relation to the provision of industrial land for towns in this State? I know local
goverrnent has a number of demands for further industrial land, so what does the
Goverrnent have in mind for those industrial estates?

Mr HOUSE: I note with interest that the budgeted amount for this Division is decreased from
that of last year. I know the Minister handling this Division is not responsible for the
Department of Land Administration and is acting for the responsible Minister, but this is
probably the most inefficient department run by Government. I could hold up the Chamber
all night giving examples of its inefficiency.
Mr D.L. Smidth: I think that reflects a view that is three or four years out of date.

Mr HOUSE: If the Minister wishes to argue I suggest he go to the Department of Land
Administration and try to get a tidle transferred or some work done. They will give him a
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piece of paper and put him in a queue. As recently as last week he would have been given
number 80 and been fortieth in the queue as there were two people serving the 80 people
waiting. The service in the front office of that department is disgraceful and if the Minister
doubts that he should go and have a look. The people there have the worst public face for the
Government of any Government department [ have dealt with in terms of liaison and putting
on a good image; they look and act as though they do not care.

Mr D.L. Smith: You and I will have to agree to disagree on that, as it is not my view.

Mr HOUSE: H-as the Minister been there recently?

Mr D.L. Smith: Periodically.

Mr HOUSE: And has he gone there to go through the process as a member of the public and
not as Minister?

Mr D.L. Smith: The member may well be comparing his experience to my experience years
ago as a solicitor who went there to perform various taks. However, things have changed
for the better.

Mr HOUSE: I bow to the Minister's knowledge when dealing with that department as an
articled clerk. If they have improved [ am terribly sorry for the people who had to deal with
them before as they must have been dreadful. This is an area the Government should smarten
up. I a~m amazed that the amount for administrative support has been halved in this Budget
and that information systems support for this department has received the same treatment
with about a 40 per cent reduction in funding. That is extraordinary in an area which, on the
surface, does not appear to be as efficient as it should be.

Is it the Minister's view that it is the function of people in the Department of Land
Admin-istration to offer advice on the stamping of titles? I could give the Minister a classic
example of staff at the Department of Land Administration offering advice about whether
they thought a scamn was being perpetrated. I wonder where their responsibility starts and
stops with regard to making those sorts of assessments.

Mr D.L. SMITH: As I indicated to the member for Nedlands, I am not entirely certain of all
the pressures operating in relation to land development, either in the north west or in country
areas. Ft is necessary to understand that the allocation to the Department of Land
Administration comes in two forms. One is the CRF expenditure, which is the
$3.618 million covered here. The other is the moneys which come in through the loan fund
expenditure and from the department's own activities. Loan fund expenditure this year has
an additional $17.541I million, so the total amount of the allocation for both land development
and administration is $57.159 million. The slight reduction in the ongoing budget reflects the
easier trend in the real estate market caused by the Australian Government's tight monetary
policy in order to slow a degree of overheating in the market which occurred previously.
However, within the ongoing allocation are various amounts for capital investment of one
kind or another.

In relation to land development in general the notes that I have are as follows: Provision has
been made under the General Loan Fund for an allocation of $1.7.541 million for Crown land
development in this State, strong demand for developed townsite land to service the expanded
tourism industry in the north of the State, as well as the mining industry in the central and
north eastern goldfields. This requires an extensive program of planning development and
the release of Crown land during 1988 and 1989. The sum of $12.6 million has been
allocated for 1989-90 to proceed with the numerous developments in progress. A further
$4.9 million is provided to commence subdivision in various centres throughout this State.
Residential subdivisions are proposed at Laverton, Leonora, Nullagine, Cervantes, Lancelin,
Jurien and Dunsborough, and provision is made for light industrial developments at Broome
and Fitzroy Crossing and for service trades at Jurien and Camarvon. The CRtE expenditure
allocation details I shall come to later.

By and large the role of land administration is to provide land development and develop land.
In some areas of the State in the past it has been difficult to attract private enterprise. This is
true of almost any of the inland areas, even in the south west: Pinjarra, Waroona, Collie,
Boyup Brook and Bridgetown are all areas where it is very difficult to get private developers
to undertake land development. Those towns are calling out for a greater involvement by the
Department of Land Administration.
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In the north west one only has to go to places like Brtoome to see the enormous pace of
development. There is a shortage of land of various types in Broome and in many of those
north west and Kimberley towns. The Government recognises those needs and is attempting
to address them through the allocations made through this department, but there are limits to
the money which any Government can provide. In the end, we hope that where land
development becomes profitable, as it may well do in Broome and ocher places where land
prices are relatively high, we might be able to attract more land developers into developing
land, either through acquiring broad acres from the State or in some other way.
In relation to the general administration of the Department of Land Administration, my
view - and I am sure that of the actual Minister - is quite different from that of the deputy
Leader of the National Party. It is not fair to judge the performance of the Land Titles Office
in particular on the basis of one or two visits. If one considers the enon-mous land boom in
Western Australia over the last 18 months and the consequent substantial increase in the
number of titles transferred and new titles developed, the efficiency of the land administration
must be admired, as must be the patience of the large number of front counter staff who have
to deal with queuing. I know the deputy Leader of the National Party may not have to queue
up very often in Gnaw angerup, but one of the tricks of being a settlement agent or an articled
clerk is knowing the times of day when it is best to go to places like the Titles Office. If one
trms up there in the early hours of the morning one will join the rush of people sent to do
urgent searches and suffer the problem of being number 80 in the queue. If one goes down
there at various times of the day one quickly identifies the quiet times when one can be
served relatively quickly.

Mr House: After my first experience I sent my wife the second time, so [ did learn frm my
first experience.

Mr D.L. SMIH: When [ was an articled clerk it occurred to me char if I wore a skirt and
was more attractive I might have been sered more quickly. Nonetheless, with Government
departments which are very busy -likce the Land Titles Office - one tries to strike a balance
between the fees one charges for the service of the department and the speed and quality of
that service. As there was a tremendous boom in land titles last year, [ think the office can be
congratulated for having got through that boom period as well as it did. In the end itris a
question of balancing waiting time against a substantially higher fee which would be required
if we were to double the size of the staff.

There has been no reduction in the staff allocation to the Land Titles Office. The increase is
not substantial; it is of the Order of $300 000 compared with last year's Budget. There has
been a slight reduction in the services allocation this year as compared with the vote last year
and what was actually spent. The expectation is that this year the real estate market will be
quieter and that the money the office will require under the category of other services does
not need to be as great this year as it was last year. If there is a need, no doubt allowance will
be made for excess expenditure in the same way as it was made for the 190 000 excess
expenditure in that area last year.

Division 31 put and passed.

Division 32: Zoological Gardens Board. $3 284 000 -

Mr BRADSH4AW: The transformnation which has taken place in the Perth Zoo is a credit to
those in charge. They have done a fantastic job in the last few years trying to make the Zoo a
more natural habitat for the animals and for the people who want to look at them. The Zoo
continues trying to win money from the public with appeals, and obviously it has been
successful because it hopes to raise over $1 million from the public or from business or
whoever wishes to contribute this year. I ari also pleased that the Zoo is putting the train
back in action. I know a train is not relevant to the Zoo, but when 1 was a child the Zoo train
was one of the two highlights of visiting the Zoo. The other was riding on the elephant, It is
unfortunate that the elephant died and the Zoo took the train out of service. As a child one
has ideas about what one prefers, but I remember riding on the elephant and the train and
then looking at the other sights at the Zoo. I am pleased the board has decided that a train is
in order and has put it back into service.

A few years ago there was talk of a rural zoo being established in the south west. On that
occasion the poor old Wokalup Research Station was to be sold off, as has been proposed
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before. So far we have managed to keep the research station intact. Is the Zoological Board
interested in that rural zoo or is it just an idea of the South West Development Authority? I
have grave doubts about the viability of a rural zoo, even though it would be great for tourism
in the south west. On the other hand it would be a very expensive exercise. I know of one
person who tried to establish a wildlife park in the south west;, unfortunately it sent him broke
because the cost of feeding animals and looking after them is very high. Is the rural zoo still
on the agenda? Was it an idea of the Zoological Board or the South West Development
Authority, or some other authority?
Mr WIESE: We are looking at a substantial capital expenditure planned on the Zoological
Gardens this year. If my memory serves me correctly that follows on from a substantial
capital works program last year of $2.6 million; this year the amount to be spent is just on
$3 million. While I respect the Zoo for the work it has done and for the amenity it provides
to the general public, I wonder sometimes where our priorities lie. This is particularly the
case when one compares the expenditure of $3 million with what is allocated to other areas
which are absolutely essential to people, especially in the country area. Compare the
$3 million allocated to the Zoological Gardens to the $2 million allocated towards the rural
water strategy, the $1.3 million in grants and subsidies allocated to sporting and recreation
bodies, the $2.5 million allocated to the Small Business Development Corporation, the
$3.5 million allocated to regional development in the north west and expenditure of $900 000
for the Great Southern Development Authority. Where do our priorities lie? Like Nero, are
we providing recreational facilities for the masses while Rome bums? All the areas I have
highlighted make substantial contributions to the economy and the development of industry
throughout this State. However, if members contrast the expenditure on such items with the
expenditure of the Zoo they will know that I did not say this last year, but I feel a Lot better
for having said it this year.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Chamber has had the opportunity to consider whether the remarks of
the member for Wellington and the member for Wagin in relation to the level of expenditure
at the Zoo were appropriate. I favour the view of the member for Wellington. [ think that the
Zoo plays an important educational, entertainment, and social role by giving families the
opportunity to go somewhere together - particularly if they have young children - as a means
by which they can develop relationships one to the other. While the Perth Zoo is not quite in
the same category yet, if one goes to the San Diego Zoo and sees both the major zoo and the
free range zoo, one appreciates what wonderful tourist attractions they can be. Like the
member for Wellington when he was a child, I found the Zoo a marvellous place when I was
a lad. However, during my teenage years and middle 20s I gained the impression that it was
starting to depreciate and was not the sort of place to which one could take one's family. An
enormous amount of work has been done in recent years to restore the Zoo to what it should
be. While the member for Wagin may argue that this says something about the
Government's priorities, I think it is money long overdue to be spent. The Zoo has not
simply relied on the Government but has gone out of its way to try to raise as much money as
it could from its own resources and by public fundraising activities. I think the Zoological
Board should be congratulated for the work it has done. One has only to look at the works in
progress this year - the African savannah, the Bicentennial education centre, the nuinbat
exhibit, the animal discovery centre, the children's view, the development program, the dingo
exhibit, microworld, the pre-kangaroos and crocodiles exhibit, the Zoo train and other minor
works - to realise that the Zoo is being convented into the attractive place I remember as a
child, where it was really a place where people went for Saturday or Sunday outings, or
where schools went during the week as an educational exercise.

The flee range zoo project, which was proposed at one stage by the South West Development
Authority, to be established at the Wokalup Research Station, has been abandoned, because it
was found that it involved expenditure of moneys which were not available to be spent at the
time the zoo was proposed, and there was some doubt about the viability of a free range zoo
in that position to attract enough of the residential market to make it pay. It is not proposed at
ths stage as far as I am aware that the Zoo extend to a free range zoo closer to the
metropolitan area, but it is intended that the Zoo acquire some land where it could grow some
of its own fodder and allow some of the animals breathing space before they returned to the
Zoo environment. Announcements in relation to that will have to wait until land is acquired
and firm plans are put in place for the Minister to announce. The issue of priorities
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and the amount of money that could be made available to things like the Zoo is always a
controversial matter. I know that members opposite are going around the countryside
suggesting that the Government is short of money. The truth is that the total expenditure by
Government this year is increasing in the order of $600 million in the Consolidated Revenue
Fund. That does not indicate any shortage of money. What is always a problem in terms of
hospitals, zoos, educational facilities and the like is simply determinting priorities. The
priorities the Government is giving the Zoo at the moment are about right, although I am sure
the Director of the Zoo thinks he could do with a lot more money than he is being given.

Mr BR.ADSHAW: An administration and education staffig level of 29 seems high. Would
the Minister please provide a breakdown. I am concerned about the level of administration
which seems required in a lot of establishments. I am one for prudence in these matters and it
concerns rme that so much is set aside for administration and education. I also notice that
there are four train attendants. It will be interesting to know whether guards are included.
Westrail has been fighting for four train guards and still does not have that privilege. I see a
$40 000 contingency has been allocated to the restaurant this year. Is the restaurant run as a
private concern, that is, leased out, or is it run by the Perth Zoological Gardens Board itself?
Are its incomnings greater than its outgoings?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Unfortunately. the detail I have does not extend to the breakdown of the 29
administration and education staff. I will convey the member for Wellington's query to the
Minister and invite her to respond in more detail. The train attendants are not just guards,
they are the people who operate the train. The increased expenditure simply reflects the
capital being spent on the train to make it more attractive. I fact, $160 000 will be spent on
the train this year to enhance it and make it more exciting for children. With increased
patronage, one needs a greater number of attendants and that is the reason for the increase in
the Budget allocation from $ 10 000-odd to $70 000 1 am not certain whether the restaurant
is privately leased and whether the contingency item is for capital works improvement or
whether it is operated by the Zoo itself. I will also convey this query to the Minister and ask
that she respond.

Division 32 put and passed.

Division 33: Keep Australia Beautiful Council. $184 000 - put and passed.

Division 34: Office of the Family, $7 316 000 -

Mr FRED TUJBBY: It was an excellent move to split the Office of the Family from The
Department for Community Services and to have separate Ministers for each area. The
Office of the Family must take a proactive role in contrast to the Department for Community
Services which tends more to be reactive to problems and the solutions, whereas the Office of
the Family should be trying to promote family life and strengthen the family unit. We all
know that the family unit has been under a great deal of stress in recent years.
Earlier in the Budget debate we discussed the increase in taxation and interest rates and
reduced real incomes over the last few years which have caused, amongst other things, severe
stress and strain on the family unit. We must do all we can to promote the family structure
because it is the cornerstone of our society. If that breaks down, society will break down
soon after. I compliment the Government for making that office a separate ministerial area.
The establishment of the Western Australian Family Foundation with a grant of $12 million
was an excellent move. However, from observations and questions around the community it
would appear that most of the grants that have been allocated from the Family Foundation
have gone to what I consider to be more community groups. Scouts, guides, cubs, and
church groups are some examples of the community groups that have received grants -
$2 000 being the maximum - from the foundation. I am not knocking the distribution of
grants to these organisations, but it seems more appropriate that they should have received
grants from the Departments of Youth, and Sport and Recreation or even from Division 25,
Miscellaneous Services. I do not see that ailocatinig grants to the scouts and guides has
anything to do with promoting and strengthening family units. These moneys are certainly
needed by community groups but I think it is inappropriate to take them from the Western
Australian Family Foundation. I believe 852 grants have been made under the Family
Foundation as at 30 June and about $1.13 1 million was expended on those community grants.
I believe the other $5.5 million has been allocated for family centres.

5090 (ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 22 November 1989] 59

Mrs Beggs: That's about right.

Mr FRED TUBBY: I think about $6.5 million from the Family Foundation was spent during
the last financial year. I assume $5 million, the balance of that, was spent on the construction
of family centres.

Mrs Beggs: It was about $3.4 million.
Mr FRED TUBBY: Again, I am not knocking the concept of family centres. Perhaps
'family centres' is a misnomer; perhaps they should be referred to as 'community centres'
because a lot of different organisations will be using those facilities. I believe that the proper
funding for those centres should have come from capital works and not from a so-called
Family Foundation. I find it difficult to come to grips with the fact that putting a building in
a suburb is promoting and supporting the family unit. The aim of a Family Foundation
should be to hold the family together rather than build bricks and mortar structures around the
suburbs. I do not disagree with those buildings being erected, but the money should have
come out of another area. Some of the areas which I believe should come under the Family
Foundation are in the 1988-89 Budget. An amount of $30 000 was allocated to encourage
marriage education programs and $ 10 000 went to each of three different agencies: The
Marriage Guidance Council of WA Inc, Centrecare, and the Anglican Marriage and Family
Counselling Services. Another $200 000 was provided to country areas split up into five
regional agencies. Again, I support that. Another $20 000 was allocated to WA marriage
and family week in 1990 and $21 000 to marriage education initiatives. This all comes to
about $271 000. Out of the $12 million that was allocated to the Western Australian Family
Foundation - a unit for supporting and strengthening the family unit - only $271 000 appears
to have been directly spent on appropriate organisations. I applaud each of those initiatives,
but perhaps some of that money could have been better allocated to the Departments of
Youth, and Sport and Recreation to provide community grants to the organisations that have
been helped through the foundation. Some of that money could have gone into capital works
to provide bricks and mortar.
It was set up to strengthen the family unit and to do that only $217 000 has been allocated. I
do not think that is a realistic figure considering all the hype connected with the election
campaign in relation to the family unit. I am not knocking the spending of the money in the
other areas. However, the Minister is drawing a long bow by suggesting that allocating that
sort of money to the Family Foundation will support the family unit.
Mr BRADSHAW: I do not like disagreeing with my colleague, the member for Roleystone,
but the Family Foundation was set up as a political ploy by the Government. Last year was
an election year and cheques were handed out all over the State whether the people wanted
them or not.

Mr Cunningham: That is unfair.
Mr BRADSHAW: That is not unfair. It was a political ploy to buy votes.
Mrs Beggs: That is untrue.
Mr BRADSHAW: That is not untrue and the Minister knows it. The Government, by giving
money to the Boy Scouts and other organisations, is taking away the independence of the
people of Western Australia and making them dependent on the Government. It is creating a
handout mentality. The first thing that an organisation says when it wants money is, "Which
Government department do we go to?"
Dr Gallop: What is your policy? Are you going to end it?
Mr BRADSHAW: I would like to end it.

Mr Pearce: Are you suggesting that no money be given to the Boy Scouts or kindergartens?
Mr BRADSHAW: It is up to them to raise their own money.

Mrs Beggs: Are you suggesting that you would dispense with all Government funds for four
year old programs?
Mr BRADSHAW: All I can say is that this Government is fostering a dependent society.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Order! That level of discussion should not take
place between members. The member on his feet was having trouble taking part in the
A72661-11
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debate. The member for Wellington should be aware that we are in general debate on the
Office of the Family, not on ktern 5.
Mr BRADSHAW-. As I said, this Government is fostering a dependent State. That is causing
a complete socialist breakdown of the family.

Dr Gallop: Come on!

Mr BRADSHI-AW: Of course it is. It is a handout mentaity which has developed through the
Office of the Family. We should be trying to strengthen families by making them do their
own thing.

Dr Gallop: "Making them"?

Mr BRADSHAW: I did not mean to say "making them". It is up to them to do it if they
wish.
Mr Kobelke: What about incentives in business? Is that a handout?
Mr BRADSHAW: In some instances it is, but I believe that we have to encourage
manufacturing in Australia. We have to give incentives but it is how those incentives are
given that is important.

Mr Omodei: And when.

Mr BRADSHAW: Of course. It is not a matter of giving out money.

Dr Gallop: Would you remove all grants to voluntary organisations in the commnunity?

Mr BRADSH-AW: 1 would have to give that consideration. In general terms, most of the
grants should not be provided.

Dr Gallop: What about the RSPCA? You referred to that organisation earlier.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is slightly different.

Mrs Beggs. It is not different.

Mr Pearce: Money for dogs but not for kids!

Mrs Beggs: That is the most atrocious thing I have heard.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is not atrocious. The Minister has a do-gooder attitude by giving
people money. Last year, an election year, the Government provided $360 000 for holiday
activities. What happened this yeas? Nothing, that is what happened.

Dr Gallop: The Duke of Wellington, the scourge of socialism.

Mr BRADSHAW: As soon as socialism goes, the better.

Mrs EDWARDES: Does the allocation to the Sumfun Holiday Activities take place under
the Department for Community Services allocation? An allocation was made for holiday
activities in 1988-89, and there is no estimate for this year. Was the amount of $360 000 part
of the Sumfun Holiday Activities allocation that was expended last year?
Mrs BEGGS: I am absolutely amazed by the comments of some members of the Opposition.
The family portfolio funds a number of initiatives which have been outlined very clearly in
the Budget papers. The amount allocated to the family centres program exceeds $3.4 million
this yeas. The family fellowship program will receive in excess of $50 000; the marriage
education program in excess of $200 000; the parent education program in excess of $30 000;
scouts and guides a sum of $207 000: Sumfun Holiday Activities, $250 000: and violence in
the family program has been allocated an amount of $195 000. The Government's ongoing
commitment to improve facilities for families in the family centres program was announced
in last yeas's Budget. Family centres provide a very commendable program for families in
many communities. I have the benefit of that program in my electorate as I think many
members have the same benefit.

