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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
On motion by Mr Williams, resolved --

That leave of absence for 12 weeks be granted to Mr Rushton (Dale) on the ground of
urgent private business.

BILLS (5): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READJN(;
I. Mines Regulation Amendment Bill.

2. Soil Fertility Research Amendment Bill.

3. Fisheries Adjustment Schemes Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and Energy), and
read a first time.

4. Road Traffic Amendment Bill (No 3).
5. Child Welfare Amendment B ill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Mensaros, and read a first time.

ACTS AMENDMENT (CASINO CONTROL) BILL

As to Standing Orders Suspension
MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Leader of the House) [2.25 pmn]: I move, without notice --

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the
remaining stages of the Acts Amendment (Casino Control) Bill 1987 to be completed
at one sitting and to enable Messages from the Legislative Council concerning the Bill
to be taken into consideration on the day they are received.

I move chat motion, which allows an expeditious dealing with this Bill, after discussions with
the Opposition; and the Government's intention is to take the Bill to the stage of the
Minister's second reading speech only today, whereupon the Opposition I understand will
seek to adjourn it in the normal way, and the Government will support that adjournment
motion so that the matter can be further considered. This motion will give the House the
capacity to hear the Minister's second reading speech on this matter now, which it would not
otherwise be able to do. and it also gives the capacity to deal with it expeditiously once a
further agreement is reached between the Government and the Opposition.

The SPEAKER: When putting this motion I advise it will be necessary to have an absolute
majority in favour of the motion for it to pass. Therefore, if I hear a dissentient voice when
putting the motion I will have to divide the House..
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [2.27 pm]: I understand it has been agreed that this legislation is
to be debated tomorrow, and [ think the Minister has made that clear. However, I put on
record briefly at this stage that I regard this legislation as very important and that there are
very serious questions to be considered by this Parliament in relation to the proposed
legislation, the nature of which broadly is known to me. It is of course a matter on which the
Opposition has a conscience vote;, it is not a party vote as far as we are concerned, just as the
original legislation was not a party vote.

I have some very significant and serious questions to raise in relation to the legislation
notwithstanding the agreement that this be dealt with beyond the second reading stage
tomorrow. I do not accept that this is the right way for this legislation to be dealt with by the
Parliament. I believe it should be presented to the Parliament and we should have the normal
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time to examine the Bill and to work out its foil ramifications. I amn not going to vote against
this motion or delay the House excessively, but it is a matter involving hundreds of millions
of dollars, a State agreement, and undertakings that were given to this Parliament when the
arrangements wer originally made, undertakings which in some cases appear not to have
been fulfilled -- there may be good reasons -- and where there is a major change in policy by
the Government. It was the Government which told us the casino was going to be a Western
Australian-owned venture, and so on. All these are major questions, and I do not believe
Parliament should be put in a position of being asked to pass this legislation from the first
reading to the end of the third reading, and indeed to the Royal Assent, in the space of 24
hours. I know commercial considerations are involved in terms of a settlement, but that does
not alter the fact that commercial enterprises which are in such a privileged position under the
laws of this State, granted to them by this Parliament, should be able to put us in the position
of having to stand on our heads.
Mr Brian Burke: If you resume your seat we will withdraw the motion. I agree with you.
Mr HASSELL: If that is the way the Premier wants to do it, that is all right. [ do not want to
vote against the motion, but I wanted to record that point of view.
MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Leader of the House) [2.29 pm]: I seek leave to withdraw this
motion.
In trying to deal with the matter expeditiously we were seeking to cover some legal
difficulties whtich the casino people are in. It is not the Government's wish to proceed
expeditiously with the Bill at this stage of the sitting unless there is complete agreement in
the House.
Mr Cowan: How are you going to do it before 22 September?
Mr Brian Burke: We can't. If the Opposition is not going to --
Mr Cowan: Hang on a minute! You are being a little too hasty. Why don't you go ahead
and cop a bit of criticism for haste, but let it go ahead?
Mr Brian Burke: We are not prepared to cop criticism. It is not haste on our part. We are
trying to do it for these people.
Mr Cowan: With all due respect, the sale was announced some time ago. You had plenty of
opportunity to get this legislation up.
Mrs Beggs: That is not true.
Mr PEARCE: The difficulty for the Government is in a sense that we support the position of
the Leader of the National Party to the extent that it would be best if the legislation could be
dealt with. Equally, the Government does not want a fight about the way in which this Bill is
being dealt with to cloud the issues which are important in the legislation itself. Under those
circumstances, I will withdraw the motion. The Minister will give the second reading speech
tomorrow and then we can discuss with the Opposition, all of them, separately or conjointly,
how the matter should be handled thereafter-
Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Beggs (Minister for Racing and Gaming), and read a first
time.

BREAD AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands -- Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment)
[2.31 pm]: I move --

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Government has coordinated a lengthy consultation on all legislative controls applied to
the manufactur and distribution of bread products in Western Australia. During 1985 and
early 1986, submissions to the Government from the bread industry continually supported
1151
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the view chat the current Bread Act was too restrictive and out of step with current market
trends. Factors contributing to that assessment were observed and documented from other
Australian States. They included --

(a) public demand for fresh bread on Sundays;
(b) the inability of the legislation to contain authorised country production to regional
areas on Sundays;
(c) the illegal activities of metropolitan bakers at weekends in defending their
established markets from the intrusion of country bakers;
(d) the intrusion of metropolitan manufacturers into traditional country markets on
weekdays; and
(e) significant restructuring and rationalisation influences occurring in the industry at
that time.