Mr House: How many of them are situated in the agricultural region?
Mrs BEGGS: I know that when the program was first announced, many members were
disappointed that they did not take advantage of this program.

Mr House: How many of them are situated in the agricultural region of this State?
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Mr Bradshaw: None. They all went to Labor seats.
Mrs BEGGS: That is not true.
Mr Fred Tubby: 1 got one in mine.
Mr House: How many are situated in the agricultural region of this State?

Mrs BECGS: I do not know how many are located in the agricultural area. I ask the Deputy
Leader of the National Party whether he approves of these centres.

Mr House: I think they are a good idea and we would like some in the country area.

Mrs BEGGS: They have been a great success and a wide variety of formal and informal
activities have been provided in those centres. Those programs accommodate four year old
children in the year before they attend preprimary school. In the coming year the
Government will fund the construction of a further 13 family centres and will upgrade seven
existing buildings with funds allocated to the Family Foundation. The member for
Wellington was very critical in his short address on this item about the Government's actions
in relation to the Scout Association of Australia. It is important to state that the
Government's social policy is absolutely underpinned by a commitment to strengthen
community networks and encourage the involvement of young people in their community
through activities that promote cooperation, self development and self reliance.

Mr Bradshaw: You are taking it away from them.

Mrs B EGGS: I deny that absolutely. The member for Wellington referred to the scouts and
guides association and I ask for his views on that group.

Mr Bradshaw: I included that group in the many other organisations to which I referred. I
think it is a fantastic organisation, and I used to be a boy scout.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Perhaps I could help the Minister and further
the debate, especially on the items, by encouraging members to desist from discussing family
centres on the basis that they are clearly not dealt with in this area but involve the Capital
Works Budget. I suggest members contain their remarks until that debate is held.

Mrs BEGGS: It is important to note that the Scout Association of Australia has provided a
range of young people from many backgrounds with opportunities for self development and
the sharing of worthwhile community conscious activities. Those people have done a very
conscientious job in supporting the community.

Mr Bradshaw: Without Government help.

Mrs BEGGS: If that were the case, I am sure that they would not approach the Governument
year after year for this sort of assistance.

Mr Bradshaw: You have created this handout mentality where the first thing they do is run to
the Government for help.

Mrs BEGGS: I find it difficult to accept that the view of the member for Wellington is
shared by his colleagues on the Opposition benches. The Government will continue its
commnitment in previous years to support the very worthwhile work in those types of
organisations, and to support young people in their endeavours to improve their community
attitude, to look at their aspirations for the future, and to model themselves on a role that is
compatible with all the things we consider worthwhile.

Reference was made to holiday activities, for which an allocation of $250 000 has been made
in this year's Budget. That program will extend the range of holiday activities available for
children, teenagers and families during the school holiday period. It has been heavily
advertised and the information made available to all those groups where vacation care
programs provide leisure activities for the children of parents who have difficulty maintaining
supervision and care of their children at times when it is necessary for them to work and their
children require constant daily supervision. It is also relevant that many of those programs
include the family, and not just the children. They are very responsible programs and I am
delighted to say that they have been very well supported by many families throughout
Western Australia. It is important that members on both sides support that program,
regardless of whether some people have a very perverse view of how it should operate.
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Mr Fred Tubby: If it is so good, why has no money been allocated in this year's funds?
Mrs B EGGS: An amount of $250 000 has been allocated under the Sumfun Holiday
Activities program, referred to in the Budget papers.
Mrs Edwardes: Under which item does it appear?

Mrs BEGGS: Under the family Foundation item.

Mrs Edwardes: Is there an itemnised breakdown of that allocation of $6.5 million to the
Family Foundation?
Mirs BEGGS: No. That holiday activity is a very specific component and the provision of
holiday activities will be expanded. It will also provide for advertising so that parents are
more aware of the facilities available. All these programs will be widely advertised.

Mrs Edwardes: If a question were put on notice, would it be possible to have a total
breakdown of the $6.5 million?
Mrs BEGGS: I am sure it would be. The Family portfolio is a very important part of the
Government's initiative and I understand that members are anxious to learn details about the
operation of these programs. I am happy ro provide answers to questions on notice to ensure
that members are able to communicate to their constituents the derails of the programs of
which they can rake advantage. I am distressed that some members have said tonight that this
item acquaints with a handout mentality.

Mr Bradshaw: It does.

Mrs BEG3GS: I do not agree.

Mr Bradshaw: I know you do not agree, because you are a socialist and that is the socialist
philosophy.

Mrs BEGGS: I will outline parts of the Family Foundation budget for the benefit of the
member opposite: Family centres capital budget $3.48 million; maniage education,
$200 000; violence in the family and domestic violence, $195 000; parent education,
$30 000; and Sumfun Holiday Activities, $250 000.
Item 4: Domestic Viulence Co-ordinating Committee -

Mr HOUSE: Is the amount shown here the total funding for domestic violence groups or is
there another source of funding in the Budget for these people? Almost every member of
Parliament would have contact with these sorts of groups. We support the work that
women's refuges are doing in the community. It is a fact that most of them are under-
resourced and have a difficult struggle to provide emergency accommodation and other
necessary things such as emergency food and health care. If this is not the total funding,
where do other sources of funding appea in the Budget, particularly for women's refuges?
Item 5: Western Australian Family Foundation - Contribution to Trust Fund -

Mr FRED TUBBY: The Family Foundation was established prior to the recent election with
a grant of $12 million. My understanding of a foundation is that money is collected and goes
into a trust fund where it accumulates interest which is used to promote the arts or something
in the community. The definition I have received from the Minister is that it is a trust
account funded from the Consolidated Revenue fund and that it is Treasury policy not to pay
interest on trust accounts funded from the Consolidated Revenue Fund. The Western
Australian Family Foundation's funds are held by Treasury as part of the public bank
account. That is pretty straight forward.

During the past couple of months I have asked questions about the foundation and found it
has spent of the order of $6.5 million. When I received this Budget document and saw an
allocation to it of $6.55 million I put a question on notice asking why there had been a cut
back this year to the foundation's funding and [ received a reply that there was no decrease in
funding and that the allocation of $6.55 million restored its total funds to $12 million, so
according to the Minister there should be $12 million shown in the Budget. I then asked the
Treasurer what was the surplus remain-ing in the Consolidated Revenue Fund at the end of the
rmnancial year and he replied that it was $589 059 as at 30 June this year. What has happened
to the other $5.5 million, as according to the Minister's response to question 1261 the
$6.55 million was to restore that fund to a .total of $12 million? If that balance is
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$12 million and the amount in Consolidated Revenue Fund at the end of the year was only
$589 059, what on earth happened to the other $5.5 million?
Mr HOUSE: I realise we cannot go back in this Budget debate and I wish to speak to this
item because the allocation has been halved and I would like to know from the Minister why
it has been halved. I am disappointed that the Minister did not answer my questions relating
to the previous item because I had other issues to raise in relation to it. I would have raised
those issues when she responded. However, if that is the way the Government wishes to
proceed with this debate, I do not want to be bloody-minded, but the Government will be
here a damned sight longer than it wishes to be. I hope the Minister answers this question.

Mr DONOVAN: I wish to correct a couple of misunderstandings about the Western
Australian Family Foundation. The first is that the halving of' the amount does not rake into
account an understanding of what the Family Foundation was set up to do and the extent to
which it has been doing it. No doubt the Minister will address that matter, anyway. My
concern is the myth we have heard from the member for Wellington and from the Opposition
spokesman in this area, that somehow or other the Western Australian Family Foundation
represents a socialist handout situation which is geared to make families not independent and
effective but dependent on the State, unable to act or do anything for themselves, and that
really, to quote the member for Wellington, they ought be sent off to do their own thing. It is
a pity it is so late because I am sure a number of families in my electorate and those in the
electorates of every other member would have liked to hear that message from the member.

I do not know how many families the member for Wellington and the member for Greenough
have in their electorates with which they have contact. I do not know how much time they
spend in representing families and family issues, but I know how much time I spend and I
know what the make-up of my electorate and a number of the surrounding electorates is, and
I can tell those two members that the whole point about support for the family is not based on
some notion that we ought enshrine them in a sacred cloud and send them off on their merry
way to find some kind of heaven. We are talking about a practical approach to the additional
and extensive pressures that families experience in day to day life in our city, and in our
country towns.

Mr Wiese: You got that in just in time.

Mr DONOVAN: I saw the member looking at me. I am very aware of the three community
houses that have been opened in recent years in country towns - at Port Hedland, Geraldton
and Kalgoorlie if I am not mistaken. They are not to be confused with family centres, of
course, but they certainly do illustrate the point that this sort of approach to community
support - and the same is true of family centres - is a long way from the handout mentality.
Those community centres have drawn around them a wide range of activities, interests and
functions that have empowered families and communities and have put them in touch with
resources of which they would otherwise never have been aware, or been able to access.

The whole point about the Family Foundation is that it is simply an extension of the same
logic; that is, what we must do if we are serious about supporting families and family life is
to make sure that families in suburbia or in regional centres do have access to the sorts of
resources that are more likely to enrich family life. What we do not want to do - and it has
taken a Labor Governiment to realise and implement this thinking - is to say, "Governments
are only in the business of generating economic wealth because it is a nice thing to do or
because it suits our particular private enterprise, or whatever, to do that.' The whole point
that has been made by two successive Premiers since Labor took over in this State is this
question: Why the production of economic wealth? Our answer to that question is: For the
wellbeing, security and advancement of people in our community; that is why we do it.
Family centres and the Family Foundation are extensions and reflections of that sort of
philosophy. I can tell members - and indeed, the Minister has mentioned the family centre in
her area so she would know better than I - that where those family centres arising from the
Family Foundation are in action they are producing massively successful results.

Mr House: How many of them are in the country?
Mr DONOVAN: I cannot answer that question either, but I am not the Minister. As
members know very well, those family centres which are operating, and those which are
under construction, will do several important things in terms of family support, firstly in the
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area of programs and services for preschool children, and secondly in the area of a range of
programs and activities for parents and people in the surrounding comnmunities. All those
things are aimed at family support and the enrichment of family life in the community.

However, it does not stop there. The Family Foundation was not set up simply to staff and
resource family centres in the case of this Budget, and in the case of another Budget to
construct them; it was set up to sponsor a deliberately wide range of activities that could
satisfy simple criteria. The first of those criteria is support for the family.

Mr Wiese: Can any group get those grants?

Mr DONOVAN: Yes - a Scour group may qualify.

Mr Omodei: Is this the Government which is legalising sodomy? Is that protecting the
family?

Mr DONOVAN: Firstly, that is totally irrelevant to the debate; secondly, it is not even in this
House yet; thirdly, when it is the Opposition will be roundly defeated on it.

The question was whether any group can get these grants. The answer is yes, effectively they
can, if the basic criterion, that it is directly linked with support for the family, is satisfied. So
yes, a scout group can do that. A Lions group could do that, or a parents and citizens
association group, and P & C associations have done so. A range of community groups can
now access the ability to do things they could not do before. 'Me community can access the
sorts of funds it needs from time to rime to deliver the kinds of services it sets out to deliver
for families. That is the point of the Family Foundation. It is not simply a vote catching
exercise;, rather it is an exercise that is in effect right now, which brought benefits to families
this year and which enabled community groups of a range of kinds and colours to undertake
the sorts of services that seek to assist the family. It is a very practical means by which this
Government has extended its commitment to community and family support in a way that
conservative Governments in this State never have done in the past and probably never will
do in the future - which is another reason that it is most unlikely that members opposite need
to worry about occupying these benches.

The Family Foundation has been successful precisely because it has rejected the idea of
handout mentalities, precisely because it has said the family is important, and it is a legitimate
and important role of State Governments to make sure that those organisations which service
family needs are able to do so, and that they have a resource base to assist them in their tasks.

Mrs BEGGS: Some questions were raised about the initial allocation to the Western
Australian Family Foundation of $12 million. The appropriation of $6.55 million will restore
the balance available from 1989-90 to just over $12 million. As I said earlier in reply to an
interjection by the member for Kingsley, that money will cover a number of new initiatives.

Mr Fred Tubby: If it is going to restore it for $12 million there should be $5.5 million left.

Mrs BEGGS: There is; it is $5.558 million.

Mr Fred Tubby: In which bank account9

Mrs B EGGS: In the trust account.

Mr Fred Tubby: In the Consolidated Revenue Fund?

Mrs BEGGS: No.

Mr Fred Tubby: Yes, it is; the Minister has replied that it is in the public account.

Mr Cowan: It is a separate account with Treasury.

Mrs BEGGS: Yes. That is a carryover. The initial allocation was $12 million; the carryover
is $5.558 million.
Mr Fred Tubby: How many public bank accounts does the Govemnment operate?

Mrs BEGGS: I do not know. The carryover was $5.558 million. As at 30 June the Family
Foundation had made a number of grants to comm-unity groups. Itwill list them.
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Grants to parents & citizens groups
728 for Government schools $1 389 600
246 for non-Government schools 430 000

24 Police and Citizens Clubs 24 000
527 Playgroups and toy libraries 105 400
25 Children's holiday activities grants 50 000
15 Camps for children - low income families 30 000
Dial a Young Life 10 000
70 Equipment grants to after school and

vacation care groups 70 000
852 Grants to community groups 1 131 000
Scouts and guides 207 000

The following have been provided by the foundation to cover family initiatives trough
Government departments:

Subsidised taxi scheme - Transport 143 000
Purchase of old Norbet Street hostel - SPC 65 000
Goldfields Women's Health Association - Health 50 000
Primary school allowance - Education 1 201 000
Women's health development grants - Health 3 000
Women's crust grants - Women's Interests 220 000
Care and respect - Health & Aged 650000

The following projects for which funds are held by the foundation at 30 June for which
expenditure is yet to occur:

Family centres program - Capital 3482000
Community bus pilot project 185 000
Scouts and guides 793 000
Womens health development grants 47 000
Family development programme

community giants 1 099 600
That totals $5 558 600 which is exactly the total in the Budget papers.

Dr TURNBULL: Where has the allocation to the Family Foundation gone? I am afraid I
will not receive an answer to that question.
Mrs Beggs: I have just answered that.

Dr TURNBULL: I agree with the member for Morley. This is an important area for many
families in our society. Why put $12 million into a trust fund? Why not use the funds for the
people who need the services? What is the point of the trust fund? If money is allocated for

'the welfare and improvement of families it should not be placed in a trust fund collecting
interest - or not collecting interest if that is the case - when we have multiple programs which
could be running. If the Government would like to be advised of necessary programs I would
be pleased to give it that advice. I am sure the Government could spend all the moneys in the
trust fund on worthwhile projects before the next election.

Division 34 put and passed.
Division 35: Bureau (or The Aged, $1 054 000 -
Mr FRED TUBBY: Expenditure on Care and Respect for Seniors has blown out from
$120 000 to $267 000 last year because of the election campaign. This year the estimate is
$285 000. What will this amount be spent on?

The allocation for Seniors' Week has been cut back from $$96 000 to $82 000. When I
asked questions I was told that the amount would be made up by private sponsorship. This
year as well as $96 000, private sponsorship is $10 195 plus $7 500 received in kind; that
totals $113 695. If that is to be made up to the amount expended next year, we should add
something for inflation - say, $8 000 - so $121 000 will be expended on Seniors' Week next
year to bring it up to the level of last year. How does the Minister expect to receive $40 000
for this item next year? What will the Government do next year to encourage corporate
sponsorship and thus bring in this amount? What special programs will be implemented to
increase corporate sponsorship so that the private sector is paying for one-third of Seniors'
Week and the Government sector is paying two-thirds?
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Aged Information and Referral Services received $36 000 last year; $26 770 was expended.
The allocation this year is $77 000. What is the reason for the increase?

Mr HOUSE: What will the people in rural areas gain from this Division in the Budget?
Aged persons living in isolation in rural communities are disadvantaged. To their great
credit, most rural communities have recognised thai and local authorities and people within
the community have taken action in this regard in rural towns. Aged people's homes are built
and financed by local donations and by contributions from local shire councils. What
extension services will be extended to isolated rural communities for pensioners and aged
people? How will this Division of the Budget ensure that their lives are improved or ensure
that they enjoy a better lifestyle which they are entitled to in their retirement?

Mrs EDWARDES: The Government promised several initiatives during the last election
campaign in its seniors policy, some of which would be introduced during the current term.
Others were to be introduced or extended. Division 35 does not itemise those initiatives.
Will the Minister identify which items the following initiatives come under: The small
Government seeding grant entitled "Bringing generations together' programs; the seniors'
initiatives fund, which is a small communities grant to encourage greater participation in
community activities by seniors; the Seniors' Card which involves discounts; the assistant
schemes whereby families can borrow funds at low cost for the construction of granny flats
for use by an aged family member; the subs idised taxi scheme which provides easier access
for people with severe and permanent disabilities; a Statewide telephone information service
which provides centralised information about the availability of respite care and to monitor
supply and demand;, the spectacle rebate scheme which was to be extended; and a $250 000
fund to subsidise the installation of personal emergency telephone devices for seniors on a
Statewide basis.

Mrs BEGGS: Under item 5. Care and Respect for Seniors, the following funds have been
allocated for 1989-90: The home equity conversion study totalling $25 000; the personal
alarm pilot project totalling $50 000; the seniors initiative fund totalling $50 000; "Bringing
generations together" totalling $20 000;, and the Seniors' Card totalling $140 000, giving a
grand total of $285 000. The major increase in the above program has been in the Seniors'
Card allocation where funds have been allocated to purchase new computer equipment to
issue the new Seniors' Card. That is an indication of how popular that program has been.
That amount totals $30 000. An amount of $40 000 has been allocated for postage to mail
the new card;, purchase of the new card has involved an allocation of $20 000; printing the
new application forms etc, $30 000; advertising, $ 10 000; and professional services, $10 000.
It is fair to say that many seniors in our community have benefited greatly from the care and
respect program. It was devised outside the Budget cycle and was not catered for in the
Budget allocations for 1988-89. The high take up rate for those Seniors' Cards for May 1988
and the obvious need for information on services for seniors was considered important
enough to provide additional information at the earliest opportunity. That is what we have
done in the Budget.

Mrs Edwardes: Are the items that you did not address provided for in other Divisions or in
Division 35?

Mrs B EGOS: Is the member talking about the aged information referral centre?

Mrs Edwardes: That was not one I mentioned. What about the spectacle rebate scheme?

Mrs B EGOS: That comes under the health budget.

Mrs Edwardes: The assistance scheme for borrowing funds for the construction of granny
flats?

Mrs BEGGS: That comes under Homeswest.

Mrs Edwardes: What about the taxi subsidisation scheme?

Mrs B EGGS; That comes under the Family Foundation.

Mrs Edwardes: The Statewide telephone information service to provide individual
centralised information in relation to the availability of respite care and to monitor supply and
demand?

Mrs B EGGS; That is a pilot program totall ing about $25 000.
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Mrs Edwardes: What about the $250 00 to subsidise the installation of emergency
telephones?

Mrs BEG0S: I am not sure what that program comes under. I will advise the member about
that.

Mr House: Would you explain what benefit the Seniors' Card program has for pensioners
who Live in the country?

Mrs B EGGS: The seniors program has certainly been a very successful program.

Mr Cowan: For the metropolitan area.

Mrs B EGGS: I concede that; perhaps people in country areas do not benefit as much as
people in metropolitan areas do. However, I am convinced that the Bureau for the Aged is
working very hard to ensure -

Mr Cowan: That Transperth is going to country areas!

Mrs BEGGS: It is very difficult to say that it will extend to the bush.

Mr Cowan: It would be easy to say but difficult to do.

Mrs B EGGS: It would be difficult. There is a real intent on the part of the Government and
the Bureau for the Aged to ensure that there is an equitable distribution of benefits that apply
under the Seniors' Card. Many members of Parliament have promoted the benefits of it and
have given encouragement to business organisations that have been prepared to offer
discounts and services, apart from the Government's ability to offer discounts and services, to
those people who have served the community well over a number of years. I do not think
that anybody in this Chamber can say that the Seniors' Card has not been an outstanding
success.

Mr House: That is not what I am saying. I have asked you three questions in the last 10
minutes. I think you are deliberately ignoring my questions. I asked you what you thought
the Seniors' Card has done for people living in the country.

Mrs BEGGS: I do not have that detail available to me. I think the Minister would be
prepared to look at the member's concerns. Perhaps there are inequities in the service
provided to the aged. The member knows that I would be the last person to think that those
inequities should apply. The fact is that realities come into play here.

Mr House: I would be happy, if you don't know the answer, for you to tell me. I have asked
three questions and you have not answered any of them.

Mrs B EGGS: [ do not know all of the answers but [ am happy for the responsible Minister to
respond to the member directly about those matters. [ am sure she will be as sympathetic as I
am to the needs of the aged in country areas. It does not mean to say that we are oblivious to
those problems. Sometimes it is much harder to come up with the easy answers. If members
consider what has happened with respect to the care and respect program they would know it
has been an outstanding success. I admit that the people with whom I have had contact are in
the metropolitan area because most of them are my constituents, but they are absolutely
delighted at the benefits they have received. We have to work hard to make sure that those
benefits are extended to each and every one of our aged people throughout Western Australia.
The Government is committed to that, but it is not as easy as asking questions in the
Parliament. The transport services which benefit people in the metropolitan area are not
available to people in country areas. We would expect, through the diligence of people in the
Bureau for the Aged, that all those matters will be addressed. Hopefuly, without any
acrimony on the part of members of Parliament, we can work together constructively to make
sure that we rake care of all the aged people who have contributed to our society. I ant sure
that the Minister for The Aged, whom the member knows very well and who has worked
hard in this area, will be happy to look at the problems relevant to those aged people who live
in the country as opposed to those aged people who live in the metropolitan area. I am sure it
is a problem we can resolve with a lot of goodwill from members on both sides of the House.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances -
Mr WIESE: I shall raise a few questions specifically to draw them to the attention of the
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Minister for The Aged. [ would like to know what is intended to be done for aged people in
the country. There axe several subitems and I will deal firstly with policy development. An
amount of $80 000 has been allocated to this area and it appears that two people are
employed in policy development. Has any attempt been made to develop policy aimed at
alleviating the problems faced by the aged people living in the country?

The next item refers to a senior project officer and an allocation of $36 000 has been made. I
ask the Minister whether any work has been done by that officer on matters related to care
and welfare of the aged in country areas? Is it intended that work will be done by that officer
this financial year in attending to the requirements of the aged, again in country areas? My
next query relates to the community liaison officer and I ask whether that officer in the past
financial year did any work relating to the aged in country areas. Is it intended that any of the
$33 000 allocation will be directed towards ensuring that that officer actually does perform
work for the aged in country areas?

My last question relates to the Seniors' Card program for which an allocation of $56 000 has
been made. I know that virtually nothing has been done for people in the country areas.
Many of them have obtained their Seniors' Card, but there are no services or concessions
available to them. Has any attempt been made to enlist providers of concessions and services
in the major country centres in order that they can participate in the program? If this is not
the case, will attempts be made to ensure that more effort is made to obtain providers of these
services to country people who hold the Seniors' Card?

Mrs BEGGS: I understand that some of the concernis expressed by the National Party are
very real and valid. As the program extends there will be many opportunities for people in
the Bureau for the Aged to address those issues which are relevant to the aged members of
our community in the country areas. I did speak to the Minister for The Aged only this week
about an area which is very dear to my heart; that is, Greenbushes, where the needs of the
aged in relation to accommodation and health facilities have been assessed. It is very easy to
assess the needs of a group in a community and I suppose that also applies to the
metropolitan area. It is commuendable for members who represent country and regional areas
to raise those concerns in this debate. This is a new program and it is an initiative of this
Government to ensure that the needs of the aged are addressed in a positive way. As we
extend the program and address those issues in a real way some of the concerns of members
will be addressed. The Minister for The Aged indicated to me prior to my dealing with these
matters that she would be prepared to answer the specific questions raised by members, in
writing, and I am sure she will do so.

While we can be negative about how far we have spread our wings in terms of dealing with
this issue, it would be much more positive for members to look at the positive benefits that
have accrued from this program.

Mr Wiese: That is exactly what I am doing. I am endeavouring to get services into the
country.

Mrs BEGGS: We agree with that. We cannot correct the wrongs of the past in one or two
Budgets. There is no doubt that the problems of the aged in country and regional areas is
much more difficult to resolve than the problems experienced in the metropolitan area. They
have problems of isolation, difficulty in accessing better health facilities and so on. The
Government quite correctly recognises those specific problems and wants to address them.
As a result of the aged open line, which is a 008 service, the Government is beginning to hear
of those concerns.

Ilam also concerned that some of the initiatives the Governmernt has put in place have been
severely criticised by some members of the Liberal Party in terms of the Government
spending too much money on advertising and so on. I suggest that is a shortsighted approach
because no matter what services or initiatives are put in place, the dissemination of
information is most important. The aged need to. be reassured that they are valued citizens in
the community, and they must be given access to all available information on services
provided to all members of the community. The Government defends very vigorously its
advertising campaign to promote those services so that the greatest number of people can
have access to, and benefit from, those services. In future the Government Must Concentrate
more on disseminating that information to ensure that people utilise the available services.
There are many severe problems among the aged community, the members of which are not
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as forward as other members of the community in utilising the available services and
facilities. [ have experienced the reticence of the aged to impose themselves upon taxpayers
and to utilise these types of services. It is incumbent upon Government to ensure that
information and assistance are available so that they take advantage of any service or facility
which will assist them.
Mr OMODEI: I commend the Minister on her attitude to this issue, especially in the area of
Greenbushes, in the electorate of Collie. It spills over into my electorate, and the Bridgetown
aged coordinator is doing a very good job spreading his activities further into Manjimnup and
Pemberton. Far be it from me to be one of those members who criticises the Government,
but I believe care of the aged and the provision of some of the services are absolutely
essential. The work being done by these committees in country towns where there are no
aged services is very important. I know the commnittees are Working very diligently with the
assistance of the Bureau for the Aged, and I hope that in the near future the services will be
extended.

Mr FRED TUTBBY: In response to the comments with regard to advertising, I am opposed to
taxpayers' funds being used for blatant political advertising, as much of the advertising
before the last election was. I suggest that the Minister should disseminate information not
just to the community but also to officers of Government departments, because many of the
complaints received through my office are from elderly citizens who are fmustrated by the
treatment they receive from front counter Government officers, both Commonwealth and
State. For example I refer to a 90 year old fellow who lives in Pingelly and travels by bus to
visit one daughter in York and another in Gosnells. When he catches the bus from Pingelly
to York, as a free passenger, he has no problems. However, when he wishes to travel from
Pingelly to Perth it is a hassle. He is required to book at least a day ahead and to pick up his
ticket the day before. That means an additional trip from Gosnells to Perth. When the bus is
due on the day of travel he is treated as a second-class citizen because he travels free of
charge and must wait until all other passengers have been dealt with to ascertain whether a
vacant Seat is available for him. Of course, very few buses travelling to country areas are
fully occupied. This persons finds it so stressful to travel by bus between Pingelly and Perth
that he does not wish to make the journey again, and contemplates visiting only his daughter
in York. Young people on the front counter of Government departments should be educated
about the appropriate way to deal with elderly citizens in order to avoid creating any stress or
trauma that the aged can well do without.

Mrs BEGGS: I cannot comment on the attitude of individuals in Government departments,
but it is true that the attitude of many officers in Government departments towards senior
citizens should be changed. I certainly do not endorse any behaviour by an individual
suggesting that people travelling on a concession ticket should be treated any differently from
those paying hill fare. Perhaps ir is an indictment of society generally and the attitude that
once retired, one is forgotten. All members of society have a responsibility to change that
attitude, and it is not something the Government can legislate against.

Mr Fred Tubby: Perhaps the Government could direct some propaganda to personnel in its
departments.

Mrs BEGGS: Although the member for Roleysrone criticised the care and respect for seniors
program and said it was a very blatant political exercise, [ personally believe it did a lot to
enhance the status of aged people in society. The member for Roleystone and I have
different opinions on this matter, but it is the sort of program we need to promote. The
attitude to which the member referred relates not just to people behind the ticket counter at
Transperth and Westrail, but also prevails in all sections of society. Any Government
campaign that enhances the status of senior citizens is very worthwhile. The member for
Roleystone may consider it a blatant political exercise, but I believe it is very important to
ensure that elderly people are respected and cared for, and treated with the dignity they
deserve.

Mr HOUSE. I am happy the Minister has said she will ask the responsible Minister to give
replies which I presume she will forward to us.

Mrs Beggs: Absolutely.

Mr WIESE: I emphasise the point made by the member for Roleystone that this is not a
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problem of individual ticket purchases but a Wesu'ail policy problem that I have tried to get
corrected. I am sure the member for Roleystone has also tried to have it corrected. This
involves a lot of elderly people in a two to three hour round trip to go in the day before they
travel to pick up their tickets from Westrail. It would be simnple for Westrail to take a
telephone booking, issue the ticket, and allow the person to pick it up a half an hour before
departure. That would save elderly people that round trip and result in a one way trip to pick
up their ticket on their way to the bus.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Ripper): The actions of Westrail and its administration axe
hardly covered by item 1 of Bureau for the Aged.
Mr WIESE: We are dealing with the aged and this is a specific problem involving aged
people and Westrail policies.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If the member for Wag in were to argue that the Bureau for the
Aged should be doing something about this matter, that would be all right, but if he is
registering a complaint about the actions of Westrail, that cannot be covered under this
Division.

Mr WIESE: If I am giving the impression that I am complaining about Westrail I apologise.
I am endeavouring to get a message from this Minister to the Minister for the Aged to
ascertain whether she can use her influence to get something done about this matter. I am
sure the Minister in this House will get my message to her colleague in another place.

Item 3. Seniors' Week -

Mr FRED TUBBY: I asked a series of questions about this matter during the general debate
which the Minister did not answer. This item has been reduced from nearly $96 000 last year
to $82 000 this year. I received an answer to a question ftrm the Minister saying that she
would pick up the difference by way of corporate sponsorship. What will make next year any
different from last year? How will she pick up $40 000 in corporate sponsorship? Is it fair to
expect corporate sponsorship to pay for one-third of Seniors' Week?

Mrs BEGGS: The amount for Seniors' Week 1990 has been increased by $7 000 to allow for
sitting fees for Seniors' Week Planning Committee members.

Mr FRED TUBBY: An amnount of $95 883 was spent last year and this year an amount of
$82 000 is budgeted, which is less than the amount for last year.

Mrs BEGGS: I do not have any information on that. The information I have is that there has
been an increase for Seniors' Week in 1990 of $7 000 to allow for sitting fees for Seniors'
Week Planning Committee members.
Mr FRED TUBBY: There has been an increase in the allocation, but last year $20 000 more
than that allocated was spent; the vote was $75 000 and actual expenditure was $95 883.

Mrs BEGGS: is the member for Roleystone saying what was spent was more than what was
allocated?

Mr Fred Tubby: Yes.

Mrs BEGGS: [ will get that information for the member.

Item 4: Aged Information and Referral Services -

Mr FRED TUBBY, An amount of $36 000 was voted last year for this item and only
$26 770 was spent, so this could not have been a worthwhile activity if the approved amount
was not spent. Therefore, why is that amount increased to $77 000?
Mrs B EGGS: That $77 000 represents an increase of $41 000 over 1988-89. The additional
funds are to provide the following: A financial advisoty service, $20 000; an outreach
program for the Aged Open Line, $11t 000; and, informnation technology, $ 10 000.

Division 35 put and passed.

Division 36: Government Employees' Housing Authority, $18 059 000 -

Mr LEWIS: As I have said previously, I believe that in a general sense the Government
Employees' Rousing Authority does a good job. However, from time to timne there is a
complaint, as we heard the other evening from the member for Moore when a certain teacher
found it hard to get accommodation. Sometimes it is the Public Service and not GEHA
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which is at fault. I wish to draw the Government's attention to what I said last year, that it is
time the Government took action to make GEHA what I believe it should be. GEHA has 39
client departments operating with its cooperation and there are a further 40 Government
agencies operating outside its umbrella, despite the fact that they are supposed to be operating
uinder the same policies as GEHA. One can recall the nonsense in recent months which
occurred with Westrail, which was letting seven of its 600 homes to a person in the private
sector who was subletting them at a 100 per cent mark-up.
The Minister for Transport has a responsibility for overseeing Westrail and it is stupid in the
extreme that an agency such as Westrail, which is not in that sort of business - and this is
obviously beyond its administrative ability - has 600 homes, only 350 of which are for its
own purposes, so it lets the others. The same thing applies to the Water Authority, the Main
Roads Department, the State Energy Commuission and the Health Department. ft is time the
Government got its act together and placed all Government housing under the control of
GEHA so that standard maintenance and rental policies prevailed and the whole area of
housing for its employees came under the one administration. As at 30 June 1988 GEHA
controlled 3 866 units, and that figure probably is now over 4 000. It is disappointing that,
close to the end of November, CEliA's annual report has not been tabled in this Parliament.
It is not as though this is a lengthy or voluminous report; it is a pretty standard report. I
cannot understand why CEliA cannot table its report in time so that one can refer to it in the
course of the Budget debate. The vote for CEliA is $33.35 million, which is basically for
administration and interest. If we add to it the $25 million from the Capital Works Program,
it is administering in the vicinity of $60 million, which is a considerable amount of money.
GEHA has 14 people on it staff - that number has remained pretty static for some years - and
I believe they do a pretty reasonable job. It is time the Government thought a little bit
laterally and did something about bringing all Government housing under one authority.

Mr AINSWORTH: The provision of housing for Government employees in country areas is
somewhat lacking. This issue was raised the other night in regard to the provision of houses
for teachers. In some towns there is no provision for Government housing, other than some
housing owned by the local authority, which is rented by GEHA, and then on-let to
Government employees. That is inadequate, because no continuity of housing is available for
that purpose; some of the housing is rented out only on a short term basis. Various
Government departments are suffering from a shortage of housing in my electorate in
particular. The formula to be used for the provision of Government employees' housing does
not seem to take into account the fact that not a great amount of other accomnmodation is
available in many of these smaller towns, and the situation can change very rapidly and leave
Government departments without available housing.
Although Homeswest does not appear in this section of the Estimates, it is within the
Minister's portfolio, and it administers GEHA in a practical sense. The formula in respect of
the provision of Homeswest housing is that there must be 10 applications on the books before
Homeswest will provide a house in some of the smaller towns. That is totally unrealistic
because 10 people will not wait for a house in a town which has no other accommnodation;
they will move on somewhere else. So the formula is never triggered; therefore, the houses
are never provided. The guidelines need to be updated to match the needs of country people.
Dr TURNBULL: I would like to speak about the provision of Government employees'
housing in the non-metropolitan area. I want to include Homeswesr, which is under the
Minister's portfolio.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member is not in order by speaking about Homeswest under
this item.

Dr TURNBULL: I am speaking to the Minister for Housing about the subject of -
The CHAIRMAN: l am making a ruling, and I do not want to be interrupted. If you want to
argue about it afterwards, that is permissible. Let me state what I see to be the situation.
Division 36 covers GEH-A. I understand your desire to raise other questions, but the Division
does not cover Homeswest. The Standing Orders state that you can deal only with the
matters covered in a Division.
Dr TUJRNBULL: Mr Chairman, can you inform me under which section we will be
discussing Homeswest?
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The CHAIRMAN: I suspect we will not be, because Home swest is an off-Budget item.

Mrs Beggs: I think it wilt be possible to. raise some matters under the Capital. Works
Program.
Dr TURNBULL: I will not be talking about capital works but about management.

The CHAIRMAN: The ruling is that it is simply not possible. I am not responsible for
constructing the Budget, and that is how it stands.

Dr TURNBULL: As long as that subject does come up, and is not guillotined and will not
be -
The CHAIRMAN: You said you wanted to speak ibout GERA. You did not say anything
about that. I was looking forward to your contribution. I am not trying to stifle debate, and I
resent remarks which suggest that I am. I am simply trying to implement the Standing
Orders.

Mr HOUSE: The member for Collie is a new member. This is the first Budget debate that
she has participated in, and I am sure her comrments. reflected a lack of knowledge of the way
this debate is handled rather than disrespect for the Chair.

All members who represent country areas are concerned about the Government Employees'
Housing Authority. We are continually fighting the fact that we do not have enough housing
in rural areas for the employees of Government departments, particularly the Minis"r of
Education, because school teachers are required to spend a certain amount of time in the
country; they have no option but to do chat. I do not disagree with that policy, but it is surely
unfair when we then have to battle with the Government to provide housing for those people.
There are many examples of school teachers travelling long distances to attend their day's
work because of the lack of housing in the towns to which they have been sent. I would like
the Minister to explain what sort of program her Government has in respect of Government
employees' housing in the country. Could she detail some of the major initiatives in rural
towns, because [ can tell the Chamber that very few houses have been built recently in rural
areas. I hope the Government's policy will be reversed. It is time that we had a close look at
developing a policy which will involve local government in joint sharing schemes.

We had that sort of scheme some 10 or 12 years ago, particularly wiih organisations such as
the Agriculture Protection Board, where shires put up the money and the Government bought
the houses back over a period. That may be one way of overcoming the problem, but I can
assure the Minister it is large problem. I am sure the member for Collie was trying to tell the
Chamber that she would have problems of some magnitude in her electorate which need to be
addressed, arnd I am sure she was asking the Minister to comment.

Mr OMODET: The member for Stirling is quite correct when he says that GEHA housing is
in shont supply in country towns. The member for Moore last week covered school reacher
housing, and that is one of the areas of great concern in my own electorate. We have teachers
at the Bridgetown school, but they have to go as far as Pemberton and Manjimnup to find
GET-A housing accomm-odation - and vice versa. The teachers pass each other on the road.
The situation is ridiculous, and in many cases it has forced teachers to buy their own houses,
only to find themselves transferred 18 months later, probably making a substantial loss on
those properties as a result.

Mr Pearce; I bought a house in Kalgoorlie when I was up there; I thought it was a wise thing
to do.

Mir OMODE!: The Minister has always looked the affluent type. The member for Moore
touched on the criteria used for acquiring these houses. In Manjirnup the Department of
Agriculture has an allocation for two new research officers. These people have been
welcomed by the local community, but no housing and no vehicles are provided for those
officers. The Minister should take the comments made by country members very seriously as
far as the provision of GEHA housing is concerned. It cuts across the whole spectrum of
public servants working in country areas. This is an area, along with Homeswest, which
needs to be addressed very soon.

Ms WIESE: The same problem arises throughout my electorate, as it does in all country
electorates. The lack of suitable GEHA housing and the quality of what is available is
unsatisfactory. In another part of the Budget we will be looking at expenditure. We are
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looking at $25.2 million going into the works program, of which $16 million will come out of
borrowings. That figure of $16 million which will come out of borrowings is very nearly
matched by the $16 million paid in interest on the borrowings by Government in the housing
area. That bit of useless information is very pertinent to this debate. An amount of
$19 million will be spent on the construction of housing in this coming year. That
$19 mnillion to be spent on GEHA housing will go only a very small way towards meeting the
demand in the community. CEliA housing applies especially in the country areas. I suspect
not enough money is allocated to provide sufficient housing for our country areas. Another
$6 million will be spent on renovations and alterations, That sum likewise is far too small in
view of the amount of work which needs to be done on updating and repairing some of the
housing GEHA provides in country areas. I bring that fact to the attention of the Minister for
Housing. A much greater provision should be made for renovation and alterations to GEHA
housing in the country.

There is a need for a high standard of GEHA housing in the country - more so now than
perhaps 10 years ago. The people coming into the country areas and using this GEHA
housing are in many cases highly paid Government employees, very often at the top of their
income scales. These people expect a quality of life or housing far higher than that expected
by the ordinary family in our country towns. In many cases these employees on transfer to
country towns come from first class, double brick housing in the better suburbs of the
metropolitan area. The houses they come from have every mod con, and when these people
are transferred into the country they have the right to expect something similar. At the
moment it is not there. There is an urgent need for GEHA to provide at least some top
quality housing in our major regional country towns in order to satisfy the needs of the higher
echelon public servants who are being transferred to our country towns.

Katanning has one of the major agricultural institutes in Western Australia, the Artificial
Breeding and Research Institute. The staff at that institute come from the metropolitan area,
or in many cases from the Eastern States, and in at least one case, from overseas. These
world class research workers have been attracted to this top research facility. When these
people reach Katanning they are unable to find the quality of housing that they are used to or
that they have the right to expect. It is very difficult, firstly, to attract those people to the
town because of the housing facilities available, and secondly, to keep them in the town
because once they see what they are expected to live in they are not interested in staying.
They take their families and move out and we have lost them. The agricultural community is
the poorer because we are not able to take advantage of the abilities of these people. The
need, in the Katanning region especially, is urgent, but it exists all through the country areas
of this State. At least some top quality GEHA housing should be provided for public servants
of this nature.