The development of weekend markets in the late 1970s and early 1980s provided a retailing
forumn ideally suited to the sale of fresh bread. Enterprising market stall proprietors had little
difficulty circumventing the controls of the Act to fuMi the demands created. Bread was
simply "collected" by the store proprietor or his agent from near-metropolitan bakehouses --
outside the 45 kilometre limit -- which were pen-nirred to bake bread between 5 am and noon
on Sundays. Growing public demand and sales from these venues adversely affected the
finiancial viability of metropolitan bakers whose sales reflected significant downturn in the
early days of each succeeding week.
In an attempt to recapture the sales lost to country producers, metropolitan manufacturers,
faced with diminishing sales, chose to defy the restrictive baking Statutes applicable to the
metropolitan area. At the same time, purportedly in reaction to the intrusion of country
products at weekends, the larger national producers found that they could exploit their
superior production capabilities and legally place fresh bread on country markets for the
major part of each week.
During this period the bread industry was additionally subjected to the rational isation
processes previously observed in other States. The operations of small to medium-sized
bakeries were absorbed by large national producers and consolidated into single operations of
high volume. The restructuring process and apparent loss of manufacturing points was
counterbalanced, however, by emerging consumer demands for specialist products. Those
demands provided the catalyst for the development and establishment of small hot bread
shops and in-store bakeries.
In response to industry submidssions on those issues, the Government released a discussion
paper in April 1986 inviting submissions from the respective associations, unions, and
individual manufacturers. Those submissions were reviewed in June 1986 by a committee,
representative of all industry participants. It was concluded that any amendments to
legislation should have as objectives uniform regulation, consideration of consumer
expectation, production flexibility, effective restraint on delivery, and meaningful penalties.
Those objectives have been attained in this Bill.
The Bread Act 1982 sought to provide stability within the industry by applying restrictions to
the hours during which bread could be baked. Nomidnal restrictions were also applied to
delivery hours. The baking of bread was authorised between 12.01 am and 6 pm on each
Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, and from 10 pm Wednesdays to 12 noon on succeeding
Saturdays. Country manufacturers were additionally permitted to bake bread on Sundays
between 5 ant and 12 noon.
The nominal delivery restrictions applied by the Act permitted metropolitan manufacturers to
deliver bread to any location at any time between 12.01 am on Mondays and 8 pmn on
succeeding Fridays. Country bakers were authorised to deliver their products between 12.01
am on Mondays and 8 pm on Saturdays.
The industry consultative comm-ittee, though divided on the issue, recommended that
modified delivery restrictions should impose a total embargo on the movement of
metropolitan bread beyond 45 kilometres of the Perth GPO. The movement of country bread
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anywhere within a 45 kilometre radius of the Perth GPO was also to be banned. The
committee additionally proposed the retention of expanded but nonetheless restrictive baking
hours. The negative economic and consumer considerations of those proposals were
unacceptable to the Government.
Revised Government-initiated proposals recommending deregulated baking hours and
uniform delivery restrictions applying between 3 am and 6 pmn daily, Monday to Saturday,
were returned for industry consideration in January 1987. Consideration of those
recommendations involved individual assessment by the associations representing city and
country manufacturers and the Transport Workers Uniion.
The consultative process and the element of compromise from within the industry permitted
recognition of the fact that restriction upon baking hours did not contribute to the
preservation of established market share. The interests of all parties were seen to be best
served by the deregulation of the prescriptive baking limitations in unison with the
introduction of strengthened delivery provisions.
The Bread Manufacturers Association of WA, representing metropolitan manufacturers, was
unable to reach consensus on the question of deregulated baking houirs, However, overall
they did not oppose the proposition. The hours between 3 am and 8 pmn daily, Monday to
Friday, and 3 am to 12 midnight on Saturdays, were offered by them with respect to delivery.
The Country Bread Manufacturers Association (Inc.) endorsed proposals to deregulate baking
hours and sought to establish the hours between 5 am and 6 pm each Monday to Saturday as
appropriate hours for delivery.
The Transport Workers Union offered no conmment on the question of baking hours. The
union, however, was unable to validate the need for deliveries to continue to 8 pmn each day
and alternatively recommended that delivery should be conducted daily between 4 am and 6
pm, Monday to Friday, and between 4 am and 12 noon on Saturdays. The minor variations
emanating from those individual negotiations were consolidated in the compromise
amendments reflected in this Bill.
Deregulation of baking restrictions is supported, and this aml provides for the removal of all
restrictions with respect to this. The Bill restricts delivery operations to the hours between 4
am and 6 pm each Monday to Saturday. Those enhanced delivery restrictions are supported
by substantially increased penalties which will impact upon all persons in default of the
limitations imposed.
The Bill additionally addressed areas of legislative duplication providing the means by which
matters relating to hygiene and consumer protection may be transferred to agencies
specialising in those matters.
Prior to the Bill being introduced into the House, the leaders of both the Liberal and National
Parties were invited to discuss the amendments contained within it. Those invitations were
never acknowledged.
Subsequent to the completion of this parliamentary draft, I furthier met with a deputation
representing country bakers. That deputation sought daily reduction in the commencement
delivery hour from 4 am to 5 am. The deputation was advised that the Government would
accede to that request when presented in a form representative of all bread manufacturing
interests. At a subsequent meeting on 8 September, both associations did support the
commencement of deliveries at 4 am. Also at that meeting further support was sought for the
delivery hours to be extended to midnight on Saturdays. However, the Government remains
unconvinced that this will achieve benefit to the consumer and was not prepared to accede to
that request.
The Government is mindful of the different emphasis in the approaches taken by all parties to
this important issue. As such the Government would welcome comment as to the approach
adopted and will listen intently to alternative argument, if any, put by Opposition members
which may improve the Bill. Nonetheless the Bill is the result of the widest possible
negotiation. It provides protective elements where necessary, sets just and competitive
standards for the industry, and fulfils the reasonable expectations of consumers.
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I commend the Bil to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Williams.

CITY OF PERTH PARKING FACILITIES AMENDMENT BILL
Order Discharged

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved --

That Order of the Day No 3 be discharged from the Notice Paper.

LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Order Discharged

On motion by Mr Wilson (Minister for Lands), resolved --

That Order of the Day No 4 be discharged from the Notice Paper.

EVIDENCE AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR PEARCE (Arrnadale -- Leader of the House) [2.41 pm]j: I move --

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bill proposes two separate reforms to the Evidence Act 1906. The first relates to the
admissibility of documents in court proceedings, and in particular documents produced by
computer. The second provides for the taking of evidence outside Western Australia for use
in court proceedings in this State. These latter provisions are part of uniform laws to be
enacted by each State and the Commonwealth.
I refer firstly to the admissibility of documents. As the use of computers in the commuiuty
has increased, the question of whether records produced by computers should be admitted in
legal proceedings as evidence of the truth of the matters recorded has attracted increasing
attention. In July 1980 the Law Reform Commission of Western Australia reported on the
admissibility in court proceedings of records made by computers. The commission also
reported on whether those provisions of the Evidence Act which related to the admissibility
of documentary statements should be revised. The commission recommended that computer
records be admissible. This Bill implements in the main the commission's recommendations.
The amendments will create a general scheme applying to documentary statements, however
recorded. There will be rules for admissibility which apply equally to civil and criminal
proceedings, though with an extra safeguard in relation to criminal matters.
The basis of the proposed scheme is that a documentary statement will be admissible if it
were ultimately made by a person who had or may reasonably he supposed to have bad
Personal knowledge of the matters dealt with in the statement. Subject to specified
exceptions, that person must be called as a witness in the proceedings for the evidence of the
documentary statement to be admissible.
While many more documentary statements will be admissible under these provisions, one
class of documents will still be excluded. Certain documents record information which
reproduces or is derived from information automatically counted, measured, recorded or
identified by a machine. The information is not ultimately supplied by any person and the
admissibility of such documents is specifically dealt with.
The B ill provides for a number of ancillary matters and safeguards. These include the
following --

The court will have a discretion in respect of the admission of such evidence.
Doctuments prepared for the purpose of criminal proceedings are specifically excluded
from the provisions.
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Matters for the court to consider in assessing the weight to be given to such evidence
axe specified.

The method by which documents are to be produced in evidence is dealt with. These
provisions take into account the need for information to be produced in a form
intelligible to the court.

Theme are certain provisions to which attention is particularly drawn. At present a
documentary statement may be admissible in evidence, notwithstanding that the person who
made the statement is not called as a witness. If that person had been called as a witness he
could have been cross-examined as to the accuracy of the evidence he gave. Evidence could
also have been introduced as to his credibility as a witness. The Bill introduces a new section
79E to provide for the admissibility of evidence as to the credibility of that person when he is
not called as a witness.

Another new provision is contained in section 79F. Where a system is designed to keep a
record of the happening of all events of a particular description -- for example a periodic
payment -- the absence of any record of a particular event of that description may be good
evidence that the particular event did not happen. Under existing law that evidence may not
be admissible. Proposed new section 79F clarifies the position and will make the evidence
admissible.

While providing this general scheme for the admissibility of documents, the Bil updates the
provisions for the proof of bankers' books by ensuring that they apply to such books when
they are compiled, recorded or stored on microfilm or by computer. Minor ancillary
amendments in this area are made as well. In particular, those provisions have been extended
to the other major financial institutions, building societies and credit unions, which offer like
facilities to banks.
As mentioned earlier, the second major aspect of the Bill is pant of a scheme of uniform law
to be enacted throughout Australia for the taking of evidence on commission. Many
commercial crimes have elements which occur outside the State, either elsewhere in Australia
or overseas. The proper trial of such matters may depend upon the obtaining of evidence out
of the State and its admissibility in court proceedings here. A similar situation may arise in
civil proceedings.

A number of overseas countries have procedures in place which would facilitate the taking of
evidence on commission for use in proceedings in this State. However, Western Australian
law does not satisfactorily provide for the taking of evidence outside the State and its
admissibility in court.

An attempt was made in 1974 to remedy the situation by legislation. That amendment was
not proclaimed, due to the absence of uniform legislation in Australia and difficulties in
making reciprocal arrangements and regulatons. The problem was highlighted in a recent
prosecution undertaken by the Commonwealth in this State. In that case it became clear that
certain necessary evidence from abroad could not be produced in court.
The Commonwealth Government has now legislated to provide for the taking of evidence
overseas and the admissibility of that evidence in courts exercising Federal jurisdiction. The.
Standing Committee of Attorneys General has recommended that each State enact legislation
in the same terms, to deal with matters within State jurisdiction. This amendment provides
those necessary provisions.

The Bill will allow the obtaining of evidence, both oral and documentary, for use in State
courts. A superior court -- the Supreme Court, District Court or Family Court of Western
Australia -- will be empowered in any civil or criminal proceedings before it on the
application of a party to the proceedings to make an order for the examination of a person
outside the State. The court may issue letters of request to an overseas court, or order the
taking of evidence outside Western Australia by commission or by the appointment of an
examiner. The Supreme Court may make an order for the taking of such evidence in relation
to proceedings before an inferior court upon the application of a party to those proceedings.
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The use of such evidence will be subject to a number of safeguards --

The making of the order will be at the discretion of the court.

Special conditions or requests relating to the taking of that evidence may be included
in that order.

The court will have a further discretion as to whether to exclude any evidence so
taken in the proceedings before it, notwithstanding that it is otherwise admissible.

Only evidence which would have been admissible if given or produced at the hearing
of the proceedings in this State will be admissible.

Provision is also made for the making of rules of court and regulations. Because of the
techncal nature of many of the amendments to this Bill, clause notes will be distributed to all
members.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.

ACTS AMENDMENT (CORRECTIVE SERVICES) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 16 June.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) (2.47 pm]: This is a very short measure which would not merit
any comment, *except that it happens so frequently now that we have to deal in Parliament
with lengthy legislation which is not necessary for any other purpose than that the name of
the department or the name of the permanent head has been changed. I have mentioned
several times during the life of this Government that virtually no single department has a
name which has not been changed. Not a single permanent head has not had his tidle
changed.

One wonders what the purpose is; it seems to be change for change's sake. Either the
Minister of the day, or what used to be the under secretary, wants to perpetuate his namne, as
the author of the change.
There has been no improvement in the service resulting from all these changes. Nothing
really has changed. I cannot see what was wrong with the names of some of these
departments which have been there since this State existed. Nothing but the Department of
Mines has kept its name. Even the Education Department is now called the Ministry of
Education.

I wonder if anyone could explain the difference between an Education Department -- and all
the other offices for which Ministers are responsible axe called departments -- and the
Ministry of Education. Is it better English? I just wonder.

Some people might call this progress, but I doubt it very much. At least I would feel as
strongly about it as someone who would nor be able to explain it to me. I can remember
being on the Government side and serving as a Minister with some of the permanent heads
who were humbly called under secretaries -- nothing else, just under secretaries. There were
the Under Secretaries for Mines: Telfer, Cooper, and Bernie Rogers. They knew more about
the affairs of prospectors in Western Australia than the people today with glorified tidles such
as Chief Manager, General Manager, or Head Manager, and all sorts of glorified names.

Mr Peter Dowding: "Permanent head" avoids all of those problems.

Mr MENSAROS: What does the Minister mean, it avoids the problem?

Mr Peter Dowding: It is a generic reference rather than a particular reference.

Mr MENSAROS: That is why I am querying it.

Mr Peter Dowding: I know you are querying it; I am saying this Bill sorts that problem out.

Mr MENSAROS: It does not, really. It deals with changes. Why are the changes necessary?
That is what I am asking. Some people claim it is progressive but I do not
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necessarily agree. I will give an example. The State of Texas in the United States is a case in
point; in fact, all of the United States. I do not think the State of Texas is less progressive
than we are in Western Australia, On my last visit there I particularly inquired, and not a
single department in the State has changed its name. Are they not progressive? Of course
they are. I went to their Parliament, or State House as it is called, and found they have a
two-yearly Budget and not a yearly Budget. But they never change the title of any officer, let
alone the legislature.
I wanted to make the comnment that we are in times when the change of various names is
happening. Really one does not have to go very far and cannot be accused of being cynical
when one says it is covering up for things not happening. Otherwise I just cannot see why
these constant name changes ought to happen.
Obviously there is no practicality for the Opposition to oppose the Bill but I thought it
demanded these comments so it should not go unnoticed or without any record that we do not
think these are tremendously good changes.
MR PETER DOWD[NG (Maylands -- Minister for Works and Services) [2.54 pmj: I thank
the Opposition for its support of the legislation. I should say to the member for Floreat that
the philosophy behind this drafting is to meet the very problem that he raises; that is, that
from time to rime for administrative and often very compelling reasons there is a change in
the name of a chief executive of an organisation, or a change in the name of an organisation
in a way that ought not to require statutory amiendnment but simply some administrative
change. This Bill actually deals with that problem in relation to this department and gives the
Government of the day or the administrators of the day the ability to make those changes
without having to require the lengthy and time consuming process of legislative change.
However, we thank the Opposition for its support of the legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second lime.

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

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Minister for Works and Services),
and transmitted to the Council.

MARKETING OF EGGS AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now considered.
In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr Lawrence) in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House) in charge of the Bill.
The amendments made by the Council were as follows --

Clause 20.
Page 8, line 11I - To delete the words "Minister shall" and substitute "Legislative
Council shall appoint a Parliamentary Committee to".
Page 8, line 15 - To delete the word "Minister" and substitute "Committee".
Page 8, line 19 - To delete the word "him" and substitute "the Committee".
Page 8. line 21 - To delete the word "Minister" and substitute "Comnmittee".
Page 8, line 21 - To delete the word "his" and substitute "the".
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Mr PEARCE: I move --

That the amendments made by the Council be not agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's amendments not agreed to.
Report, etc

Resolution reported and the report adopted.

A committee consisting of Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), Mr Court (Deputy Leader of the
Opposition), and Mr Wilson (Minister for Lands) drew up reasons for not agreeing to the
amendments made by the Council.
Reasons adopted and a message accordingly returned to the Council.

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW AND ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPEAL BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 30 June.

MR N'ENSAROS (Floreat) [3.08 pm]: Mr Speaker, it is illogical to deal with this item
ahead of others on the Notice Paper. However, my understanding was whereas the
Government wishes to repeal the Legislative Review and Advisory Corrumirtee, the other
place expressed the view that the commnittee should be replaced with another body.