Mr McNEE: I support the comments of the country members who have raised this most
important subject. The absence of GER-A housing creates the problem that other houses
which might be avaiable are taken by people who might otherwise qualify for GEl-A houses
as Govemmnment employees. That means that people who go to work in a town simply do not
have a home. I know I cannot stray from the subject of the Government Employees' Housing
Authority, but housing in country areas is tremendously important and is in a very serious
situation. Indeed, [ mentioned the other night the teachers in Dandaragan, and of course the
four teachers in Lancelin who will require accommodation. Those problems will nor simply
go away. As the member for Wagin said, people look for decent accommodation and in these
times it is their right to do that. Housing is a very serious problem in all electorates,
especially those of country members, and I support the comments of previous speakers.

Mrs BEGGS: Much concern has been expressed by members who represent country regions
about the need for diligence by the Government in providing adequate housing for those
members of our Public Service who are prepared to serve in those areas, in many cases at
some sacrifice to their families and to personal priorities. It is a little difficult to respond
directly to those things because they come under a separate part of the capital works program,
but through the Government Employees' Housing Authority we obtain advice ftom all the
various Government departments about their priorities for their staffing allocations at various
regional locations. GEHA has in the past responded extremely well to those requests. From
time to time, because of budgetary requirements, the required amount of
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funds has not been allocated to these capital works in areas where the number of staff
allocated has increased due to the demand. However, GEHA has very adequately taken into
account in this year's Budget, and the Government has considered, a whole range of changes.
One of those changes is the maintenance of houses in country areas. GEHA has taken over
300 houses from the Department of Conservation and Land Management and has been
responsible for their maintenance. We have endeavoured to ensure that where we have
increased the numbers of teachers, police officers or departmental people, whether it be for
Hotneswest or regional departments, adequate acconmodation is available. As I explained in
a grievance debate recently. it is not always possible to satisfy' all of those demands
absolutely but we take into account what is available in the private sector as much as we carn
and allocate the resources of GEHA in an equitable way.
Mr Oniodei: We know that you cannot please everybody all the time, but a little more than
what is happening now needs to be done.
Mrs BEGGS: Yes, the Government is aware of the need to encourage people to give that sort
of country and regional service. I am not oblivious to the fact that in many cases the
provision of adequate accommuodation can be an incentive, or a deterrent if inadequate. to
people offering to serve in those country areas. The Government must be very diligent and
make sure that the housing it provides is always an incentive for people to go out into those
regional areas to provide and maintain the necessary services to those communities. I take on
board all the comments that have been made by members opposite and hope that in the future
GEFIA will be able to live up to its past record of adequately providing housing in all those
areas, but it will always be conscious of the need to upgrade, especially with regard to the
maintenance of those houses. That is an ongoing problem.

I am sure some members would know that I have a sister who has traipsed around country
areas with a teacher for nigh on 25 years. She lives in the member for Warren's electorate
now and he knows her very well. I can remember when her husband was first posted to a
country school at Quairading and she experienced some horrendous accommnodation
problems. I actually saw for myself mice and rats running around in the accommodation that
was provided by the Education Department. They were given a very old Westrail or railways
house and she had three small children. Since those days things have imiproved quite
considerably and I hope that we will continue to ensure that Government employees are
provided with adequate accommodation no matter where they are transferred. In my time as
Minister for Housing I have experienced the sorts of things that people experience when they
are posted to remote towns in Western Australia, and those experiences are not ignored when
we are devising budgets and considering how to allocate our resources in those regional
areas.

Item 1: Amnount required for Services for the year -

Mr LEWIS: Although we have other Budget Papers - supplementary Budget information and
the like, which lists various statutory authorities - and copious figures and notes as to the
Estimates, unfortunately there is no way these can be debated during the Budget debate. I
think it would be wise of the Treasurer to consider a one line item of $10 within the
Consolidated Revenue Fund -

Mrs Beggs: You criticised us for that a little while ago.

Mr LEWIS: But I am suggesting that it be there so that people can debate in the proper
forum those schedules of accounts that obviously are of importance to the Parliament. [
accept that I made the suggestion that we could discuss I-omeswest items under Capital
Works, but strictly speaking the Chairman or Deputy Chairman could only rule that a
member can refer only to the capital works that are actually proposed. I am trying to make a
constructive suggestion.

Mrs Beggs: It is a constructive suggestion, but a few nights ago it was not so constructive.

Division 36 put and passed.

The CHAIRMAN: If I may add one further comnment, the member for Collie is not here, but
since she decided she was not going to speak we have checked the Capital Works Budget and
it contains ample scope to address Homeswest measures. I request her colleagues to pass that
information on to her.
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Mr HOUSE: On behalf of the member for Collie, I thank you, Mr Chairman.

Division 37: Rural Housing Authority, $151 000 -

Mr HOUSE: This is still a very important part of many rural commnunities. There are many
people who need to draw on the resources that the Rural Housing Authority can offer. I think
it is imrperative that although from time to time - and this year appears to be one of those
times - there is less demand on this item in the Budget because the rural communities are
going through a bit of an upturn, it is not a signal to the Government to withdraw the funding
it injects into the RHA. Indeed, I hope the Government recognises that and maintains a
presence through the RHA.

Mrs BEGGS: I endorse what the deputy leader of the National Party has said. Under other
items - nat this one - the Government has increased the number of the RHA's full time
employees, one of whom is a farm consultant -

Mr Lewis: But expenditure has gone down.

Mrs BEGGS: Yes, expenditure has gone down. There is a reduction but because of the extra
services the RHA is offering it is important to point out that there has been a 58 per cent
increase in provisions for increased cost of postage and additional use of telephones and so
on. The Rural Housing Authority is offering a very good advisory service to a whole range
of people. While it may not be onlending to the farming community any extra in terms of
actual loans, it certainly is providing an important advisory service to them.

Mr Omodei: Is there a duplication with the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation in
respect of that advisory service?
Mrs BEGGS: T[here has been discussion about whether the RHA should be incorporated
under the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation. To date I have resisted that because I
am prepared to accept some duplication of services. The RI{A provides a valuable service to
the farming community and I think its record speaks for itself.

Mr House: You should keep resisting it. Do not let John Groves get his paws on it. You will
have the total and absolute support of the National Party to prevent that.

Mrs BEGGS: If one looks at the RHA's overall expenditure under Consolidated Revenue
Fund, it is minuscule in terms of what it provides to rural areas in this State. I am very
supportive of the work the authority does and I hope it continues to do it for a long time to
come.

Division 37 put and passed.

Division 38: State Planning Commission, $17 751 000 -

Mr LEWIS: What I am about to say probably should have been said some years ago. It'is to
do with what I see as the debilitation of the State Planning Commnission. It was originally the
Town Planning Department. There has been an absolute rundown in morale and in the
quality of the officers in the department, along with the politicising of the department,

Mrs Beggs: Where? What are you talking about?

Mr LEWIS: If the Minister listens, she will hear. I am not talking about the situation as at
this moment; I am talking about what has happened in the State Planning Commission over
the past four to five years. I think what has happened in that department has been directly
reflected in the community. Unfortunately the Government, when it was elected in 1983, had
some preconceived idea that planning was being manipulated by the entrepreneurs and that
the professional people in the department were the minions of the Liberals and did what they
said, so it believed that the Town Planning Department had to be purged. The board was
changed very dramatically. Mr Bill McKenzie was appointed Chairman of the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority and a bevy of other well known Labor Party people were
appointed -

Mrs Beggs; Who? You cannot make a statement like that.

Mr LEWIS: I do not want to name the people, but the Minister knows who they are as well
as I do.

Mrs Beggs: I have to confess I do not know who they are.
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Mr LEWIS: I would prefer not to name them, but if the Minister wants me to, I will.

Mrs Beggs: I want you to name them because you have made a statement which is incorrect.

Mr LEWIS: I would prefer not to name them but I feel it needs to be said that it is well
known that - particularly in the MRPA and the State Planning Commission, when it was
formed - the membership of those authorities was salted by well known Labor Party
operatives.

Mrs Beggs: Name them, otherwise I think you will have something to answer for tomorrow.

Mr LEWIS: I will not name them, but we all know who they are.

Mrs Beggs: No, we don't.

Mr LEWIS: They were headed up by the biggest Labor Party operative of all time, Mr Bill
McKenzie. whose tenure at the State Planning Commission was an absolute disaster. Morale
within the department or commission - whatever it is called now - has never been lower.

Mr Court: Another department in chaos.

Mr LEWIS: Yes, absolutely. It reached the point where all the highly trained professional
staff left in droves. The Governm11ent imported people from the Eastern States but even they
lasted only 12 months or so and were shot sideways into other jobs. I do not think anyone
who knows anything about the planning which has taken place in this State would deny or
contradict what I have said. The Minister herself knows, as a result of her communications
with the various professional groups in the comnmunity, that what I have said is the truth. It
has reached the stage where even local authorities are now rebelling about what has been
happening. At this eleventh hour the Government has finally realised the parlous state of
planning in Western Australia and has moved to do something about it. The Government
tried to reinvent the wheel back in t983 with a brand new structure and planning
commnission, with all the planning councils to go with it. The Government dismantled a tried
and proved system which had evolved since 1929 and which served the State very well.

Mrs Beggs: That is not true. It did not.

Mr LEWIS: it did. Planning in Western Australia until 1983 or 1984 was very good. It had
an odd hiccup now and again. The planning of the metropolitan region in Western Australia
is something of which we can be proud. In the last four or five years it has gone downhill
rapidly under the administration of Mr McKenzie.

Mrs Beggs: That is unfair.

Mr LEWIS: It is not; it is well known. I am glad the Minister sacked him.

Mrs Beggs: I did not sack him; Mr McKenzie retired.

Mr LEWIS: He was sacked.

Mrs Deggs: He was not. That is an absolute untruth.

Mr LEWIS: Why would someone retire - and be given a golden handshake - when his
contract was renewed at his own request in December 1988?
Mrs Beggs: That is not true.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member should address his remarks to the Chair. The
Minister will reply in due course.

Mrs Beggs: That's an atrocious fabrication of the truth.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask members for their cooperation.

Mr LEWIS: It was a five year contract. Mr McKenzie, the past Chairman of the State
Planning Commission, came to the Government a month or so before the election, knowing
that a change of Government would see his demise, and negotiated a five year contract.
Within nine months of the contract the Government sacked him and gave him a golden
handshake. Yet the Minister says that Mr McKenzie resigned. He was told not to come in on
Monday; he was given a letter from the Minister telling him not to turn up to any more State
Planning Commission meetings.

Mrs Beggs: That is not true.
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Mr LEWIS: The Minister deliberately misled the Parliament.

Mrs Beggs: The member for Applecross is playing a game.

Mr LEWIS: I am not. The Minister also sent a letter to Mr Willmort and told him not to
attend State Planning Commission meetings.

Mrs Beggs: The member misread something that fell off the back of a truck because he
cannot understand the principles of restructuring.
Mr LEWIS: I cannot expect to know everything that happens; if I ask a legitimate question,
the Minister should not deliberately mislead me and other members of this place.

Mrs Beggs: I did not.

Mr LEWIS: That is what the Minister tried to do. The member for Marrnion asked a similar
question.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The way to avoid this situation is for the member to avoid the
temptation to speak to the Minister across the Chamber. Obviously that is where the member
is directing his remarks. It would be better if he directed his remarks to the Chair. I suggest
also the member watch his use of certain words. I give this warning so that debate can
progress.

Mr LEWIS: Which words?

The CHAIRMAN: The member was talking about deception and so forth. He has made his
point. We are dealing with general matters relating to the State Planning Commission. It is
in order for the member to make remarks but [ suggest that he be very careful about the way
he phrases those remarks. Under the terms of the Standing Orders I ask the member to
address his remarks to the Chair.

Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Chairman. The facts are before Parliament, and Mr McKenzie's
services were terminated.

Mrs Beggs: They were not.

Mr LEWIS: Mr McKenzie is known to be particularly unhappy about being sacked to the
extent that he has -

Mrs Beggs: He is unhappy with the restructuring; he was not sacked.

Mr LEWIS: The Government has given him a golden handshake to get him off its back.

Mr Kierath: Is he the same Mr McKenzie who is chairman of John Dawkins' re-election
committee?

Mr LEWIS: Yes, I think so. It is disgraceful for a senior Government officer to run a
fundraising campaign during lunch hours far various candidates in elections. That should
cease. Mr McKenzie used to run luncheon forums on behalf of the member for Fremantle;
that is one of the most senior public servants rotting the system and cranking up election
funds for the member for Fremantle in his capacity as Chairman of the State Planning
Commission. That is a disgraceful state of affairs. That should not have been allowed to
happen.

Mrs Beggs: It is better than the Opposition's Gestapo tactics. That is a disgraceful thing to
say.

Mr LEWIS: It is not; it is a home truth.

Mr Kierath: He even solicits funds from me; that is how bright he is.

Several members interjected.

Mr Court: The head of the SPC solicits funds?

Mr Kierath: Yes.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Riverton can make a contribution later.

Mr LEWIS: The facts are -

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Members on both sides, please desist from cross-Chamber
interjections.
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Mr LEWIS: The facts are, of course, that a lot of good officers have left - two or three
remain and goodness knows how they survive. There is a dearth of competent professionals
in the State Planning Commission - or whatever it is called now. It seems to have a different
name every week.

Mrs Beggs: Thai is a ridiculous comment to make. You are an inadequate Opposition
spokesman.

Mr LEWIS: The manifestation of the failure of the Government's planning administration is
in the suburbs. One has only to talk to the Urban Development Institute, the Housing
Industry Association, the Master Builders Association of WA, and any of the professional
institutions in land development. They will tell anyone why the Government has failed and
why the cost of land has increased by over 100 per cent in a little over L 2 months. They will
also tell us why we still have very severe land shortages at the bottom end of the market. It is
because the Government's administration of planning in this State has been a dismal failure
over the last four or five years, and because of the incompetent administration of
Mr McKenzie.

Mrs Beggs: That is a disgraceful thing to say.

Mr Pearce: Why don't you say that outside this place in a different forum?

Mr LEWIS: They are the facts.

Mr Pearce: You would not say boo about Mr McKenzie once you stepped out these doors.
You axe a lion in here and a mouse outside, and you are catty all the time.

Several members interjected.

Mr LEWIS: Information contained in the latest edition of the "Executive Report and
Newsletter" of the Local Government Association needs to be read into Mansard. This is
what local government thinks about state planning in Western Australia. For the benefit of
the Minister, I quote from the November 1989 publication which reads -

The whole planning process in Western Australia seems to be in such a state of
turmnoil and change that the LGA Executive Committee is extremely concerned about
possible future legal consequences for landholders, the Government and for Councils.

LGA Executive Committee has told the H-on Premier Peter Dowding that it is
extremely concerned that -

(a) Proper Statutory procedures in the planning process may not be observed.

(b) The State Planning Commission is apparently not carrying out or being
allowed to carry out its Statutory functions.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! If the member for Applecross is planning an extensive quote, I
remind him that that is not provided for in the Standing Orders. It is in order to quote a few
sentences, but extensive quotes are supposed to be summarised. There is a well known
precedent.

Points of Order

Mr LEWIS: I was in the Chamber this afternoon when the Speaker clearly indicated that a
member could read something into Mansard. He made a ruling this afternoon for the benefit
of the member for Cottesloe. He said that he could read something into Hansard because he
was not able to table it. That privilege existed only for Ministers of the Crown.
Mr Chairman, could I ask you to reflect on the Speaker's ruling and rule accordingly?

Mr WIESE: A remedy might be for the member to show the material to you, Mr Chairman,
so that you can assess that it is not too long. I have read the document. I do not believe it is
very long. Certainly, there have been many precedents for articles of that length being read
into Mansard.

Mr House: It could have been read in the time this has taken.

The CHIiRMAN: Order! That is not the point. The point is that we try to get through the
debate in an orderly manner. Whether points of order take some time to resolve is not the
point. I regard this as a fairly extensive quote that goes beyond precedent. This is not a
frivolous matter. It is designed to prevent members reading extensively for incorporation of
material in Mansard. It is stated on page 9 of the Standing Orders -
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Reading from documents should be limited to a few lines - documents should be
paraphrased: ...

There are precedents for that. I do not regard the article as a few lines. This is a matter of
judgment and in this case it exceeds that. I ask the member to paraphrase it as I am sure he is
capable of doing for the purposes of the debate.

Committee Resumed
Mr LEWIS: Paragraph (c) suggests that the autonomy and decision-making powers and
advice of local government in the planning process are being ignored effectively by the
Minister and her planning staff. One of the other suggestions by local government was that
substantial delays in the planning process mre being caused by the present situation in the
planning department and the State Planning Commission and, in particular, the planning
scheme amendments are not being processed as required by legislation. Another point that
the LGA made was that the legality of the decisions made by the Minister and the State
Planning Commission or on its behalf may be questioned in the future as a result of what is
going on. The executive noted the apparent intention of the Minister for Planning to change
the planning structure and has asked the Premier to ensure that the structures are not changed
without proper consideration and negotiations with local authorities. The Local Government
Association's publication of that pamphlet is an indictment of this Government.

I compliment the State Planning Commission for its promptness in issuing its 1989 annual
report.

Mrs Beggs: It is a good annual report.

Mr LEWIS: I do not agree. The most pertinent matter that should have been mentioned in
the summary of highlights has not received even one line; that is, the review of the
metropolitan region scheme. It is obvious that the Government has been stalled since 1985
when the present Leader of the House originally initiated the review of the scheme. Nothing
has happened since.

Mr Pearce: We have produced a report.

Mr LEWIS: Rubbish! We have received Professor Neuss' report which was politically
flawed before it went to print because it was based on infilling the rural wedges between the
metropolitan corridors and increasing the density of the inner metropolitan core. That is the
reason that, at this time, the State Planning Commission has stalled and almost stopped and
the review of the plan is going nowhere. No planning is going on at all. There is no direction
at the moment and no-one knows where they are going. No engineering works are taking
place and no capital is being put into infrastructure. There are still shortages of land. If the
market was not depressed because of extremely high interest rates -

Mrs Beggs: Do you take any responsibility for land shortages?

Mr LEWIS: Not for interest rates. The Minister should bear the responsibility for interest
rates. I have no responsibility for the shortage of land in this State. I was not the Minister at
the time. The person who should bear the responsibility for the disaster in housing lots is the
Leader of the House and the Minister for Planning because they are two failed incumbents
and it will not be long before the Minister gets the short shrift too because of the job she is
doing in planning. The Government's panacea for the problems in the housing area and land
shortages is to increase density. It has a travelling road show.

Mrs Beggs: It has been very well received. How shortsighted are you?

Mr LEWIS: The Minister may think that, but I certainly do not. The road show has been
going around the local authorities, trying to sell a Government panacea for all the problems
associated with shortages and costs of land.

Mrs Beggs: That is how out of touch you are.

Mr LEWIS: Okay. With the Minister, I attended a seminar -

Mrs Beggs: Put on by the building industry.

Mr LEWIS: And by the Government. It was an initiative to promote higher densities in the
inner metropolitan area. What disturbed me was the untruthfulness of the video which was
displayed.
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Several members interjected.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister is not listening to me.

Mrs Beggs: It was an IA function.

Mr LEWIS: The video was produced by the State Planning Commnission and it was of very
poor quality. The deceptions perpetrated in the video were to the extent that it referred to
quarter acre lots and how people would not want to live on lots of that size. The Minister is
completely out of date because we have not had quarter acre lot subdivisions in Western
Australia for 20 years. Since the inception of the metric system we have had 750 square
metre subdivisions. It just shows how far behind the eight ball the State Planning
Commission is. The video was grossly misleading and it did not sell anything. The
Government's scheme to drive people into higher density living is flawed from the start.

Mrs Heggs: Do you agree with the member for Mannion that -

Mr LEWIS: I am making the speech, not the Minister.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The level of background conversation and/or interjections -I
cannot tell the difference - is excessively loud and I ask members to desist.