[Leave granted for the member to continue his speech at a later stage of the sitting.]

Debate thus adjourned.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION
Council's Message

Message from the Council notifying that it had agreed to the amendments made by the
Assembly, subject to a flurther amendment, now considered.

!n Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Leader of
the House) in charge of the Bill.
The amendments made by the Assembly were as follows --

Rule 2

Delete subparagraph (1) and substitute --

(1) The Assembly members of the Standing Committee shall be
chosen as the House may determine but, where there is a party in the
Assembly of not less than 5 members, other than a party whose leader
is either the Premier or the Leader of the Opposition, one of the
Assembly members of the Standing Commitrtee shall be a member of
that party.

Insert new subparagraphs (2) and (3) as follows:

(2) The term of office of each committee member extends from the
time of election to the committee until the expiration of that Parliament
during which he was elected.

(3) When a vacancy occurs on the committee during a recess or a
period of adjournment in excess of two weeks the President or the
Speaker, as the case may be, may appoint a Member to fill the vacancy
until an appointment can be made by the Council or Assembly, as the
case may be.

Renumber subparagraph (2) to read (4)
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Rule 9
Insert after "during" the following --

a recess or

Rule 10
Add "of whom not less than 2 shall be members of the Assembly".

The further amendment made by the Council was as follows --

Rule 10
To add to the words "of whom not less than 2 shall be Members of the Assembly" (as
inserted by the Legislative Assembly) the words "and not less than 2 Members of the
Legislative Council'.

Mr PEARCE: I move --

That the further amendment made by the Council be agreed to.

The position is that this matter originated in the Council. The Council's message came here
and was dealt with in the last session of the Parliament. The Assembly sought certain
amendments to the Council's message and they were passed and returned to the Council.
The Council in message No 37 informs the Assembly that it has agreed to the amendments
we have asked it to make. It seems a matter of routine that we should agree with the
Council's agreement with our proposition.

Mr MENSAROS: The Minister is right that this message deals mainly with the concern of
the Legislative Assembly regarding the composition of the committee which has been
established through the agreement of both Chambers. It is a body of the Parliament. The
question here again is the same as that which I started to talk about when the repeal of the
Bill was before us, and that is whether we will have an effective organisation -- for want of a
better name -- or body which will examnine the secondary legislation in particular. It has been
claimed, and on the surface it might be an acceptable claim, that it is better if this job is done
by legislators rather than outside people.

Although that appears to be logical, I wonder whether it is so because we have to take the
practicalities of the situation and consider that as legislators we have our hands full dealing
with different Bills. Both Government and Opposition have to look at it from the point of
view of public demand and the good of the community. If the Bill and the regulations are
prepared by the Government it should take this into consideration. When it is gazetted and
appears in the Government Gazette there is mighty little time even for so-called shadow
Ministers or spokesmen of the Opposition to follow up every one of those sometimes very
lengthy and technical regulations. We do not have the staff to do that and report back and
draw attention to certain anomalies or principles which should not be supported.
I think the Legislative Review Committee did a marvellous job -- a superb job -- uinder
various chairmen. The first chairman was a former Speaker of this House who came back to
the same territory, and it was nothing new for him. So the committee had a very good start,
which was essential. One of the last officers of that committee has been at the same time die
private member's draftsman in Parliament. Although he is a magnificent young gentleman,
the fact that he has been designated as private member's draftsman indicates the Government
is losing interest in this committee and wants to go some other way or do away with it
altogether, because those who were there full-time became pant-time officers. Mr Jackson,
the gentleman concerned, became a part-time officer, and the other half of his time went as
parliamentary draftsman.

It could not be claimed, and I have not heard the Government do so, that there was a lesser
amount of secondary legislation and fewer regulations than before. For some reason there
was another endeavour to do away with the scrutiny. Now the Minister says we are not doing
away with the scrutiny because we agreed that this other body within Parliament itself should
be set up.

This body which we are in the act of creating will only serve its purpose if it has sufficient
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staff and allocations from the Government through the Budget to enable it to operate. If it
does not have sufficient staff I do not think anybody would seriously expect members of
Parliament, those two members on the Legislative Assembly who are to be added to the
committee or the members of the Legislative Council, to have the physical capability to sit
down and scruuinise every regulation which is being gazetted and becomes a secondary law
of this State. If we neglect this by not providing sufficient funds we will abrogate the whole
exercise, and that would be a very bad thing because if the Public Service can draft those
regulations, in all honesty and sincerity no Minister can stand up and say, "I have checked my
regulations". I do not think a single Minister would claim that. Sometimes he sees the
regulations which come out. The most he would have would be a set of minutes which
inform him that the department has drafted regulations for which the public servants who are
very thorough have given a short precis. He signs them and the matter goes on its merry way
for the signature of the Governor and gazetting.
In many ways, it does not have the scrutinising powers which the previous commnittee, the
Legislative Review and Advisory Committee, had. I have read a number of reports put out
by this committee; it pointed out why, under its terms of reference, the regulation falls short
of what was intended, or whether it is ultra vires of the Statute from which the committee's
power is derived and it also pointed out whether it is generally offensive to individual's rights
under common law practices. I question whether this joint parliamentary commrittee will
have those powers, as its termns of reference are different.
I believe it is my duty, on behalf of the Opposition, to ask the Minister to give a firm
undertaking on the Government's intention to finance the staffing of this committee because
the success or faiure of it hinges upon that. If it does not have sufficient staff, it will be a
committee in name only and will do nothing. In a couple of years time the Minister of the
day will tell this House that the committee has done nothing and move for its abolition. That
has been the argument in relation to the statutory committee. I believe it is a compliment to
the Government that the commnittee presented few reports because it means it has found
nothing wanting in the regulations, that the regulations fall within what is required under the
Statute, and that they do not offend under common law practices or against civil liberties.
I am not sure whether this matter is the responsibility of the Leader of the House. However,
if he cannot give me any assurances about the Government's intentions for this committee, I
believe he should defer the master and make a statement on it at a later stage. The Opposition
will be able to judge from that statement whether the Government is serious or whether it is
just a ploy to get rid of the Legislative Review and Advisory Committee.
Mr PEARCE: I was surprised to hear the member for Floreat debate this matter at all
considering that what we are doing is agreeing to the agreement of the Legislative Council to
amendments which this House originally sought. I would have thought that the House,
having had a view on the matter once, would now reiterate its agreement to the universal
agreement to the setting up of this committee. I believe there is no need for us to canvass
these matters again. The thrust of the remarks made by the member for Floreat is germane to
the whole issue of the repeal of the Legislative Review and Advisory Commnittee Act and the
replacement of the group outside the Parliament that reviewed delegated legislation with a
joint committee of both Houses.
I agree with the member for Floreat that this commuittee will be effective only if certain
resources are given to it. I am not in a position to give an undertaking as to the level of these
resources. However, everybody accepts that some resources will be required and that matter
will be addressed once the joint commnittee is established. I cannot say whether it will draw
its staff from the Parliament or whether other additional resources will be supplied to it. That
will be a matter for discussion with the Minister for Budget Management who is the
originator, in many ways, of the proposal. As I said, I am not in a position to make a final
statement as to the extent of the additional resources.
One of the reasons that we decided to dispose of the previous body is that even with the
resources it had, it was not very effective. Nobody paid any attention to it. While we were in
Opposition and the member for Floreat was a Minister, I moved on many occasions to have
the recommendations of this committee put into effect. I was totally unsuccessful in
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those attempts because the Government ignored the committee's recommendations.