Mr LEWIS: The first thing the Government should do is to learn that it cannot drive people
to live in high density, low rise boxes. The Government does not want people to own their
own homes; it wants them to live in R40 density lots in the inner metropolitan area. People
will not accept small blocks because they want a backyard in which their children can play. I
cannot support the unilateral policy of this Government which has gone so far in its
socialistic move to decree that within certain subdivisions - for example, a subdivision of
50 lots - there will not be any lots above a certain size. If that is not socialising planning, I do
not know what is. One thing that we have in Australia is freedom of choice. When the State
Planning Commission dictates to developers that they will not have lots over a certain size
that is when we will have real socialism in the subdivision system. The Opposition will not
buy it. This Government should start thinking about the great urban resource which is wasted
because it is not prepared to spend money on infill sewerage. I remember last year that a
Select Committee was appointed to investigate the sewerage system in the metropolitan area.
Mr Chaiiman. you chaired that meeting.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do remember it but I remind the member for Applecross that we
are not debating the State's sewerage system. It does not come under the State Planning
Commission. It could apply to the Water Authority, but certainly not to this item, unless the
member is relating it to planning.

Mr LEWIS: I am relating it to planning; we all know that sewerage is a condition of
subdivision. However, there is a $800 million backlog in regard to sewerage and people
complain every day of the week about how our water resources are under threat because of
the lack of sewerage facilities in our suburbs. The Government should consider extending
the sewerage scheme in order that people can live in reasonable density subdivisions rather
than high density subdivisions.

Mrs Beggs: What is reasonable density?

Mr LEWIS: R20 and below.

Mr Pearce: Is that your policy?

Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House should know one cannot talk across the board like that.
Of course we need medium density and lower density subdivisions in different areas, but we
cannot have a unilateral density level which was proposed by the Government's road show
which tries to persuade local authorities to change their town planning schemes. Western
Australians have grown up in an environment with a little bit of space around them and have
not been confronted with the social impact of high density living, as have the people in
Melbourne, Sydney, Tokyo and highly populated countries. Western Australians have grown
up with the privilege of having room to move and to breathe. I am against the Government's
unilateral plan to drive everyone into high density living. The Opposition cannot accept it. if
people are driven by market forces to live in high density areas, so be it.

Mr Pearce: You would be at home in a dense zone.
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Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House cannot talk. He failed in the planning area and was
sacked. He also failed in the area of education and was sacked. He is a disgrace as a
Minister.

The misguided plan which is supposed to increase inner population densities and make
housing lots cheaper is fundamentally flawed. The Government believes that it will make lot
sizes smaller which will mean more houses to the hectare and the density of housing will
increase. It does not understand that the market will catch up quickly and the costs of the raw
land will increase accordingly. The profits will be the same. There may be a 15 per cent
saving in the short term, but over a 12 month period there will be no savings and the fabric of
urban living, which people in Western Australia have enjoyed for many years, will be
destroyed. The Government must realise that if it wants to reduce the cost of land it must
have a supply of land and it cannot expect people to pay interest of 17 per cent or 18 per cent
on their housing loans. That is the reason people cannot afford to buy their own homes; it is
an affordability factor created by failed Labor Governments, principally the Federal
Government. The way to solve the housing problem in Western Australia -

The CHAIRMAN: I think the member is taking excessive liberty by turning this into a
debate on housing in general, and certainly it does not relate to planning in particular or the
State Planning Commission. I ask the member to return to the subject under discussion - the
State Planning Commission and areas under its direct jurisdiction.

Mr LEWIS: I am referring to the production of urban allotments which is particularly
germane to the State Planning Commission which monitors it. The State Planning
Commission and the Government are trying to reduce the cost of urban land. It is a very
creditable ideal but it is founded on the wrong premise. The way to solve the problem is to
get at the fundamental cause which is the impact of high interest rates on all home buyers in
this country. The management of the State Planning Commission is not in a good state. The
Government by its recent changes has identified that it was off the rails, and it has taken
measures to correct the situation. Unfortunately, as you, Mr Chairman, will be aware as a
planner who has practised and is well known within the profession, planning decisions take
two years to go through the system. No matter what action is taken, the effect will not be felt
for two years. Therefore, notwithstanding that the Government has tried to solve the
problems caused by the department and bad administration, the mess will continue for some
time.

Mr KIERATH: I echo some of the comments of the member for Applecross on the shortage
of housing land. I have been concerned for some time about the lack of housing blocks. At
the moment demand outstrips supply and what happens in that situation? The prices
skyrocket. For example the price of land in Willetton has doubled in 12 months, and I do not
think I could get started if I were trying to buy my own home today. I also have a great deal
of concern about the lack of long term planning; planning is about catering for long term
needs, but little planning has been done in recent times. As a result of the lack of long ternm
planning a panic situation has developed. All over the metropolitan a-rea, especially where
LandCorp is involved, there is desperation in the rush to purchase residential blocks. The
planning process has been almost destroyed as a result of the indecent haste with which some
projects have been pushed through. In one minor amendment, for example, the 90 day public
submission period was reduced to 60 days. In some cases LandCorp has an incestuous
relationship with the Government.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are not talking about LandCorp. I have drawn to the
attention of several members that we are discussing the Division on the State Planning
Commission. Planning is related to many other areas and LandCorp and the production of
urban land are clearly part of it. However, that is not under the jurisdiction of the State
Planning Commission and, therefore, I rule there is no scope for extensive debate on the
activities of LandCorp. It could be mentioned in relation to the State Planning Commission,
but it is not permissible for the member to talk about its general activities.

Mr KIERATH: If you, Mr Chairman, had allowed me to finish I would have continued to
indicate that relationship. I was referring to a development at Leda which involves rezoning
of land, the State Planning Commission and the planning process. It involves a minor
amendment to the metropolitan region planning scheme which is directly under the
jurisdiction of the State Planning Commission. One of the problems of that development by
LandCorp is that the procedures have not been followed strictly to the letter of the law.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member to get on with the debate and to stop canvassing
the ruling by the Chair. It is not in order for the member to attempt to justify his comments.
Mr KIERATH: With due respect, it is part of my debate -

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It is out of order for the member for Riverton to persist in this
argument with the Chair. I have made my ruling, and I ask him not to attempt to justify his
comments. If the member persists!I will be forced to ask him to stop speaking.
Mr KIERATH: I was not arguing with the Chair, I was debating the planning process.

The CHAIRMVAN: Order!
Mr KIERATH: I understand that planning comes under the Stare Planning Commission,
especially when the commuission decides that an amendment is a minor amendment. I was
running through the planning process in that situation. The next item I wish to discuss is that
amendments made to the metropolitan region planning scheme have been introduced as
minor rather than major amendments. Minor amendments to the metropolitan region scheme
involve a public process, with an appeal going to the Minister or the appeals board. That
process avoids the procedure of major amendments which must be approved by both Houses
of Parliament. I have received legal advice indicating that it is wrong for major amendments
to be processed as though they were minor amendments, and one group is prepared to take
the matter to court. At one stage I issued writs in conjunction with another person against the
then Minister for Planning because we felt wrong decisions were being made. The legal
opinion I have received from a Queen's Counsel advises that the requirements of the Act
were being avoided by processing some amendments as minor amendments. I am opposed to
that because I believe it is against the spirit of the Town Planning and Development Act. It
has happened partly because the State Planning Commission has become politicised. In the
past it has tended to be at arm's length from Government and I was interested to hear the
comment of the previous Minister for Planning that former Ministers had not lasted long.
One problem with making the commuission independent is that it does not do what its political
masters would like it to do. However, I believe it should be at arm's length from the
Giovemnment so that impartial decisions can be made on planning. When it is politicised, the
harder and longer term decisions are sacrificed for short term ease.
I refer to some of the wetlands in this State which have been viewed as a cheap source of
land. We have seen planning amendments to allow housing where there should be no
housing. There were amendments sought for part of the Leda development where the
proposal was to develop housing in and around wetlands, and although there has been some
retraction now it does not go far enough. We have seen the same thing happen in the East
Thompsons Lake area where large areas of wetlands are to be drained by pumping out huge
quantities of water, which will cause an ongoing problem similar to that at Westfield.
Mr Wiese: Who owns those wetlands?
Mr KIERATH: LandCorp. Every time one finds a controversial development LandCorp
seems to have a special relationship with it; I call it an "incestuous" relationship with the
Government. Some planning processes happen for it with miraculous rapidity. It seems to be
able to do whatever it likes.
Mr Wiese: "Miraculous" means intervention by God.
Mr KIERATH: Even the previous Minister for Planning would not put himself in that
category.
The other source of planning concern is the areas of System 6 land. I understand that when
this Government was elected in 1983 it promised it would do something about System 6 land,
yet in Kwinana where there are only three areas of such land it has put a prison on one area,
another is a mining lease and the third area the Government wants to put housing on.
LandlCorp seems to view the wetlands as a cheap source of land. A major recommendation in
relation to System 6 land was that Crown land should not be viewed as a cheap source of
land. When the prison was put on one of those areas it was promised that $ 100 000 would be
made available to purchase land to replace the System 6 area. This comes under the auspices
of the Department of Planning and Urban Development. We have still not seen land
purchased to replace that System 6 land, not one square metre. Everywhere I go I find a
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mess up in planning. We keep hearing promises about the proposed Beeliar park, but nothing
materialises.

Mr Pearce: Didn't Riverton Park materialise on the edge of your electorate, that huge
wetlands park on the Canning River?

Mr KIERATH: Well, it sort of materialised.

Mr Pearce: What a fraud you are.

Mr KJERAT-: Less than half the proposed money was put into it.

Mr Pearce: You say there have been no parks set up and yet there is this huge one in your
electorate, the biggest regional park established in the metropolitan area since the turn of the
century.

Mr KJERATH-: When was that first mooted?

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr KIERATH: He stared it.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Riverton will resume his seat. The member has
quite consistently argued with the points I have made, which is not permitted. He has ignored
points made from the Chair, also. If the Chair asks or directs the member to debate in a
certain way it is prudent, if he wants to continue his speech and to remain part of this
Chamber, to listen to what the Chair says. I warn the member about that and will not brook
any further argument along the lines he has persisted with on several occasions during his
speech.

Mr KIERATH: Can you tell me what to do to answer the interjection, Mr Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN: It is in order to answer interjections but I suggest the member for
Riverton direct his remarks to the Chair in order to avoid uncontrolled cross-Chamber debate
aver which the Chair has no control.

Mr KJERATH: Right. I am close to concluding my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN: [ am pleased to hear that.

Mr KIERATH: I cannot help it if it hurts members opposite, as they have shown a complete
inability to understand planning. The Canning River Regional Park has been talked about for
seven to nine years. I congratulate the Government on its initiative, as I said to the Minister
for Planning earlier, in relation to a piece of land rezoned in my electorate which was known
as part of Ferndale flats. I congratulate the decision of the State Planning Commission to
rezone that land as parkland. I place my congratulations on record in relation to that matter
as it was a good move. It is sad that similar land on the opposite side of the river in the
general vicinity of the Canning River Regional Park did not experience the same fate.

Dr Watson: You don't understand. You go around spreading rumours and making trouble.

Mr KJZERATH: Can I answer that interjection?

Dr Watson: And I went and cleaned it up.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr KJERATH: There are problems in planning, which requires a bit of vision for the future.
There is no point in looking at one's feet, one must look some years down the track. The
member for Applecross has said something similar to that. Good long term planning is
looking 10 years or 20 years down the track for areas that will be needed. If there are
problems at present it may be that people are not looking far enough down the track.

Mr Thomas: What did you think of the corridor review?

Mr KIERATIH: It was a cop-out. The corridor plan is a good one but it is easy to fill that in.
It is avoiding the tougher decisions that need to be made in the long term, such as what
should be the ideal size of metropolitan Perth.

Mr Thomas.: That was long term, wasn't it

The CHAIRMvAN: Order!

Mr KIIERATH: I happen to think the easy solution was taken in relation to that plan.
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I am concerned about the involvement of LandCorp in some planning proposals and about
some amendments to the metropolitan region town planning scheme and the way they are
going through this process with indecent haste. The spirit of that legislation was to allow a
long, careful and considered approach, and allow input from the public. I view with grave
concern attempts by some to shorten that period. I hold grave concern that some people have
the intention of ignoring submissions made about the public planning process. The whole
reason for that process was to allow people to have their say. When several thousand people
want to comment on something it is of concern to me that their views are overlooked. The
key thing here is that the State Planning Commission has been politicised. I would like to see
it taken out of that area and become independent. That is the role it should take. I also view
with concern the number of wetlands consumed and resumed through the planning process
and would like to see the Government and the State Planning Commission return to a strong
commitment to preserving some of our System 6 areas.
Mr WIESE: When one speaks of State planning one is referring to the whole State. Previous
speakers have touched on the operations of the State Planning Commission as they apply
specifically to the metropolitan area, so I will not dwell on chose matters. I concur with some
of the matters raised. The problems arising from the development and degradation of some
of the wetlands around the metropolitan area are the responsibility of the State Planning
Commuission, which has not protected those areas in the way that they should be.
A worrying aspect of the operations of the State Planning Commission is its relationship with
LandCorp. It behoves the State Planning Commuission to look at the way that relationship
operates in respect of some of the land that is being developed or planned specifically for
LandCorp. Another matter of concern to anyone with an interest in planning is the fast
tracking of some of the planning developments.

The State Planning Commnission has a role to play in the future development and planning of
the whole State of Western Australia. I do not believe it is properly performing that role
outside the metropolitan area. The boundaries drawn on the metropolitan region scheme map
seem to form a barrier Mround which the operations of the State Planning Commission do not
go. One has only to look at the Budget allocation in Division 38 to see how little of the
expenditure relates to planning activities outside the metropolitan area. Almost none of the
capital expenditure of $17.9 million is directed towards the activities of the State Planning
Commission in areas outside the metropolitan region. The Supplement to the Capital Works
Estimates says on page 13, under the heading 'Other Items", that -

$ 17.9 million is allocated to the State Planning Commission to acquire land valued at
$ 15.0 million for roads, public open space and other public uses; $ 1.9 million for the
development of parks and recreation reserves, and $1.0 million for regional projects
aimed at optimising land use within the metropolitan region.

The activities of the State Planning Commission outside the metropolitan area are virtually
nil. There is a strong need for those activities to be extended into the non-metropolitan areas
of this State.

Decisions need to be made urgently about the future of the coastal strip from Geraldton to
Bunbury; one could almost include Augusta, because there is a strong need for planning in
that entire area. It is a tragedy that it is not being addressed at present. Decisions should be
made now about where the metropolitan area will stop. Will we have a metropolitan sprawl
which stretches from the top end of Yanchep through to Bunbury? The development of this
State is going in two directions: From the south at Bunbury towards the north, and from the
north towards the south into the Rockingham and Mandurah area, If we do not start taking a
long term planning view, these things just happen; we will have an urban sprawl. Is that how
we want this State to develop? That is certainly not the future I want to pass on to my
children. Perth is now getting towards its optimum size, and someone in the State Planning
Commnission should be taking steps to ensure that Perth stops growing and we develop
regional centres. That issue must be addressed by the State Planning Commission as a matter
of urgency; that is not happening at present.

Mr OMODEI: I would like to take this opportunity to express to the Minister my
appreciation for the courteous manner in which my inquiries have been treated at the State
Planning Commission. At the same time, I would like to comment about the future of
planning in country areas. [ would like the Minister to advise me at a later stage about the
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progress made by the State Planning Commnission in the south west region, and in particular
in the south west planning commission. I understand that in the not too distant past there
were problems with staffing in the commission. I hope those problems have been addressed.
Mrs Beggs: They have been addressed in this Budget.

Mr OMODEI: A couple of people at the south west planning commission left to work for
private enterprise, which placed an extra workload on the people left behind. I know they
worked extremely hard and did their best, but it is an area which needs to be addressed.
There is room for improvement in respect of the fast tracking of applications for subdivision
and development. Urban subdivision in rural areas is also a problem in respect of the
application of sewerage schemes, and I know that has held back some of the urban planning
in country towns. Special rural zones seem to be the order of the day in the south west
region. In recent times a huge area of farmland has been taken up. Members will have seen
in the Press that the Serpent ine-Murray farming group is very concerned about the
encroachment of special rural zones into a viable farmnland area. The State Planning
Commission needs to address this matter. This may mean that we need to develop urban
farmldand rather than special rural zones because these zones spread, and they create a lot of
problems in respect of fencing, noxious weeds and planning. There is also a problem with
nutrients in the ground water in the Peel-Harvey area, to which the increased density of
subdivision is contributing. A condition of subdivision in many rural areas is the excision of
stream reserves, That is an issue of great importance in those areas which are attempting to
store water for horticultural production.

In recent correspondence I have asked the Minister to investigate the matter. The Water
Authority seems to place undue emphasis on stream reserves, and that creates a lot of
heartache. The leased land becomes the property of the Department of Land Administration,
and this is causing a burden on the applications for the storage of water. If those problems
could be addressed I would very much appreciate it.

Mr TRENORDEN: I cannot allow the opportunity to pass without mentioning the city of
Avon and the proposal from my part of the world some months ago. We have been almost
totally ignored in the metropolitan area. The question of planning is very important. I cannot
believe that all the planning in Western Australia happens within the boundaries of the
metropolitan area.

Mrs Beggs: That is totally out of context.
Mr TRENORDEN: We have been absolutely ignored. We can rake tens of thousands of
people. The services are already there. There are vacant blocks of land; roads, power,
telephones and everything else is available. We need only to find a few bureaucrats prepared
to realise that there is life over the top of the ranges. Most people do not realise that there is
life on the other side of the ranges.

Government members: Sit down!
Mr TRENORDEN: The money comes from over the ranges. None of it comes from the
north. I do not wish to take up the time of the Chamber, but I shall not take any notice of the
deputy leader of the National Party or any other individual in this Chamber.

Several members interjected.

Mr TRENORDEN: I would be happy to stand here and talk about planning issues, but there
is a fair amount of noise going on.
Mr Court: They are being very rude to you.

Mr TRENORDEN: We want to have some recognition of the efforts being made outside the
metropolitan area. The laughter coming from the Government side indicates how little
members on that side of the House consider country areas. Mention anything outside the
metropolitan area and roars of laughter come from the Labor Party. For members opposite.
nothing exists outside the metropolitan area, but we have one of the best cities in the world
completely planned. We have the right to be considered, even though we are outside the
metropolitan area. It is painful to be ignored by the planning system.

Mrs BEGGS: I know that the hour is late, but I do not intend to keep members away from
their homes and families.
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Mr Ainsworth: That shows that Government members do not understand what country
members have to put up with.

Mrs B EGGS: I do understand that country members have a problem fulfilling their duties in
this Chamber and maintaining contact with home. I cannot understand the Opposition's
hypocrisy and its absolute cheek and gall in this whole subject of planning. I have witnessed
the crocodile tears over conflicts in planning. The member for Applecross has pleaded for
weeks about the standard of professional planning in Perth.

Mr Lewis: It is the first time I have mentioned it.

Mrs B EGGS: The member moved a motion in the Parliament.

Mr Lewis: We have not moved it; it is on the Notice Paper but you have not let us debate it.

Mrs B EGGS: That is rubbish. It was the Leader of the Opposition who did not let the
member for Applecross debate it. lHe had other things which took priority over it.
Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mrs B EGGS: It is important to have these things on the record. There is no lack of quality
in planning administration in this State. I have personally witnessed, as have many members,
one of the most serious problems in planning, and that has been interference in the supply of
affordable blocks of land. This massive interference has been conducted at a party political
level by the Opposition. The member for Riverton, the member for Applecross, the Leader
of the Opposition, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the member for Kingsley, the
members in the other place -

Mr Lewis: When have I interfered with anty subdivision proposal?

Mrs B EGGS: - if there a cheap vote to be gained, that is exactly -

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order, members! I know it is late. It is nice to have a bit of fun in
the wee small hours, but Hansard is not having much fun at all.

Mrs BEGGS: I am not having much fun at all. I am pleased the member for Riverton is
wearing his green tie tonight because he is a born-again greenie. Members of the Opposition
had never heard of the environment when they were in Government. The victim of the
Opposition's tactics in regard to the supply of land is low cost affordable housing. That is the
truth, and members opposite know it. If members would cast their minds back to a few
months ago, before the last election, we had Rent-a-Crowd at land releases.

Mr Court: One of your members is crossing the floor.

Mrs BEGGS: At least he is not a born-again greenie. It is a fact that the Opposition -

Mr Lewis: Are you suggesting that we organised people to go out to camp on blocks being
released?

Mrs B EGGS: The member knows very weUl that the Opposition did.

Mr Lewis: It is unbelievable! [ hope the Press picks this up.

Mrs B EGGS: The truth is that the Opposition is completely out of touch and it has ignored
the enormous changes in the demand for planning services.

Mr Lewis: I have been telling you that for 18 months, and you have been telling this
Parliament that there are no shortages; there will be enough land under $20 000 for five
years.