I believe a parliamentary group is liely to be more effective in many ways and I am sure it
will receive the resources that it requires.
Question put and passed; the Council's further amendment to the amendments made
by t he Assembly agreed to.

Report

Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a message accordingly returned to the Council.

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW AND ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPEAL BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.28 pm]: My comments on this Bill are interwoven with my
comments on the previous debate relating to message No 37 from the Council. Interestingly,
the Minister said that the Legislative Review and Advisory Committee was unsuccessful in
its operation because its recommendations were ignored by the previous Government. I have
no doubt that what he says is correct. Unfortunately, that seems to be becoming a habit in
this place. I believe that Governments are becoming morn and more power hungry and are
ignoring the built-in checks and balances which are put in place and added to hrorn time to
time to not necessarily curb its power or its responsibilities but which attempt to point out to
it that not all of the wisdom of this place lies with it. The more experience one gathers in this
place the more one sees that attitude coming to the fore.

I think we all agree that the Westminster system is a better system than the presidential
system. However, we should be careful that the legislative integrity of the Parliament is
maintained.

That is the purpose of the whole exercise and the whole debate -- we are doing away with an
interesting institution which was checking the Government's executive powers or the
secondary legislation which results from these executive powers. As a rule it does not come
before Parliament, it only comes up in Parliament if some of the members deemn it necessary
to move a motion for disallowance. Of course, even that is not usually given a lot of time and
its success has always been very questionable because generally the motion comes from the
Opposition side which naturally, being the Opposition, does not have the numbers to carry it.
In my day I can remember a motion being moved by a member on the Government side; I
think it was in connection with some ferries on the river. The member for South Perth moved
that motion to the considerable annoyance of the then Premier but nevertheless he exercised
his right as a legislator. He was not caucused for it and really he did the right thing.

It is very sad that despite the fact that the Minister understood the problem I raised about this
parliamentary committee only being able to work if it has sufficient funds, he was not in a
position to say what the Government's intentions were. Based on my experience in
Government, I would have thought that before the Government decided to pass this
legislation it would have been discussed in Cabinet and only as a result of Cabinet's decision
would it go to the Caucus or party room and ultimately into Parliament. If that is the practice
of the present Government, I wonder why not a single cabinet Minister, or the Attorney
General has explained to Cabinet that he is doing that and giving or not giving staff to the
substitute parliamentary body. I am pretty sure that, alert as the Minister handling this Bill is,
he will have pinked this up. Therefore, I conclude that the Attorney General has not done so.

Secondly, none of the Ministers has queried what is happening: We have something which is
working or we have something which is only a window dressing. Apparently that did not
happen either because the Bill was introduced, it was left on the Notice Paper in the other
House, the parliamentary commuittee has been discussed, the messages are going one way and
the other and during all this time nobody from the Government side took the trouble to find
out whether there will be any funding. After months, the Opposition must remind the
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Government about this question and the Government cannot answer it because it does rnot
know as yet. I wonder when it will be in a position to know the answer. I repeat that this is
the cornerstone of the whole situation.

Albeit I cannot prevent the passing of this legislation, but because of the lack of assurances
from the Minister -- I realise it is not his fault that he does not know -- that the parliamentary
committee will indeed be given proper funding so that it can function, I formally oppose the
Bill. It does not make much difference but I am obliged to do this because if I do not, it
would mean that the Opposition deliberately abrogated some institution of checking which
we feel is necessary for the proper working of our democratic government.

MR LEWIS (East Melville) [3.35 pm]: This legislation will repeal an Act put in place in
1976. We in the Liberal Opposition are very concerned that nothing is being put in the place
of this legislation to ensure that checks and balances are carried out on subordinate
legislation.

Mr Pearce: The reason we are doing this now is that we have just put in place a joint
Standing Commuittee of both Houses which replaces the body we are now repealing.

Mr LEWIS: Is the joint commnittee in place?
Mr Pearce: We have just passed a motion to agree to the form of that joint committee along
with the Legislative Council and now we will move to the setting up of that body. The
Minister gave an undertaking on this legislation that the repeal will not be gazetted until the
joint commrittee is in place and some people elected in the commuittee meeting.

Mr LEWIS: I am very much aware of that and it probably occurred only because steps were
put in train in the other place for a joint committee. Notwithstanding that, there is no good
reason -- certainly the Government has not given this Parliament any good reason -- to repeal
this legislation. It seems that the joint committee could work hand in hand with a legislative
review and advisory committee.
I note that in the second reading speech of the Minister it was contended that the repeal of
this legislation would return to Parliament, where it rightly should be, the power to overview
regulations and the like. I do not believe that power to review subordinate legislation was
ever taken from the Parliament. Under the provisions of the existing Act the review
commnittee can only operate on a direction from either House of Parliament or a Minister. It
is nonsense to say that the power of Parliament was being diminished by the existence of that
review committee.

Mr Pearce: This is very interesting and I understand that you may speak for another 50
minutes but it is not necessary. If we can wind this up we can adjourn the House until 4.30
pmn.

Mr LEWIS: I have points I want to make. It may not be considered important for the Leader
of the House --

Mr Pearce: I have been set up. You are welcome to speak for as long as you like and you are
making serious and significant points to which I am listening very deeply. You should not
move past the principle of succinctness for any reason other than that you have certain points
to make. Other points of view can be accommodated.

Mr LEWIS: Is the Leader of the House trying to be the Speaker?

Mr Pearce: I am suggesting that we axe happy not to start private members' business until
4.30 pm without your having to speak until that time.

The SPEAKER: Perhaps I can be of some assistance. The Leader of the House is trying to
say that I have some very urgent business I can discuss with some officers of the Parliament
which may well take until 4.30 pm. I do not intend to do that to the preclusion of your
making the points you want to make.
Mr LEWIS: I have the message; I am not that thick, but I have some points I want to make
and I would like the opportunity to make them.

The first question I put to the Government is what is the reason for the repeal of this
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legislation. No good reason for its repeal has been given in the second reading speech in
either this place or the other place.

We on this side of the House believe that there is too much regulation in Government. There
are many regulations which have existed for a great amount of rime which are possibly
obsolete and should be reviewed. Ar this time there is nothing in place, other than the
existing legislation, that will allow a systematic review to take place. I would like to think
that the Government, like the Opposition, would be keen to review subordinate legislation
with the purpose of removing that which is unnecessary and trying to free up commerce and
things generally.

I draw the Minister's attention to a piece of private member's legislation that was passed by
the Government in Victoria, called the Subordinate Legislation (Review and Revocation) Act
1984. That legislation was proposed by a private member in Opposition, and it sets up a
statutory requirement that legislation shall be reviewed, and if not reviewed over a specific
period, the subordinate legislation is abolished.

I would like to think that the only reason the existing advisory committee has not been able to
review and perhaps look at unnecessary or antiquated subordinate legislation is that it has not
been directed to do so by either of the Houses or by any Minister. I cannot see why the
existing legislation cannot complement the proposal of the Government to have a joint
committee, because it seems to me there needs to be some body in place to service the Joint
Select Committee, and this Legislative Review and Advisory Committee would be the proper
vehicle to use for that purpose.