Mrs BEGGS: That is not true. We have to look at the facts. The number of lots approved in
1980 was a few thousand, and that increased to 14 000 lots in 1988-89 - an incredible
increase.

Mr Lewis: It is not. In 1977 the record was 13 700.

Mrs BEGGS: That is not true.

Mr Lewis: All right, I shall bring the statistics in tomorrow; or you should read them.
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Mrs BEGGS: The number of houses constructed in the same period was 26 000, a
40 per cent increase on the previous year.
Mr Kierath: The previous year was abnonnally low.

Mrs BEGGS: It was not.

Mr Kierath: It was.

Mrs BEGGS: In Western Australia at the moment we have a three per cent population
growth each year.

Mr Lewis: I would be happy to debate it with you but you really do not know what you are
talking about.

Mrs BEGGS: That is not right. Applications for rezoning have skyrocketed because the
emphasis on urban planning has changed quite dramatically. While members opposite
continue to bleat and cry and make all sorts of wild accusations without any foundation
whatsoever, they do not take into account the dramatic changes now occurring in this State.
Some country members have mentioned regional centres, and I agree that some of those
centres are reaching such a size, and population growth has been such, that problems have
developed. It will require some very complex professional planning of those centres to
ensure we provide for their future growth as well. It has been demonstrated quite adequately
by the State Planning Comnmission in the past, and certainly by the attitude of all those people
who work very hard down there, that that long term regional planning is an absolute priority.

Mr Lewis: You would never know it!

Mrs BEGGS: I think the member for Applecross started taking an interest in politics and
matters pertaining to housing and planning only recently, but regional planning in country
areas was non-existent under the previous Liberal Government. Under the old structure of
the State Planning Commission, the Town Planning Board was restricted to subdivisional
control and matters related to local authority town planning schemes, and the evidence speaks
for itself. In January 1986 - and I cannot take any credit for this - my predecessor, now the
Minister for Transport, initiated as part of a policy of development -

Mr Kierath: The destroyer of planning and now the destroyer of the environment!

Mrs BEGGS: That is absolutely untrue. Under his direction some very significant things
happened in Western Australia's regional planning. The Shark Bay plan was adopted and has
been implemented; the Leeuwin-Naturaliste plan, which some members who represent the
south west would be interested in, has been completed; the Kinmberley study has been
completed and its release will rake place shortly; the Peel study has been completed and will
be released in the new year; the goldfields study has been completed and a draft report will be
released later this year; the Geraldton mid-west and Kalbarri area plans have been released
for public comment and will be finalised in the next few months; the Albany regional study is
under way and will be completed in 1990. Nonte of those things happened under a Liberal
administration, and no-one opposite can argue with that. All of those regional plans have
been done while we have been in Governiment.

I think the member for Warren would have been advised by members of the Department of
Planning and Urban Development, who have been having consultations with people in his
constituency and the local authorities there, that new studies will take place this year for the
Warren-Blackwood and the Bunbury-Wellington areas. We have extensively involved local
communities in that process of consultation. It is really important that the aspirations and
wishes of people in the local communities are considered, and the former State Planning
Commission - now the Department of Planning and Urban Development - will ensure it seeks
the views of those people so that whatever plans are put in place reflect those views
adequately.

Members must not forget either that we created the regional planning committees, the country
planning councils and the district planning committees. The whole question of
decentralisation is a very complex problem. The member for Applecross said we were going
to force people to live in houses that were too small for them on blocks of land that were not
adequate. The samne could apply to the whole area of decentralisation. The only way we can
have a satisfactory decentralisation policy is to ensure that our economic policy provides that
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jobs are created in the regional areas. The record of this Government shows that has been
very successful.

Mr Trenorden: In part.

Mrs B EGGS: In part, but we cannot do everything overnight. in our six years in government
we have done more for decentralisation than the conservative parties ever did.
As I said, [ do not want to delay the House but many issues were raised tonight that I could
take up and debate at length. Planning is not an exact science. It is an area where many
projections have to be made, as has been demonstrated by the corridor plan, which was
thought 20 years ago to be a quite satisfactory answer to the development of the whole of the
metropolitan area of Penth. Experience has shown that is just not the case and now, with
changing times and with the dynamic growth that has occurred in Western Australia, we have
to reassess all those things.

Mr Kierath: Are you advocating the abandonment of the corridor plan? Would you like to
see the urban sprawl everywhere?

Mrs BEGGS: No, I am not advocating that. My predecessor made it perfectly clear, and it is
encumbent upon all of us if we are to be responsible to the cornmurty, that we must take into
account the cost to the community of that urban sprawl.

Mr Lewis: The cost has always been there, relatively.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Order! Only one person should be speaking,
and that is the Minister.

Mrs BEGGS: We need to reassess how much growth we expect in the metropolitan area.
We also need to reassess the lifestyles of all those people who find Western Australia one of
the best States of Australia in which to live. When we talk about urban redevelopment and
increased densities in housing I do not think anyone should presume for a moment that that
means some deterioration of the lifestyle everybody has experienced here for a long time. I
totally disagree with the member for Applecross. when he says there is a policy, either by the
Government or by the Department for Planning and Urban Development, to force a point of
view or a lifestyle. However, We should be able to present to the community a range of
housing options and that is exactly what this new policy is all about.

Mr Kierath: What size is your block?

Msrs BEGGS- That is totally irrelevant. I have chosen a block that suits my requirements
now.

Mr Kierath: I can tell the Minister that a lot of people want blocks suitable to their
requirements.

Mrs BEGGS: That is exactly right. However, what about aged people, for example, who
perhaps live in Applecross on a quarter acre block and who may not want to move out of that
locality but will look for the opportunity -

Mr Lewis interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I am not very good at impersonating the Speaker, but
the Chamber will get through this debate in an orderly way if interjections of the Opposition
members decrease proportionately with the frequency of the Minister addressing her remarks
to the Chair. If that happens, we will get through this quickly.

Mrs BEGGS: The member for Applecross contradicted himself ihree times within the last
three minutes. The whole purpose of reassessing the direction of planning procedures and the
structure of the planning department. and having a review of the development of the
metropolitan area, is to make sure that we reflect what is actually raking place in the
community in order to provide for the needs of a growing and vibrant Western Australian
community in the future. If the member for Applecross does not recognise that, I think both
he and the member for Marmion would be in absolute conflict with the views of the industry.

Mr Lewis: That is not true.

Mrs BEGGS: It is true.

Mr Lewis: I talk to them every month, as you do.
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Mrs B EGGS: I talk to them every day. Concerns have been expressed from those industry
groups about the sorts of comments made by the member for Applecross in Parliament on a
regular basis. We are looking for a bipartisan approach to this issue in order to make sure
that we accommodate the growth which will occur in Western Australia in the future.

Mr Lewis interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Applecross is interjecting in a
disorderly way. I ask him to respect the Chamber.

Mrs BEGGS: Constructive views and constructive, legitimate criticism are welcomed but the
political grandstanding of the member for Applecross both in this place and outside for his
own gain is not. It will not serve the needs of the community in the future and I think the
member for Applecross should be ashamed of himself.

Division 38 put and passed.
Progress

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

House adjourned at 2.04 am (Thursday)



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS - AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL OFFICE
No Annual Habitat Reviews

1582. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
Would the Minister please ascertain the electoral districts or parts thereof
where annual habitat reviews have not been conducted by the Australian
Electoral Office since 1984?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The Australian Electoral Officer for Western Australia has informed the
State's Electoral Commissioner that the timing of each habitation review is
planned as much as possible to be carried out in a period of 12 months
immediately prior to the anticipated date of each Federal and State general
election. Section 92(2) of the Commonwealth Electoral Act provides that -

At least once in each period of two years the Electoral Commission
shall cause to be conducted in each State a habitation review, being a
review of the rolls for that State.

Since January 1984, reviews have been conducted in 1984, 1985, 1988 and
1989. Reviews were not conducted in 1986 or 1987. Habitation reviews were
not fully completed by door knocking in the following State electoral districts
in the years shown -

1984 Peel Applecross
Gosnells Jandakot
Canning Thorn-die
Albany Armnadale
MelvilWe Marangaroc
East Melville

1985 Jandakot (Canning Vale)

1988 Full coverage was obtained of the districts which are
capable of being fully reviewed by door knocking.

1989 Field work for the habitation review is due for completion
early in December 1989 and full coverage is anticipated.

ENVIRONMENTAL AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL - MINISTER
FOR ENVIRONMENT

Council Member - Establishment Negotiations
1594. Mr COURT to the Minister for Environment:

(1) Will the Minister be a member of the Environmental and Economic
Development Council?

(2) Was the Minister involved in negotiations for the establishment of this
council?

Mr PEARCE replied:

0I) No.

(2) Yes.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT - ANNUAL
REPORT

Road, River and Stream Reserves Review - Progress
1615. Mr WATI to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Further to the proposed review of road, river and stream reserves in the
woodehip licence area, as indicated in the 1988 annual report of the
Department of Conservation and Land Management -

(a) what stage has been reached with the review and when are details
likely to be made public as a draft management plan;
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(b) would the Minister provide a copy of the research studies, on the role
and effectiveness of the corridors, referred to in the 1988 annual
report?

(2) Further to page 38 of CALM's 1988 annual report -

(a) for which national parks and nature reserves have dieback occurrence
maps now been produced;

(b) for which conservation reserves are such maps in preparation?

(3) Further to page 77 of CALM's 1988 annual report, would the Minister table
reports on the assessed environmental impact of the World Rally route trough
CALM land -

(a) for 1988;
(b) for 1989?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) (a) The review is continuing and it is not known when the details will be
finalised.

(b) I refer the member to the public document titled "The Road, River and
Stream Zone System in the Southern Forest of Western Australia",
released in March 1988.

(2) For those parks and reserves which have management plans, interim
protection guidelines or where works are proposed.

(3) Verbal reports only were made.

YEAGARUP DUNES - D'ENTRECASTEAUX NATIONAL PARK
Motor Vehicles and Horse Riding - Provisions

1622. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) What provision has been made for using -

(a) four-wheel drive vehicles

(b,) other motor vehicles;

(c) horses
to drive or be ridden on the Yeagarup Dunes in the D'Entrecasreaux National
Park?

(2) If these activities are not permitted, what are the reasons?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(2)
1 refer the member to the "Shannon Park and D'Enrrecasteaux National Park
Management Plan 1987-1997'. Items 9.2 and 9.3 on pages 99-103 and map
15 address the issues raised.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TRADE - COUNTERTRADE DEALS
Groundwork Costs Cover - Departmental Policy

1658. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) In formulating counterurade deals, is it departmental policy to cover the costs
of the initial groundwork?

(2) Has the department agreed to cover any of the costs relating to the
establishment of a tannery in Boyanup?

(3) If so, which costs has it agreed to cover and how much does it finally expect to
pay?

(4) Specifically, will the Government cover the cost of the application for works
approval submitted by the engineering firm, Kinhill?

(5) If yes, how much will that be?
A? 26S I - 12
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Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No, in formulating counterirade deals it is not departmental policy to covet the

costs of the initial groundwork. However, in the case of ABB, where the
company entered into a substantial countertrade comnmitment after it had been
awarded the contract for the electrification of the Perth railway system, it was
agreed by the former Minister for Economic Development and Trade that
costs of up to $600 000 associated with expenditure legitimately incurred on
identifying ways in which ABB could meet its countenrade commitment of
$66 million could be met by the Government.

(2) No, the department has not agreed to cover any of the costs relating to the
establishment of a tannery in Boyanup. However, in accordance with (1)
above, the Governmetnt will meet legitimtate pre-establishment costs incurred
by ABB in identifying countertrade commnitments.

(3) No costs in regard to the construction of the Boyanup tannery. However,
ABB has submitted accounts totalling $US64 000 in regard to identifying
countertrade commitments relating to a tannery operation in Western
Australia. None of these costs has yet been reimbursed.

(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.

LAND - ROBB JETTY MEATWORKS AREA
Lease or Sale - Tannery Proposal

1663. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:
(1) Has any land that is adjacent to the Robb Jetty meatworks or land within the

Robb Jetty meatworks site been excised and leased or sold to a firm for use by
a proposed tannery?

(2) If yes. will the Minister table the details?
Mr GRILL replied:
(0)-2)

A 10 hectare block of land is being excised from the Robb Jetty mearworks
land. This land has previously been used for agistmenr of sheep and cattle
prior to slaughter. The land is to be made available free of charge to the
Schaffer Corporation. In exchange, the company will relocate the Gosh
Leather Tannery from South Coogee and establish a modem tannery on the
site. In addition, the company will develop a fashion leather industrial and
retail park to act as a catalyst for a leather manufacturing industry. The
Industrial Lands Development Authority has responsibility for ensuring that
the specific performance and development requirements laid down by the
Government are met before title is transferred. The agreement is part of the
Government's redevelopment and upgrading program for the Coogee area
which has been formulated in consultation with the Cockburn City Council
and relevant Government agencies.

LAND - LUDLOW
National Park Conversion

1677. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Does the Minister or the Minister's department intend to convert any more

area at Ludlow into national park?
(2) If so -

(a) which area:
(b) when?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
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(2) (a) The area known as Minninup block. This will complete action on the
Ludlow area as foreshadowed on map 7 of the CALM regional
management plan 1987-1997 for the central forest region.

(b) This will depend on approval by Parliament of a motion to revoke the
area as State forest.

BEEKEEPING - NATIONAL PARKS AND NATURE RESERVES
Conservation and Land Management. Department of - Permission

Policy
1680. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) What is the Department of Conservation and Land Management's policy and
practice to permit beekeeping within national parks or on CALM land within
accessible distance of hive bees to national parks?

(2) What is the Department of Conservation and Land Management's policy and
practice to permit beekeeping within nature reserves or on CALM land within
accessible distance of hive bees to nature reserves?

Mr.TAYLOR replied:

(1) A draft policy is currently being considered by member groups of the
beekeepers' consultative committee. In the interim the status quo is being
maintained. All existing apiary sites on national parks, conservation and/or
recreation reserves and nature reserves will be retained provided they do not
comprise protection and management needs. Sites can be transferred in the
usual manner but no new sites on national parks, conservation and/or
recreation reserves or nature reserves will be issued. Placement of sites on
CALM land other than the cited conservation reserves is not influenced by the
sites' distance from such conservation reserves.

t2) See (l).
RESERVES - LANE-POOLE

A Class Small Conservation Reserves - Gazenal Reason
168 1. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

With regard to the several A Class conservation reserves comprising the Lane-
Poole Reserve -

(a) why was the area gazetted as a series of small contiguous reserves
rather than a consolidated area comprising a large reserve for
conservation and the existing reserve for recreation;

(b) having regard for the purpose and criteria expressed for national parks
and proposed conservation parks in the recently approved forest region
management plans -

(i) what was the rationale for declaring most of the Lane-Poole
Reserve a reserve for conservation rather than national park;

(ii) does the agreement defined in section 2 of the Alumina
Refinery Agreement Act 1961 release the conservation reserves
from commitments to inappropriate uses or activities and, if
not, what commitments still exist;

(c) (i) is the State's jarrah forest internationally unique in terms of
landscape and biota;

(ii) is the Lane-Poole Reserve a major conservation reserve
containing significant areas of jarrah forest;

which other conservation reserves of comparable size contain
significant areas of jarrah forest;

(iv) does the Lane Poole Reserve have important conservation,
cultural, and scenic values?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a) The contiguous reserves do not always have identical purposes.
(b) (i) Because of pre-existing legal rights held by Alcoa.

(ii) This part of the question is not sufficiently clear for me to answer.

Yes.

(iii)
Most of the remaining jarrab forest is reserved as State forest, for
which conservation is one of the multiple uses.

(iv) Yes.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF -
CORPORATE PLAN
Acceptance Date

1685. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) On what date was a corporate plan adopted for the Department of

Conservation and Land Management?
(2) Were the department's corporate objectives -

(a) endorsed by the Minister or the Minister's predecessor;
(b) approved by the Minister or the Minister's predecessor?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

A corporate plan for CALM was approved by the then Minister for
Conservation and Land Management in June 1987.

FORESTRY - STATE FORESTS Nos 1, 2, 7
Original Proclamation Date - "Government Gazette" Page Numbers

1686. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
On what dates were the following State forest areas originally proclaimed, and
on which relevant Government Gazette page numbers is the information
recorded -

(a) State forest No 1;
(b) State forest No 2;

(c) State forest No 7?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a)-(b)

Government Gazette of 27 June 1919, page number unknown.

(c) Government Gazette of 28 November 1924, page number unknown.
BEEKEEPING - NATIONAL PARKS AND NATURE RESERVES

Conservation and Land Management Forest Region Management
Plans - Permission

1690. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
With regard to the purposes of national parks and nature reserves, as expressed
in the recently approved Department of Conservation and Land Management
forest region management plans -

(a) in which national parks was beekeeping permitted during the period
July 1986 to June 1989;

(b) for what reasons is it undesirable to permit beekeeping nature reserves;

(c) (i) what has been the nature of specific awareness to Phyeophthora
dieback that the department has promoted with beekeepers;
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(ii) has this included awareness of Phytop/uhora citricola in the
northern sand plain area between Moore River and Geradrhon?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a) This information is not readily available. However, existing sites on national

parks have been maintained where they do not compromise protection and
management needs. A moratorium on new apiary sites has been in place
during the previous 12 months, dating from when a new draft policy was first
presented to industry.

(b) The potential exists for introduced honeybees to have an adverse effect on
nature reserves' primary purpose of conservation of flora and fauna.
Beekeeping is the only commercial exploitation of natural resources currently
permitted on nature reserves.

(c) (i) Requirements for dieback control are discussed with each beekeeper
by the field officers of the Department of CALM.

(ii) Yes. Written guidelines are in preparation.

BEEKEEPERS - APIARY SITES
Conservation and Land Management Department Land - Site Rentals

1693. Mr OMODET to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) How many apiary sites are currently held by commercial beekeepers on land

controlled by the Department of Conservation and Land Management?
(2) Will there be any increase in site rental in the near future?

(3) (a) Whac is the position with the remote apiary site proposal;

(b) why is it taking so long to be introduced?

(4) Is there any suggestion from within the Department of Conservation and Land
Management to locate or relocate apiary sites closer together?

(5) (a) Does CALM intend to increase the number of apiary sites on lands
under its control in cases where controlled bumns have affected the
industry;

(b) if not, why not?
(6) (a) Does CALM intend to increase the number of apiary sites on lands

under its control for any other reason, such as security of honey and
pollen industry;

(b) if not, why not?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) As at 30 June 1989 there were 2 424 registered apiary sites on Crown land.
No data is available for sites on land managed by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management.

(2) No.
(3) The part of the draft policy on beekeeping which refers to remote apiary sites

is now being dealt with separately to expedite its application.
(4) No.

(5) (a) No.
(b) The areas involved are relatively small and controlled bumns are a

necessary operation which protect beekeepers and other forest users
against the impact of wildfires. Alternative apiary sites may be offered
to beekeepers in some cases.

(6) (a) Yes, where it is compatible with other management requirements.
(b) Not applicable.
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RESERVE 5102 - BADEN POWELL AREA, MURRAY RIVER
Site Incorporation - Land Estate Category

1695. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) As page 50 of volume I of the Lane-Poole Reserve draft management plan

identified a significant recreation interest in the Baden Powell area on the
Murray River -

(a) is this site within reserve 5102;
(b) was Reserve 5102 within the northern jarrah management priority area

as at April 1986:
(c) (i) has Reserve 5102 been incorporated into the Lane Poole Reserve;

(ii) if not, why not?

(2) In regard to pages 23-29 of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management's 1988 annual report, into which land estate category does
Reserve 5102 fall?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) (a)-(b)
Yes.

(c) Not yet. However, it wil be in due course.

(2) Other reserves.

LAKE JASPER - DENTRECASTEAUX NATIONAL PARK MANAGEMENT PLAN
Boa: Use Zoning Plan - Power Boating Report Tabling

1696. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) As the 1987 D'Entrecasteaux National Park management plan provides for
development of a zoning plan for boat use on Lake Jasper. would the Minister
please table the scientific reports made that concluded -

(a) proposed power boating on Lake Jasper would not significantly impair
water quantity and quality of this water reserve;

(b) proposed power boating on Lake Jasper would not significantly affect
the terrestial flora and fauna associated with the lake;

(c) proposed power boating on Lake Jasper would not significantly affect
aquatic flora and fauna associated with the lake?

(2) (a) 1-as the boat use zoning plan been finalised;

(b) if so, on what date did it come into effect;

(c) could a copy please be tabled?