I ask the Minister, who has now returned to the House, to explain the real reason why this
particular Act needs to be repealed; why it cannot coexist with the proposal of the
Government for a joint Select Commnittee; and why the Act could not be amended to give it
further powers to review existing subordinate legislation with a view to getting rid of that
which is not required.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands. -- Minister for Works and Services) [3.44 pm]: I think
the member is chasing butterflies. What we are looking at here is an issue of substance. We
have clearly had an organisation that has not produced material which has been acted upon.

Mr Lewis: They have not had an opportunity.

Mr PETER DOWDING: They might not have; I am not conceding that for one second.
However, when they have produced material, it has not been acted upon, and it has nor been a
structure that has been used. There is no suggestion from members opposite that the original
structure had some constitutional reason fur its existence. The ability of people to consult
with members of the legal profession for advice and support exists and is well known. What
we are doing is really returing the issue to the responsibility of the Houses of Parliament,
anid we have given an undertaking to the Opposition spokesman on this issue that there is no
trick; the new organisatiun will be set up before the old organisation is repealed. One can
invent all sants of reasons why the organisation should be retained, but the fact is it has not
been effective and we are not of the view that there is any value in our retaining it in the face
of the decision to set up the new organisation. To suggest that there is some sort of hidden
agenda is just not true.

Mr Lewis: I did not say that at all.

Mr PETER DOWDING: That was the implication. We are saying that there is no
compelling reason for two organisations and that the ability of the House to look at these
issues and the resources which might be necessary to achieve that are a matter within the
power of the House.

Mr Mensaros: The main reason, as we have said, why we opposed the commnittee is that the
Government is unable to give any assurance that it will fund the new committee of the
Parliament- If the Government were in a position to say that the new commiittee is going to
have X number of staff which will enable itrto work properly, we would not oppose it.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I am not in a position to give that undertaking; that is a matter
within the purview of the Houses in due course, and should be dealt with separately. I am
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not in a position to take those matters further, except to repeat the undertaking that has been
given.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

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

Sitting suspended from 3-50 to 4.32 pm

AUSTRALIA CARD BILL
Opposition: Motion

M4R MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.32 pm]: I move --

That this House expresses its strong opposition to the passing of the Australia Card
Bill 1986 by the Parliament of the Comnmonwealth of Australia because the provisions
of the Bill --

(a) infringe upon individual rights and liberties of the people of Australia;

(b) in particular debase and take away the individual's right to privacy;
(c) stifle and complicate simple business transactions which are part of
everyday life;
(d) could, in the hands of a totalitarian regime, facilitate extreme crimes
against humanity.

This House, therefore, requests Mr Speaker and the Premier to communicate its
strong opposition to the passing of the Australia Card Bill 1986 to the Commonwealth
Parliament and the Commonwealth Government respectively.

From the point of view of the long-term consequences of the legislation it opposes, this
motion is the most significant that I have ever proposed during my term of nearly 20 years in
this Parliament. It is those long-term consequences, potential as well as very real, which
render the motion most significant. Some of my achievements during my parliamentary life
have been very significant. To give one example: As Minister for Development. Mines and
Energy, I facilitated the realisation of the North West Shelf gas project in the 1970s,
particularly by defending the legal security of the permits for the developing oil companies
against the Whitlan-Connor endeavour to virtually socialise the whole development. That
development created additional labour opportunities, energy, economic wealth, and
wellbeing, and increased import earnings for a generation or so of Western Australians and of
Australians generally. What is 25 years of additional opportunities against a lifetime, and
thereafter our children's lifetimes and our children's children's lifetimes, of humiliation and
total lack of individuality and human dignity? That is what the national identity scheme, or
what is so sacrilegiously called the "Australia Card" system, will do to generations of
Australians.

Everyone who believes in individual freedoms, the right to privacy, and the importance of
human beings must fight incessantly, vigorously, and uncompromisingly to protect them.
Only such a large-scale fight can prove to the Government that it is acting totally against the
wishes of a large majority if it were to proceed with this worse-than-sheep-like regimentation
of its citizens. Of course, those who are in support of the card -- or shall I say more correctly,
those who have not as yet spoken in opposition to it -- will accuse me of exaggeration.
emotionalism, and of being unbalanced. I shall try, however, to show that virtually nothing
can exaggerate the ugly features and consequences of this means of regimentation. Before I
do, however, I should say that I am convinced that, apart from the few power-hungry Federal
politicians who support it, the only other decent people who support the card have not read or
studied the legislation. I say "decent people" because the opposition comes from across
political lines and includes people who otherwise oppose each
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other, including people from every persuasion from the far-left socialists to the far-right
conservatives, and everyone in between. The opposition includes everyone who places value
on human rights, and on individual as opposed to only collective liberties, including the right
to privacy, which distinguishes humans. from other creatures.

The list of opposing individuals and opposing organisations, even to daze, is huge and
impressive. Those who have already voiced their opposition to the proposed identity card
system include the Catholic Social Welfare Commission, the Federated Clerks Union, the
Confederation of Australian Industry, the Catholic Weekly, the Administrative and Clerical
Officers Association, the Victorian Branch of the ALP, the New South Wales Council of the
Australian Small Business Association, the Law Council of Australia, the Bar Association of
Queensland, the IPA Review, the Victorian Branch of the Australian Journalists Association,
such well known unionists as Norm Gallagher and Tom Ryan, Frank Costigan QC, Professor
Geoffrey Walker, Justice Michael Kirby, former Justice Jim McClelland, Justice Jim Staples,
other members of the legal fraternity, authors including Frank Moorhouse and Dorothy
Hewitt, and numerous members of the Federal Parliamentary Labor Party, including Senator
Bolkus who was on the committee.

There is also the Victorian Council for Civil Liberties, the New South Wales Privacy
Committee, the Victorian Teachers Union; and locally, the Rev Michael Challen, Bishop of
the Anglican Diocese in Perth- It includes the South Australian Government -- a Labor
Government which back in January identified 14 fears against the Bill; the Western
Australian Chamber of Commerce; the Law Society of New South Wales; lately of course,
the ACTIJ which has not rejected it but equally has not accepted it; and, of course, last of all
the Premier of New South Wales.

Indeed it is an impressive list and is far from being complete, because it grows day after day.
There is nothing extraordinary about such an occurrence if a very serious, overwhelmin~g
threat looms on the horizon. I have seen that in my personal experience, if I may dwell on
this, because [ participated in anti-Nazi movements as a student in Austria, which was then
occupied by the Germans, side by side with Communists, despite the fact that I had the samne
conservative outlook then which after nearly 50 years I have today. Conversely, I have
resisted the Communist regime in Hungary where er-Nazis were in the same lines of
resistance.

I have to establish however, some concept or even loose definition of privacy if I am to
claim -- as I do -- that privacy is being drastically violated with this Australia Card
legislation. Instead of going to a dictionary the nearest acceptable source of definition of
privacy and our right to privacy would be that of the Australia Law Reform Commission. In
its 1983 report on privacy dhe commission explained -- I will paraphrase this in case it gets
too technical -- that privacy is to be seen in the context of human rights basic to all the human
rights identified in the International Covenant on Civil Rights. Privacy is a respect for
individual autonomy, the autonomy for each individual should be protected and his integrity
respected. The individual should not be interfered with without his consent; the individual
should be able to exercise a measure of control over relationships with others, which means
that a person should have control on the extent to which his correspondence, communications
and activities are available to others; he should be able to control the extent to which
information about him is available to others. This is the general definition of the right of
privacy but then there are individual cases which are and were considered with all other
compulsory measures.