(3) Have power boats been permitted to use Lake Jasper - excepting for
hang-gliding purposes - by the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, or the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority -

(a) prior to December 1987;
(b) after December 1987 but prior to the zoning plan coming into effect?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I refer the member to my answer to question 1444 of 1988.
RESERVES 5102,5098,5099.5100,5101 - PURPOSE, CLASS, SIZE

AND VESTING
GaZetral Dates

1697. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(I) (a) What is the purpose, class, size and vesting of Reserve 5102;

(b) what was its original purpose and date of gazertal;
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(c) on what date was it vested in the Conservator of Forests and on what
date was that changed;

(d) if it is not vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation
Authority, what are the reasons?

(2) (a) What is the purpose, class, size and vesting of Reserves 5098, 5099.
5100 and 5101;

(b) what was the original purpose and dates of gazettal of these reserves;

(c) would provisions of the Land Act permit commercial logging within
this reserves without Parliament's consent?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) (a) Recreation and parkland; A Class; 221 hectares; Conservator of
Forests

(b) Recreation and parkland. Purpose gazetted 27 March 1908.
(c) 6 March 1959. Not yet changed.

(d) This will occur when the area is made part of the Lane Poole Reserve.

(2) (a)

(i) Reserve 5098; Conservation of flora and fauna; Class A; 121
hectares; National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority.

(ii) Reserves 5099, 5100 and 5 1011 have been c ancelled.

(b) Public utilities. 18 July 1889.
(c) It is not clear to which of the four reserves the question refers.

PHARMACISTS - RURAL AREAS
Subsidy Reduction - Federal Announcement

170- Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Health:

(1) What action, if any, has the Minister taken in response to the Commonwealth
Government's recently announced subsidy for country pharmacists?

(2) (a) Has the Minister calculated the extent to which payments to country
pharmacists will be reduced under the Commnonwealth Government's
latest offer;

(b) if yes, will the Minister table those calculations?

(3) (a) Is the Minister satisfied that the subsidy is adequate to ensure the
ongoing viability of pharmacies in small country commnunities;

(b) if not, what steps will the Minister take to try to secure the long term
provision of pharmaceutical services to people in these communities?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) I have met on numerous occasions with pharrnacy representatives to discuss
their concerns about various aspects of the pharmaceutical benefits scheme
dispute including the essential pharmacy allowance. As a result of these
discussions I have made strong representation to the Federal Government
drawing particular attention to the special needs of community pharmacists
located in the more remote parts of Western Australia.

(2) (a) While the precise impact has not been calculated I am well aware of
how important the provision of adequate allowance is to many country
pharmacists.

(b) Not applicable.

(3) (a) I am advised that the recent decisions to introduce a freight subsidy
and to broaden the essential pharmacy allowance guidelines will to
some degree at least help pharmacies in small country centres to
remain viable. it is difficult at this stage to gauge the ful effiect of
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these measures for all country pharmacies which will also be
influenced by other aspects of the remuneration paid to pharmacists
under the PBS and which are yet to be finalised.

(b) I will continue to liaise closely with the Pharmacy Guild and
Pharmaceutical Council and seek to ensure the Federal Government
takes proper account of the unique factors involved in providing
pharmacy services in the country areas of this State.

SILVER CHAIN NURSING ASSOCIATION - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1714. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Health:

(1) What funding has been provided by the Government to the Silver Chain
Nursing Association during the financial years ended -

(a) 30 June 1987;
(b) 30 June 1988;

(c) 30 June 1989?
(2) What funding is it anticipated will be provided by the Government to this

association during the current financial year?
Mr WILSON replied:

$000, s

(1) (a) 22 100.8
(b) 25 776.5

(c) 29293.3
(2) 31 049A

These figures include the Commonwealth contribution to the home and
community care program. AIDS program and geriatric assessment program.

LAND - ARMADALE SITES
Disposal Area - Sale Dare

1717. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:

(1) Would the Treasurer indicate what property was disposed of under the heading
"Arrnadale sites" for $1 215 000 as outlined in the Treasurer's answer to me in
question 893 of 1989?

(2) When was the property sold?

(3) For what purpose was the property previously earmarked to be used for?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Armadale Lot 14. the land now comprised in certificate of tide volume 1762
folio 890.

(2) Date of settlement was 28 October 1987.

(3) Primary school.

EVENTSCORP -PROJECTS

Financial Assistance -Future Events
1723. Mr BLAMIE to the Premier:

(1) Would the Premier provide details of those projects and the level of financial
assistance provided by EventsCorp in 1988-89?

(2) What events are expected to be financed by EventsCorp in 1989-90?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) In 1988-89 EventsCorp was involved in the following projects -

* World Basketball Championships bid - the first bid was unsuccessful.
The net cost to EventsCorp was $55 000. Significant additional
funding assistance totalling $ 101 000 was obtained from -
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State Basketball Associations: New South Wales, Victoria,
Queensland, Tasmania, South Australia;

Australian Sports Commission;
Australian Tourist Commission;
Qantas Airways Limited.

EventsCorp has an option to proceed with a second bid for these
championships. In addition, it is also considering the opportunity to
bid for the Women's World Championships.

* Asian Men's Volleyball Championships bid - the bid was unsuccessful
at a cost of $15 000 and is expected to be recovered with the staging of
the event in 1991.

* Rally Australia was staged in a bid to win World Rally Championship
status. The event was successful, EventsCorp injected $800 000 into
what is a long term promotional opportunity for Western Australia.

* World Expo, Brisbane. EventsCorp was developer and manager of
Western Australia's participations. This project was funded by the
State. EventsCorp brought it in under budget at a cost to the State of
$3 409 000.

* World Swimming Championships. $120 000 was spent an preparation
and will be recovered on the staging of the event.

* Hopman Cup tennis - this project is a joint venture with Paul
McNamee and generated a profit for the partners.

* Various other activities were undertaken including -

Participation in a successfu bid to stage the Golden Oldies
Rugby in Perth in 199 1. This event will attractS& 000 visitors.

Participation in a successful bid to stage the World Veterans
Tennis Championship in 199 1.

(2) In 1989-90 EventsCorp is involved in the following projects -

* Hopman Cup tennis - this project is self-funding through ticket sales
and sponsorship and a further profit is expected.

* Commonwealth Bank Rally - World Rally Championships - in its first
year as a world championship the project requires funding support of
$500 000 ftom the State. The economic and promotional benefit of
this event to the State is considerable and this is one of only three
annual world status events in Australia.

* World Swimming Championships - January 1991 - there is budgeted
expenditure of $100 000 for the sale of sponsorship which will
ultimately be recovered from sponsorship, gate proceeds, etc.

* PacRim 90 (September L990) - preparation is funded from sponsorship
already committed. Sponsors include Arthur Anderson, Bechtel,
Chevron, United Parcel Services, Morrison Foerster, AT & T, Qantas,
ANZ.

* A bid for International Motorcross - $10 000 - $15 000 is budgeted and
will ultimately be recovered if the bid is successful.

* Development of an international forum on 'Sustainable Development".
A budget of $ 10 000 has been provided.

* There is continued analysis and assessment of a wide range of event
opportunities for the State including -

Marathon event

International beach volleyball

Amateur golf
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International jazz festival
International cycling.

PETROLEUM EXPLORATION PERMITS - OFFSHORE AREAS
Onshore Areas - Company Expenditure

1736. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Mines:
What was the aggregate cash expenditure by companies holding petroleum
exploration permit areas -

(a) offshore;
(b,) onshore
during each financial year form 1983-84 to 1980-89?
Mr CARR replied:
(a)-(b)

Annual Petroleum Exploration Expenditure
in WA -$X10

Calendar Offshore Onshore Total
Year
1983 285.4 50.7 336.1t
1984 240.5 72.8 313.3
1985 194.1 79.5 273.6
1986 t09.6 34.0 143.6
1987 57.8 37.7 95.2
1988* 60.0 35.0 95.0
*Estimated values

Financial figures for 1989 are not yet available. While onshore drilling
activity for the year dropped some 58 per cent from t988, offshore drilling by
contrast increased by 30 per cent. These figures represent the activity on
petroleum exploration permits only and do not include sole risk speculative
seismic recorded outside permit areas. Such surveys would enhance the
seismic statistics by 36 per cent for 1988 alone. Details of annual expenditure
for petroleumn exploration. collated by the Bureau of Mineral Resources, are
reported in calendar rather than fiscal years.

SUPERANNUATION - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES' SUPERANNUATION
BOARD

Apex Pacific - Properrv Purchase

1738. Mr P.J. SMITH to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Western Australian Government Employees' Superannuation Board

ever purchased property or properties from Apex Pacific?
(2) If yes, would the Treasurer please list the property or properties and the

purchase price(s)?
(3) Were any improvements made by the board to these properties?
(4) Does the board still own all or some of these properties?
(5) If so, under what terms are they being managed?
(6) If not, what was the selling price of the said properties?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1)-(6)

I am advised by the Governmrent Employees' Superannuation Board that it has
never purchased any properties from Apex Pacific.
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ELECTIONS -FEDERAL JOINT STANDING COMNIlTTEE ON ELECTORAL
MATTERS

Offices of Profit - Protection Legislation
1748. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the recommendations by the Commonwealth Joint
Standing Committee on Electoral Matters that "chose people affected by the
requirement to resign from an office of profit under the Crown before
nominating for election to the Parliament of the Commonwealth, for which
they are subsequently unsuccessful, have their employment and entitlements
protected by suitable legislation"?

(2) Is the Government's policy regarding State offices of profit under the Crown
in line with the above recommendation?

(3) If so, since when was such policy enforced?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes. The Electoral Commissioner for Western Australia has been involved in
discussions with the acting Australian Electoral Commissioner on this matter.
This recommendation of the Commonwealth Joint Standing Committee on
electoral matters was not agreed to by the Commonwealth Government.

(2) No. Regulation 23 of the electoral regulations 1988 expresses this
Government's policy in respect of public employees' standing for election.
Regulation 23 is in the same terms as the repealed regulation 58 which was
introduced by the electoral amendment regulations 1985.

(3)-(4)
Answered by (1) and (2).

ELECTIONS - FEDER-AL JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON ELECTORAL
MATTERS

Postal Voting - Double Enveloping Recommendation

1749. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the recommendations by the Commonwealth Standing
Committee on Electoral Matters that "prior to the next Federal election the
Australian Electoral Commission introduce a system of double enveloping or
an appropriately designed ready-to-assemble envelope for the purpose of
postal voting"?

(2) Will the Minister consider such improvements to the implementation of postal
voting from the State?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes. The Electoral Commissioner for Western Australia has been involved in
discussions with the acting Australian Electoral Commissioner on this matter.
The Australian Electoral Commission is currently investigating the Joint
Standing Committee's recommendation regarding envelopes for postal voting.
However, as postal voting envelopes require several months prniglead
time, the Australian Electoral Commuission will not adopt the JoitSading
Committee's recommendation for the next Federal general election.

(2) The system of postal voting in this State entails the use of a sealed outer
envelop which contains the sealed ballot paper envelop and the declaration
completed by the elector. A separate ballot paper envelope is not used in the
current Commonwealth system.

DUCK SHOOTING - 1987 SEASON
Prosecutions - 1990 Season Decision

175 1. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) How many persons were prosecuted for offences during the 1987 duck
shooting season?
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(2) When will the Minister decide whether a duck shooting season will be held in
1990?

(3) What factors will be taken into account in determining a season?
(4) Is climatic change being addressed?
(5) What is the current status of research of waterfowl in Western Australia?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(I) Six.

(2) When I receive the necessary scientific advice from the Department of
Conservation and Land Management officers.

(3) Waterfowl breeding conditions as indicated by wetland depths and rainfall
records; waterfowl population survey results; and community attitudes.

(4) Climatic factors will be taken into account in deciding whether there will be a
duck shooting season in L990. Longer term climatic change is being taken
into consideration in policy development and planning for wetland and
waterfowl conservation.

(5) The Department of Conservation and Land Management maintains an active
program of research into wetlands and waterbirds. Current projects include a
study of waterbird use of the wetlands of the Swan coastal plain, annual
monitoring of the abundance of waterbird populations, finalisation of the
analysis of historical duck banding data and annual wetland monitoring.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - 'JACKEROO' MINIJ
SERIES

Investment

1757. Mr COURT to the Premier:

(1) Is the Western Australia Development Corporation investing in the mini series
"Jackeroo"?

(2) If yes, when was this investment made?

(3) What money is involved?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT - HOUSES,
JARRAIIDALE

Sale Price

1759. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) What is the sale price of each of the six houses being sold by the department
inJarrahdale?

(2) What is the current market price of comparable houses in the area?

(3) Why are the houses not being sold on the open market?

(4) To whom is the option of purchasing these houses being made?

Mir TAYLOR replied:

(1) $22400
$22400
$22 500
$23 400
$24 200
$24 600

(2) 1 do not have such information.
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(3)-(4)

1760. Mr

(g) what reasons were given for gaining access to the computer;

(h) would tighter security measures in the House have prevented the
breach of security;

(i) was the security breach noted by person, by visual damage, by
electronic surveillance, or attempted non-aurhorised access to the
computer?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

I refer the member to my answer to question 937 of 1989.
COMPANIES AND SECURITIS - FEDERAL REGULATORY AUTHORITY

Personnel Appointments - Federal and Victorian Governments
Agreement

1762. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Attorney General aware of the agreement between the Commonwealth
Government and Victoria in relation to the personnel to be appointed to the
Commonwealth regulatory authority by reason of the Victorian agreement to
re fer its powers over companies and securities to the Comnmonwe alth?

(2) In particular, is the Attorney General aware that Victoria is guaranteed that
two of the three senior positions under the scheme will always be held by
Victorians'?

(3) Is the Attorney General aware that the nature of this agreement and its details
were disclosed in the Senate as a result of persistent investigation by Senator
Peter Durack, QC, on behalf of Weste rn Australia?

(4) Is the Attorney General aware that, under the deal between the
Commonwealth and Victoria, that State is to receive, on a permanent basis, an
unfair proportion of fees payable under the Comnmonwealth scheme if it is
lawful?

(5) Is the Attorney General concerned that these arrangements discriminate
against States other than Victoria - in particular, Western Australia?

(6) Has the Attorney General made any public or private protest in relation to this
previously secret deal?

(7) If not, will the Attorney General now do so?

(8) Has the Attorney General sighted the document entitled "Basis on which
Victoria would agree to settle with Commonwealth"?
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The houses are occupied and, under the conditions established in 1985, tenants
were given the option to purchase at the valuation ficed by the Valuer
General.

PARLIAMIENT HOUSE -PREMIER'S OFFICE
Security Breach -Culprit Details

KIERATH to the Premier:
In view of the breach of security reported on 6 September 1989, and referring
to question 937 of 1989, will the Premier advise -

(a) was the person involved a member of the Premier's personal staff;,
(b) if so, what work does the person perform;
(c) did the person have a key to the Premier's office;
(d) was the office locked prior to, or at the time of, the breach of security;
(e) does the computer system have a capability to allow different levels of

access to its data;
(f) did the person concerned have access to any of these levels and, if so,

which ones;



(9) What action will the Attorney General take in relation to this matter.
Mr D. SMITH replied:
(1) The Attorney General is await that the Commronwealth and Victorian

Governments have concluded heads of agreement in respect of various issues
relating to the future regulation of companies and securities matters, including
the appointment of Victorians to certain positions within the Commonwealth's
proposed regulatory authority,

(2) See (I).
(3) Yes.
(4) The Attorney General is aware that the above heads of agreement provide for

the sharing of fees generated from companies and securities regulation with
Victoria.

(5) If the Commonwealth scheme is upheld, Western Australia would seek a
similar distribution of fees.

(6) No.
(7) The Premier has written to the Prime Minister proposing discussions on this

and related manters.
(8) Yes.
(9) See (7).

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - DAMPIER HEALTH SERVICE
Withdrawal Intention

1763. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is it the intention of the Health Department to withdraw the Dampier health

service?
(2) If so, why?
(3) What are the alternative arrangements which have been made for the residents

of Dampier?
(4) Will the residents be expected to travel to Karratha for medical treatment?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.
(2)-(3)

Not applicable.
(4) No.

DRAINAGE DISTRICTS - TAXES AND CHARGES INCREASE CONTROL
Government Commitment - Drainage Rates Applicability

1767. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Does the Premier's commitment to contain the increase in Government taxes

and charges to less than the inflation rate apply to drainage, rates levied under
the Land Drainage Act?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

No. The commitment was given in relation to the residential sector only.
SOLICITORS -SERVICE STANDARDS

Public Complaints -Western Australian Law Society

1768. Mr COWAN to The Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) How many complaints have there been from the public to the Western

Australian Law Society about the standard of service from solicitors or about
solicitors' behaviour in each of the last three years?
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(2) How many of these have resulted in disc iplinary action?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

The Attorney General is not responsible for the Law Society and therefore is
not in a position to provide the information sought by the member.

HEALTH - HARVEY HOSPITAL
Patients - Quality Water Assurance

1777. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) What action has the Minister taken to ensure that the patients at the Harvey
Hospital receive an acceptable quality of water?

(2) Will the Minister consider the need for an HD water filter to be instialled at the
Harvey Hospital?

(3) If so, when will it be installed?

(4) If not, why not and what are the alternatives perceived by the Minister?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Harvey Hospital has not specifically identified with the Health
Department a water quality problem, although it is understood that it has
recently commenced discussions with the Water Authority.

(2) Should a water problem be identified and confirmed, and it is appropriate to
resolve on the hospital site, a water filter will be installed.

(3) As soon as practical if deemed necessary.

(4) Not applicable.

RAILWAYS - PERTH-FREMANTLE ELECTRIFIED RAILWAY LINE
Western Suburbs Study. Stage 2 - Recommendations Consideration

1779. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Planning:

(I) With the planned electrification of the Perth-Fremantle railway line scheduled
for completion in early 1991, how many of the recommendations in the
Western Suburbs Study, stage 2, prepared by the technical working committee
to the State Planning Commission in 1986, are still under active
consideration?

(2) Which recommendations are they?

(3) Will a decision be made prior to the commencement of the Fremantle railway
construction work so the approved changes to the railway crossings can be
properly coordinated with the electrification construction work?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) Seventeen are still active.

(2) Recommendation Nos 1-7, 9, 10, 13-15, 17, 23, 25, 28, 29.

(3) These recommendations are being progressively considered and resolved in
consultation with the electrification project and the local councils. Not all
recommendations have rail crossing implications.

COAL - COLLIE MINES
Exports

1782. 'Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Has there been any coal exported from the Collie coal mines during the last
three years?

(2) If so, what was the quantity and the destination of the coal so. exported?

Mr CARR replied:

(t) No. Neither coal producing company has exported coal overseas from Collie
during the past three years.
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(2) Not applicable.
MAGISTRATES - APPOINTMENTS

Statistics - Legal Qualifications
1783. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) How many magistrates have been appointed for the three years from 1 July
1986 to 30 June 1989?

(2) How many of these had legal qualifications?
(3) To what roles have these magistrates been appointed?
(4) During the period described in (1) above, how many magistrates left their

positions either by retirement, resignation or appointment to a different office?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(I) Eight, excluding appointments as registrar/magistrate in the Family Court and

special magistrates in the Children's Court.
(2) Seven were legal practitioners, and one qualified by examination in

accordance with the requirements of the Stipendiary Magistrates Act.
(3) Presiding in Courts of Petty Sessions and Local Courts and. occasionally, in

Children's Courts in the metropolitan area. In country areas they are involved
in coronial matters and preside in Children's Courts and Warden's Courts.

(4) Seven.

COMMISSION OF THE PEACE - APPOINTMENTS
Statistics

1784. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
How many appointments were made to the Commission of the Peace during
the years -

(a) 1986;
(b) 1987;
(c) 1988?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(a) 120.
(b) 75.
(c) 166.

COMMISSIONERS FOR DECLARATIONS - APPOINTMENTS
Statistics

1785. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
How many persons were appointed as commissioners for declarations during
the years -

(a) 1986;
(b) 1987;
(c) 1988?

Mr D.L. SMI1TH replied:
(a) 1986-481.
(b) 1987 -728.

(c) 1988-54.
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RECYCLING - GOVERNIMNT PROGRAM
Company Participation

1787. Mr MacKIN2NON to the Premier:

How mnany companies have agreed to participate and financially support the
Government's recycling program on the basis outlined in tie letter of the
Ministry of the Cabinet and Public Sector Management sent to companies on
31 October 1989 requesting such involvement?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The four companies approached, together with Keep Australia Beautiful
Council, have agreed to participate and financially support the Government's
recycling program "You can recycle it". The program has been an outstanding
success and more than 3 500 calls have been received by the Goverrnent's
"Greenline" telephone information service.