When we had conscription in Australia, conscientious objectors were not conscribed to serve.
Conscientious objectors are even exempt from compulsory unionism, yet there is nothing like
that in this legislation. A Catholic nun or traditional Muslim woman will have to expose her
face for the Government computer photograph -- no exemption is allowed.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true.

Mr MENSAROS: I will listen to the Minister when he can show where that exemption is.

A person cannot anonymously donate money to a charity any more as even such transactions
can be traced. Have members ever experienced cases with the most honest people where a
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husband wants to donate to a sporting or religious body of which his wife does not approve?
Let me place on record very briefly, particularly for die majority who did not read the
Australia Card Bill, what cannot be done without supplying one's ID number and showing
one's card.

I shall quote directly from the Bill the circumstances under which the card must be produced.
It starts at clause 40 which states that a financial institution shall not accept the deposit of
money from a person or permit dhe opening of an account by a person, shall not repay to a
person money deposited, or pay interest to a person unless the card is being or has been
produced. The penalty is $20 000. It goes on and states that the Commonwealth, the State,
Northern Territory or any body corporate shall not barrow money ftom a person or repay to a
person or pay interest to a person in respect of money lent, unless the card is there. Again the
same penalty of $20 000.
In clause 41 it states that a legal practitioner shall not accept money from a person for an
eligible purpose, repay to a person money accepted and so on, unless the card has been
shown. Again, the penalty is $20 000. The next occasion on which the card has to be shown
is in respect of an eligible miust, which shall not issue to a person a unit in the eligible trust,
purchase from a person or pay to a person income unless the card has been shown. The
penalty is $20 000.

A marketing authority -- if we are talking about farmers or a produce agent -- shall not make
to a person a payment representing the proceeds or part of the proceeds of sale of primary
produce unless the card has been sighted and various formalities fulfilled. A real estate agent
who is acting as the agent of a person in connection with the letting of premises shall not
make to the person a payment representing a rent. Again, the same penalty.
A financial institution shall not effect a remittance of flids overseas for another person; mn
other words if a person wants to send money to someone overseas he must produce his card.
A financial institution is required by law to provide information to the Commonwealth
Taxation Department. It continues: A person shall not become a party to a transaction under
which a transfer of an interest in land is effected -- in other words, dealings in land. Clause
46 states that a financial institution shall not make available to a person a safety deposit box
without production of the card. Clause 47 deals with a dealer who shall not effect a purchase
of shares without the card.

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you think there is anything wrong with that?

Mr NMNSAROS: I am not dealing with individual questions but vying to show how life
would become absolutely impossible and inconvenient for us under those circumstances. The
Bill continues: A broker shall not acquire, dispose of or otherwise deal in futures contracts
without production of the card. Clause 47 states that an employer shall require in respect of
the employed the production of the current card of the person and record the Australia Card
number. Where an employer completes a group certificate for an employee he will record the
Australia Card number on the document. Clause 51 -- this is not unimportant and I will come
back to it -- states that the Commissioner of Taxation may require the production of the card.
If a person does not comply the penalty is $20 000. Clause 53 states that if a person wants to
be admitted to a recognised hospital, that hospital may require the production of the card. In
the same way if a person wants his medical benefit or is eligible for social benefits of any
kind the card must be produced.

This enumeration itself makes an utter and absolute farce of the claim by the Commonwealth
Government that the curd is voluntary -- a person does not have to apply for it. Even if a
person could live without all the necessities which I have enumerated and placed on record,
even if a person does not have a cheque account, never invests money, never sees a lawyer,
has no income from a trust, is never employed and so on, there is no assurance that a public
servant will not be sacked if he does not apply for the Australia Card because when the
Leader of the National Party asked the Premier question 1543 in this connection, the Premier
replied that it was a hypothetical question.

The Premier might have been right legally, but I would like to get as many nuggets, which
the Premier sells now, as many hypothetical questions he has answered in dorothy dixers,
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and if somebody will collate these questions for me, I will give him half of the nuggets.

Apart from this, even if one is never employed or one never has to go to hospital and never
has to claim medical benefits, how could one avoid paying tax, because if the Federal
Government's claim is true that the card is voluntary, how can the tax man request it?
Taxpaying is not voluntary, because if one does not show the card to the tax man, the penalty
is $20 000. How can one voluntarily avoid payment of tax?

I maintain chat the card wil represent a licence to exist in our present-day society. If one
does not have it, one cannot exist. The card will create a society precisely like the classic
totalitarian Nazi or Communist societies, and chose societies were characterised by a simple
sentence which said, "Everything that is not obligatory is forbidden."

We then have the not infrequent situation where people are temporarily or permnanently sick
or incapacitated and need to indulge in any of the long list of activities -- which I have just
enumerated -- which people are not allowed to do unless they produce the card. There are
provisions in clause 36 of the Bill that a person can be a proxy for someone who is
incapacitated, and that person becomes, in Orwellian newspeak, the "prescribed person" who
is standing as a proxy, but such a person cannot be related by birth or marriage to the sick
person whom he or she represents. So it is not possible to have one's wife, daughter or even
second cousin act on one's behalf if one is bedridden and wants to make some financial
transaction or claim one's medical benefits. A person who is to be one's proxy cannot be a
relation. I wonder what wil happen if a person has a heart attack and only his wife is there.
Such a person will not be admitted to hospital, and his wife cannot be a prescribed person
who is the proxy, because that is against the Jaw, so he would be left on the doorstep of the
recognised hospital.

One interesting point, which illustrates the principle that the card is voluntary in one
respect -- and being a Labor Party Bill, I can understand it -- is that one can freely bet on the
races, on the TAB, and go to the casino without the card. I do not ever need to cake out a
card to do that, and these people are protected.

Mr Brian Burke: That sont of comment does not do you justice.

Mr MENSAROS: That is true though.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not saying it is not true, but your implication, saying "Knowing it is a
Labor Party Bill", does not do you justice. You are usually better than that.

Mr MENSAROS: Has the Premier not argued in exactly the same way? I chink he has, much
more than I have.

Mr Brian Burke: I would not argue about that either.

Mr MENSAROS; Gambling is the only thing which one can do anonymously. What I have
said so far means that the card only makes life cumbersome, inconvenient and humiliating,
yet one can survive as a regimented card subject in the Orwellian newspeak expression. If it
were not tragic, it would be humorous to imagine addressing each other in such a way --

instead of saying "Madam Speaker" or "Mr Speaker", I would say "Card subject Speaker" or
"Card subject Chairman". Does the Premier think that is a joke?

Before I left Hungary, I was defending someone in the court, and the defendant called the
judge "Comrade Judge". He obviously wanted the sympathy of the judge. Such things will
happen wich this card, as Orwell has written.