MINES REGULATION ACTF - AMENDMENT PROPOSALS
Occupational H ealth, Safety and Welfare Legislation - Universal

Coverage

1795. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Mines:

(1) (a) Is the Minister aware of any proposed amendments to the Mines
Regulation Act to provide universal coverage of occupational health,
safety and welfare legislation, as proposed by the mining industry;

(b) has the Minister received any such proposals;

(c) if yes to (b), on how many occasions since 1986;
(d) is it the Minister's intention to adopt all or part of these proposals;

(e) if yes to (d), what are the reasons for the delay in implementation of
the proposals?

(2) Is the Minister aware that the Trades and Labnr Council of Western Australia
gave unqualified commitment to these proposals in September 1986?

(3) Is the Minister aware of any reversal of the TLC's commitment and, if yes, for
how long has the Minister been aware?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) (a)-Ab)
Yes.

(c) The mining industry position, as expressed by the Chamber of Mines,
is to amend the Mines Regulation Act and the Coal Mines Regulation
Act to incorporate parts [II and IV of the Occupational Health, Safety
and Welfare Act.

(d) The essential principles of the Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare Act will be applied to the mining industry by having the
industry subject to the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act.

(e) Tripartite discussions have takcen time.

(2) 1 am aware that the Trades and Labor Council of WA agreed to a position on
the issue which was negotiated in a tripartite forum under the auspices of the
Commission of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare.

(3) Yes. Since early this year.

MINING - GOLDFIELDS REGION
Operations Statistics - Mines Inspectors Statistics

1797. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Mines:

(1) How many mining operations were operating in the goldfields region during
the years -

(a) 1975;
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(b) 1980;
(c) 1985;
(d) 1989?

(2) How many mines inspectors were there during those same years?
(3) (a) H-as the ministry received requests for an increase in the number of

mines inspectors;

(b) if yes to 3(a), when were the requests received, and what are the details
of the requests?

(4) How many of the current mines inspectors have been mine managers?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) (a) 31.

(b) 59.

(c) 124.

(d) 167.
(2) 1975 1980 1985 1989

1 1 1 1 Senior Insp of Mines
3 4 4 5 DistrictlInsp of

Mines

I- - - Special [nsp of
Mines (Ventilation)

11 2 3 SpeciallInsp of
Mines (Machinery)

2 2 2 2

8 8 9 11
2* 2' 1* 2* Special lnsp of

Mines (Electricity)
*Part rime secondment from SECWA

(3) No formal requests for an increase in numbers of inspectors of mines have
been received since Cabinet authorised the restructuring of the Mining
Engineering Division in February 1986. This decision followed investigations
and fornal reports by the Public Service Board and the Mining Engineering
Division.

(4) All Senior and District Inspectors of Mines possess first class mine managers
certificates of competency, which is a requirement to hold the position.

QUESTIONS WITHROUT NOTICE

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - SWAN BUILDING SOCIETY
Premier's Memo - Exuewives' Charges Delay, Explanation

330. Mr COURT to the Premier:
Is it correct that -

(1) In Pariament this afternoon the Premier produced a memo to the then
Treasurer, Brian Burke, dated 8 December 1987. in relation to an
investigation of the affairs of Swan Building Society which stated the
follow ing -

As a result of that investigation, Officers from Corporate Affairs are
now in a position to institute proceedings against two former Officers
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of Swan Building Society. The names and positions of the former
Officers are submitted for your information only:

Mv. Dobson General Manager
1. Sent Finance Manager

The former Officers are to be charged for alleged offences committed
pursuant to Section 79 of the Act which involves the acceptance of
secret commissions.

It is requested that the Commnissioner for Corporate Affairs initiate the
proceedings for any offence against this Act.

Proceedings may be instituted next week.

(2) In light of this memo, will the Premier explain why charges were not
laid until 9 November 1988, almost a year later, and why the action
was filed by police officers and not officers from Corporate Affairs
Department?

(3) Does this verify the concerns the Opposition raised in its urgency
motion today?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

1 confirm. what I did today, in accordance with the record of the Parliament,
but I also give the Deputy Leader of the Opposition an indication that if he had
stopped wanting to grandstand and given me a short opportunity - since this is
not in my area of ministerial responsibility - to check some facts, I could have
given him information that would have set his mind at rest.

As he well knows, on 9 November 1988 these two former senior executives of
the failed Swan Building Society were charged. I understand - again it is only
in a preliminary way and I have not had this documented yet - the problem
was identified that the charges originally contemplated in December 1987
could not be laid because the Statute of Limitations had run out in relation to
that matter in June or July of 1987. In other words, the officers of the registrar
had overlooked the fact that a limitation period attached to certain offences.
The same limitation period does not attach to offences committed under the
provisions of the Criminal Code. A prelirninary brief I received when I left
the House today, what I asked the Deputy Leader of the Opposition half an
hour for, indicated that it was the reason why charges were not pursued under
one Act but were pursued under the Criminal Code.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition does not tell the Parliament, as he
should, that he knows the circumstances under which the charges took so long
to come to fruition. lHe knows them perfectly well from the newspaper cutting
in front of him to which he has referred. As the newspaper reported correctly
on 10 November 1988. the charges followed a 15-month investigation by a
State Governiment-formned task force comprising Corporate Affairs
investigators, fraud squad detectives, and officials of Home Building Society.
I know that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition may not have much political
acumen, but can he seriously give me any explanation of how it would be to
the Government's advantage to have two people charged shortly before I
announced an election? Can he seriously tell me that political advantage
would accrue to the Government as a result of those charges coming to
fruition a few weeks before an election campaign?

Mr Court interjected.

Mr PETER DOW7DING: People are free to say anything they want during election
campaigns. That is ridiculous. This is the trut Nothing the Opposition does
or says can get around the fact that absolutely no material exists which
suggests impropriety in that investigation of these two people. I do not know
Mr Dobson or Mr Senz and, to the best of my knowledge, I have not met
them. If they are to be blamed for the failure of the Swan Building Society,

5141



they should receive the greatest censure. As everyone knows, these corporate-
type offences are extremely difficult to prove and sustain. How many of the
senious corporate offences have actually been sustained over the years? I am
sure the member for Rloreat will bear me out; very few of these major
corporate investigations ever stand up int court. I can chink back to the years
when the Liberal Governiment was in power and recall how few of them ever
made the grade.

That is not because there was a Liberal Government in power or because now
there is a Labor Government in power. The fact is they are highly technical
and difficult charges to sustain, and it is absolutely necessary that the
Corporate Affairs Department, and all the others involved in the investigation,
dot their " i's" and cross their 's" to ensure that the charges are established in
such a way that they can result in successful prosecutions. The Opposition
can produce no evidence of impropriety. It has the evidence of an officer,
who on his own admission was at one stage in his career suffering from
overwork and stress; who is faced with an inquiry into his own conduct, under
a properly constituted inquiry; and who in his defence is raising a set of issues.
That is not ground for the matter to proceed beyond the proper levels of
inquiry that it has to date.

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT -ADEQUATE SKILLED EMPLOYEES
Government Comm irmen: Premier's Confirmation

331. Mrs WAT KINS to the Premier:

Cant the Premier confirm the conmitment of the Government to ensure that
the Corporate Affairs Department is adequately staffed by personnel of skill
and quality?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

It is important to put some of these issues i.nto perspective. I am certainly in a
position to say that there has been a huge growth in resources and staff to the
Corporate Affairs Department since we camne to office in 1983. When the
Liberal Party was in power, there were many occasions duing those years of
corporate collapses; it in fact drove Western Australia to a position where by
1982, almost the whole State had stopped operating. The member for
Cottesloc denigrated the very positive work which has been done by the staff
of the Corporate Affairs Department. Since 1983, this Government has
increased by 31 per cent the staff of the Corporate Affairs Department; arnd
since 1982, we have quadrupled the department's Budget allocation. The
Opposition should be in no doubt that we have done a great deal to provide
additional resources, to help the investigation staff, and to provide the
legislative backup to give the department teeth. For example, the Crimes
(Confiscation of Assets) Act was implemented by this Government; not the
previous Government. When we took office, the Corporate Affairs
Department had a staff of 143, and a budget of $2.63 million. The 1989-90
Budget allocation is over $10 million. I think that speaks for itself.

HEALTH PROMOTION FOUNDATION - GOVERNMENT PROPOSAL
Chairperson, Appointment Approach - Tobacco Legislation

332. Dr TURNBLJLL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the position of chairperson of the proposed Health Promotion Foundation
been offered to any person?

(2) Is the Minister aware that neither the foundation, nor the position of its
chairperson, has yet been created, and that it is the prerogative of Parliament,
not the Government, to pass the tobacco legislation?

(3) Have any other offers been made to any other persons in anticipation of the
Parliament's passing the tobacco legislation?
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Mr WILSON replied:

Yes. A person has been approached, on he basis of whether he would be
available to act in that position, should the roundation be created as proposed.
That is not to presuppose that the Parliament will approve the proposed
legislation. The offer has simply been made to Mr Harry Sorenson. a person
whom the Government believes would have the support of all parties in the
Parliament, because he is a person of eminence in the community who has
proved himself both in the business sphere and as a leading member of the
community in terms of his commitment to social and sporting issues. I assure
the Parliament that this is the sort of person whom the Government would
want to see giving prestige and credibility to such a foundation.

STATE FINANCE - INDEBTEDNESS
Treasurer's Comments

333. Mr DONOVAN to the Treasurer:

Can the Treasurer comment on the performance of the Government in respect
of the level of indebtedness of the State?

Mr PARKER replied:
I thank the member for that question, because to listen to the debate in this
House over the last 24 hours, one would have thought that the State was
sliding into a state of near bankruptcy. Nothing could be further than the
truth. This State's financial performance in respect of its indebtedness - as
well as a host of other areas which I will not go into here - has improved very
substantially in the past few years, and in particular in the last year. For
example, the proportion that State debt represented of gross State product a
few years ago was 29 per cent; in this year it has fallen to around 26 per cent
of estimated gross State product. It is projected that it will fall still further in
the next few years.
The Commonwealth Budget papers also show that on both a gross and a net
debt basis, Western Australia's debt levels are, as a proportion of its economy,
only marginally above the all State average, and consistently below those in
Victoria and Tasmania. In respect of the performance of the Government, it is
important to note that since 1983-84, our net public sector borrowing
requirement as a proportion of gross State product has had the largest relative
decline of any State in Australia; and with the reduced growth in the State's
debt we have also been able to ensure - as I have often had to remind the
Leader of the Opposition - that whereas when his party was in Government,
the vast bulk of capital works projects in the State was in fact performed by
borrowings, we have progressively reduced that to the stage where now only
just over 30 per cent of the capital works which are required in the State, and
which are actually built in the State, are funded by external borrowings. The
rest is funded by internal generation of funds or by ongoing revenue. That is a
very prudent and, some might say, conservative way of running the Stare's
finances. The ledger of this State looks very healthy indeed; much healthier
than it did when the Government came into office.

TRADE UNIONS - MEMBERSHIP
Working Peoples' Choice - Government Policy

334. Mr HASSELL to the Premier
(1) rs it the policy of the Government to allow working people the choice of

whether to belong to a trade union?

(2) Will the Government enforce the provisions of the Industrial Relations Act
which guarantee the right of choice for working people?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1)-(2)

I remember clearly the days in 1982 when -
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Several members interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I know it is a long rime ago, and that it is awfully

embarrassing for some people to remember, but I remember the days when I
used to sit in the other place, and listen to the members apposite talking tough
about how they were going to do this, that and the other thing, how they were
going to break the unions, and how it was illegal to have 'No ticket, no start
agreements: when up and down the Terrace there were big signs on every
major construction project which said, "No ticket, no start. The Government
supports the view that people who are given the protection of the work done
by the trade union movement - and there is a great deal of work done for them
in their awards, in safety areas, and in their negotiations with management -
have some obligation and responsibility towards the people who provide them
with that level of support. We equally believe that it is not correct to dragoon
people against their will where they have some conscientious grounds for
declining to do so. I have always thought it to be unfair when workers, who
were prepared to receive all the advantages of the great work that many unions
have done for them over the period, through the money that their friends and
workmates had paid to ensure that there were proper negotiating
representatives for employees, simply said, "Blow you, Jack; I am not going to
participate."

The sooner we reach the stage where the Opposition accepts what responsible
employers and employer organisations accept - that it is in the interests of the
whole community that we ought to have people negotiating not from a
position of utter weakness but from a reasonable position around the table -
the better. The sooner the Opposition respects the role and the dedication of
the union movement, the better. That is not to say all employers or all unions
are perfect. I do not suppose any people have done more than some of those
on the front bench on this side of the House to ensure that unions conduct
themselves with propriety. It is my very firm belief that there should be an
understanding that unions should have the coverage in areas and that if need
be that coverage can be withdrawn, and we have argued that issue on
amendments to the Industrial Relations Act, unsuccessfully as a result of the
Opposition controlled upper House.

The short answer is that I think we can make huge productive gains if we have
a slightly less bellicose industrial envirornent, and I hope the Opposition will
be able to encourage that.

TOURISM - RECOVERY
Federal Special Allocation - Expenditure Indication

335. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Tounism:

Can the Minister give the House some indication of where the $1.25 million
made available by the Commonwealth for tourism recovery will be spent?

Mr GRILL replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. Before I answer it,
perhaps it would be in order for me to commend the Federal Government for
so quickly changing its mind in respect of the allocation of these funds.

Mr Kierath: You did a better job with this commuission, did you?

Mr GRILL: Members opposite cannot resist the cheap shot. The Federal
Government's initial decision was made quite incorrectly on information
which was only partial and it was quite erroneous in the way it went about it.
Also, however, we should commend the very quick and decisive action taken
by the Premier in picking up the telephone to the Prime Minister.

Mr Court: And you, too.

Mr Peter Dowding: I agree with that.
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Mr GRILL: I am a modest person. We should give some credit at least to the Prime
Minister, and to the Premier for so quickly changing the Prime Minister's
mind.
As to the way in which the funding should be spent, we intend to consult the
industry in that regard. I am sure everyone will applaud that. As to the
general direction we would like to see the industry take, firstly we believe
there should be an immediate promotion of the north west as a year-round
tourist destination.

Mr Bridge: Hear, hear! The region which is the backbone of the State!

Mr GRILL: Yes, the Minister is quite right; it is one of the backbones of the State.
We feel that restarting the Alice Springs-Broomne air services would be a step
in the right direction. Secondly, we should also endeavour to get in place
some back-to-back Sydney-Melbourne-Perth tourist charters aimed at getting
some general tourist traffic back into Western Australia from the east coast.
Thirdly, we believe that t he convention industry should be restimulated. We
lost approximately 60 conventions because of the airline pilots' strike; we
believe some of the convention traffic can be won back, and that there is other
traffic out there which we can glean for Western Australia. Lastly, we hope
that some of the money can be retained to promote the wildflower season next
year, as the wildflower season is the biggest tourism attraction for Western
Australia and the south west of this State. They are the directions in which we
expect the industry would agree to spend the funding.

TRADE UNIONS - MEMBERSHIP
'TWU Threatens Freight Firm" Newspaper Article - Ministerial Inquiry

336. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Labour:
(1) Did the Minister observe an article in today's The West Australian newspaper

under the heading "TWU threatens freight firm'?
(2) Is the Minister aware that Mr John O'Connor and his union colleagues have

threatened a freight company because certain of its employees have exercised
their legal right not to belong to a union?

(3) Has the Minister investigated the matter?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Will the Minister give appropriate directions under the Industrial Relations

Act to ascertain whether there has been a breach of sections 96B and 96F of
the Industrial Relations Act 1979?

(6) If an investigation discloses a breach of the Act will the Minister seek the
approval of the Attorney General to ensure that an industrial inspector
approves action for breach of the sections referred to?

(7) Does the Minister support the right of working people to choose whether to
belong to a trade union?

Mr TROY replied:

(1)-(7)
1 must plead some excuse here. I read The West Australian in the early hours
of this morning and obviously did not quite get all those points. If the member
would agree to put the question on the Notice Paper, I will respond.

RAILWAY LINES - UNUSED
Government Plans

337. Mr WIESE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the Government's plan for railway lines no longer used by Westrail
such as the Narrogin-Darkan, Wagin-Bowelling and Darkan-Collie lines?
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(2) Does the Government intend to remove the sound, usable sleepers from these
lines?

(3) If so, will the steel lines be left to rot for another 15 years or so, as has been
done on the Katanning-Boyup Brook line, or will they be sold?

(4) In view of the Minister's previous assurances that the Narrogin-Williams line
would be closed during this session, when now is it intended to introduce a
Bill to formally close the line?

Mr PEARCE replied:

First I must acknowledge this line by the Deputy Premier, who said the reason
I have not been attending to the matters of the usable and sound sleepers is
that I have been spending more time in the last few nights looking at the
unusable and unsound sleepers on the Opposition benches.

Mr Cowan: When answering the question, could you also comment on the Bonnie
Rock line, please?

Mr PEARCE: The position with a number of south west lines was that the railways
discontinuance Acts were drafted during the course of last year for at least
three of those lines. I delayed their introduction to the Parliament until I had
an opportunity to discuss with some local people the proposition of whether
those lines would have any kind of future. Following that discussion I agreed
that each of the lines could be closed and the discontinuance Bills could be
brought into the Parliament so that both the steel rails and sleepers could be
disposed of in the normal way. Some of the l ines and sleepers are taken up by
Westrail and used for its purposes if they are good enough. In other cases they
are put out to tender anid I know local farmers are particularly fond of
tendering and removing both sleepers and rails - they get bargains in both
cases.

Dr Gallop: Do you know what happened to Albany Road in 1917? They pulled it up
and gave the sleepers to local residents for firewood.

Mr PEARCE: I did not know that, but I know it now. I have always said that one
learns something new every day. I have not learnt much in question time -
that must be the first thing I have learnt in a while.
However, the South West Development Authority then took an interest in
those three lines and I understand it conducted its own review as to whether it
wanted to make a submission about the future of those lines, so the matter has
been held in abeyance as a result of that. I have not had a report that I am
aware of from the South West Development Authority. I am prepared to
chase it up because it is my view - unless the South West Development
Authority can produce strong reasons to the contrary - that those lines are not
likely to reopen. Local people are looking at altemnative uses in some cases for
parts of the current railway reserve including the amelioration of some road
situations in the south west.
I am not aware of the position with regard to the Bruce Rock line -

Mr Cowan: The Bonnie Rock line.
Mr PEARCE: I was going to say that the Bruce Rock line had me worried because!I

have relatives there. If they thought was that I proposed to close the Bruce
Rock line it would cause me immense damage. I am prepared to find out the
position with regard to the Bonnie Rock line.

Dr Turnbull: Is the Minister aware that Westrail is sending letters to some people
who have land through which the railway lines pass telling them to fence the
land?

Mr PEARCE: I am not aware of that; I will attend to that matter.
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LAND INCORPORATION - FERNDALE CRESCENT-A DENIA ROAD, FERNDALE
Canning River Regional Park - Progress

338. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Planning:

Can the Minister advise ont the progress of the incorporation of land in
Ferndale Crescent and Adenia Road, Femdaie within the Canning River
Regional Park?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

I am pleased to advise that today I have approved an amendment to the
metropolitan region planning scheme which in effect alters the zoning of the
land from urban to parks and recreational reserve. The land is about three
hectares in size and is privately owned. It has been the subject of media
comment in recent weeks. Negotiations for the purchase of the land are at an
advanced stage. The member for Kenwick was instrumental in bringing
advice to the Government on the environmental value of the land and was a
strong advocate for the incorporation of it into the park.

Although the land is really not significant in size when compared with the
park's overall 372 hectares, its purchase and inclusion in the Canning River
regional park demonstrates the Government's continued commitment to the
preservation and protection of those significant wetlands. I am sure the
member for Riverton is very interested in this answer because it might put his
mind at ease -

Mr Kierath: I am the first to congratulate the Minister.

Mrs BEGGS: I can remember an outburst by the member for Riverton some months
ago when he said that the land was owned by the State Planning Commission
and that residential development was imminent.

Mir Kierath: I did not.

Mrs B EGGS: Yes the member did. The record is in H-ansard. The member should
always check his facts before he opens his mouth because he is creating a lot
of concern in the community. If the member is really interested in the
preservation of the wetlands he should act as positively as the member for
Kenwick does; perhaps then he would achieve something. His record to date
has been absolutely appalling.
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