My concern, however, goes much further than the present-day inconvenience; it relates to
potential -- indeed, very probable -- future additions and abuses which will go far beyond
mere inconvenience. Such abuses can happen right now under the present known
circumstances, but they will happen with even more cruel consequences under an unkcnown
dictatorial regime. I talked the other day to someone who works for the Texan 3M Computer
Company, who said to me they are working on and are very near to the realisation of a so-
called "smart card" which would mean not only that the data collected will have to be
registered somewhere but also this card, which is the size of a Bankcard, will be able to
contain information which would fill a book of 100 pages.
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The information which is required at present, which is a long list including the namne under
which one is known, the date of birth, sex, current residential address, past residential
address, current postal address, past postal address, and if one is not barn here, the name on
arrival, and so on, is listed on only two pages so it is not that catastrophic; but I can assure
members that the bureaucracy which drafted this Bill will have the aptitude to suggest adding
all the information that can be used, not only as an intrusion of privacy hut also for very
sinister and criminal purposes.

The information can be used for blackmail, for bribery, for coercion if this seemingly, and
perhaps unimportant, information gets into the wrong hands. Illegal access to this
information, even during normal times, is quite likely to occur. The Premier could nor give a
guarantee that Government departments would not use the information for purposes other
than those specified in the Bill. One has only to look up his answer to a question 1544 asked
by the Leader of the National Party, where the Premier said, "No, I cannot guarantee that."

The Premier is right. Indeed, attempts have been made for such extended uses of the
information even in the past, because during dhe introduction of the Medicare card, 17
Government agencies lobbied the Federal Government to have access to the information.
Recently, a pilot cross-matching study was reported as having taken place, with the Health
Insurance Commission, the Electoral Office, the Department of Immigration and Ethnic
Affairs and the Department of Social Services participating in the exercise. This occurred
even before this Bill became law.

The proposition that this card will expand is true because this card itself is the extension of
the Medicare card. Scenarios for the likely abuse of the card even uinder the present
circumstances are already being described in various articles. Professor Jennifer Seberry,
who is not even opposed to the card, said at the last ANZAAS Congress --

It is frightening just how little security exists to protect computer data from the
curious.

The curious could include people upset with society, criminals, thieves and even
terrorists.

What about an extreme future Government -- still constitutional -- or an extreme perception
of circumstances in the future?

One scenario which could be looked at is the demand for tertiary education. As this demand
increases -- which is normal -- there will be a decrease in the number of places available at
tertiary education institutions and it will become obvious that students will have to be
selected for entry to those institutions. Using the Australia Card, all the data on intelligence
quotients and other things will be easily available in the future, and accordingly students will
be denied their choice of a field of study or will be denied a tertiary education altogether.

Once again, I speak from experience. When the Communists took over Hungary nobody was
allowed into a tertiary institution when a member of their family had had a tertiary education
or the person himself was not a decendant of the proletariat. No doubt that situation has
changed by now but that was the classic case of a totalitarian State. One only has to look at
the last edition of The Bulletin, which is by no means a conservative publication and which
had an article on the Australia Card. That article hypothesised about a situation where, under
a fundamentalist Government, all femnale divorcees were punished; the Government would be
able to do that by using the register maintained for the Australia Card.

But that is nothing compared with the worst possibilities. What about a dictatorship? What
about a coup d'6rat? What about the occupation of this country by another power? Do
people say that those situations could not happen in Australia? Do people seriously believe
that South America, Fiji and Cuba have the monopoly on coups d'Etat? Do people believe
that Afghanistan and similar countries are the only ones likely to be occupied? I do not think
that anyone could maintain those views seriously. Why should we create the risk for all these
negative things to occur? Thte Government says that the purpose of the card is to prevent
cheating in taxation and social security matters, and that it will prevent illegal immigration.

Quite apart from the well-known argument that the above result will not happen -- which I
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will not go into because I am sure that successive speakers wil tell the House about that
matter in detail -- I would mention one matter only: According to the Department of Social
Security itself the people who cheat on the social services amount to one half of one per cent
of all cases dealt with.

The card will be able to be forged; indeed a forgery industry will flourish. The card will
create criminals - not only organised crime, but criminals from ordinary, law-abiding people,
who will be pressed into criminal activity.

Mr Peter Dowding: H-ow?

Mr MENSAROS: Well, they may employ a baby-sitter when they need to leave their
children in order to visit their sick mother and they may not have a card perithing them to
employ that baby-sitter. They will then infringe the law and become criminals.

A person very well known in the computer field -- and who has helped the previous
Government and the present Government -- commented on the Australia Card at a public
meeting held at City Beach the other night. Mr Dennis Moore did not state his attitude for or
against the Australia Card but talked objectively about the possible scenarios wit computers
under the Australia Card legislation and the security risks involved. He also said that if all
the benefits which the Hawke Government claims were true -- and he said he doubted that --
the total net benefit to the population of Australia would be $400 per person per 10 years. Is
this card worth it? This is the proverbial sledgehamnmer to be applied to crush a peanut.

As Mr W. W. Mitchell said in a letter to the editor --and the Government may not like it, but
he is quite right -_ it is evident that the Medicare card was introduced because six per cent of
people were not insured and now 60 per cent of all people suffer because of waiting lists for
treatment at hospitals and increased costs overall.

If Mr Hawke and Dr Blewett are looking for a 100 per cent rate of non-cheating, they should
use a bigger sledgehammer. What about building a huge steel rail with a foundation of
cement and chaining the population to it? If they did that, none of us will be able to commnit a
crime. The analogy is not stupid. We are all penalised by this Bill. When we realise that
perhaps three per cent of the population cheats, we know there are alternative solutions to the
problem the Government claims must be solved. The improvement of the taxation file
number is one alternative; this has already been done -- indeed the Budget delivered last night
could not have been what it was but for the fact that a much greater amount of income tax
was collected.

Mr Thomas: That was due to the fringe benefits tax and the capital gains tax.

Mr MENSAROS: Not only those taxes but also because of a more stringent collection of
taxes. That played a role. If one develops this, one can go a very long way. There are other
alternatives. There could be social service identification only, which people could not think
unjust because it would affect only people who use that service. There are many other
alternatives, but again I hope that other speakers will speak about them.

Even if the aim. of reducing the level of taxation and social service cheating and illegal
immidgration is achievable, does the end justify the means? I suggest that this is the Mafia
philosophy of killing people if they are in one's way. The Australia Card does not yet kill
people but it will kill their human dignity. In any event the card will not benefit anyone even
if it is successful and there is a few hundred dollars'-worth of money given to people over a
10-year period. In any case, this money will not be given to them; it will be given to other
Government services and people will never pay less tax. The unnecessary services invented
by bureaucracy very often would be maintained as they have been so far, and Parkinson's law
would be just as relevant then as now.

I do not understand how anyone can support the idea of this regimented system. In 1985 the
Australian Labor Party opposed this idea. What has happened since then? Nothing new has
arisen and no new facts are available. In June 1986, 45 per cent of ALP members attending
the South Australian ALP Convention opposed this idea. True, it might have been carried
with 55 per cent, but it is a remarkable number from among ALP membership only.

I refer now to the recent decision of the Australian Council of Trade Unions, which
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comfortably postponed debate on this matter because it knew it would not get the necessary
votes for approving the card.
This State parliamnentary Labor Party very fiercely opposed -- and some of the members from
that rime are stil here - the fuel emergency Bill which I introduced in 1974. It was the most
bitter parliamentary opposition I can recall and was combined wit a national campaign. Tlhe
ACTU President, Mr Bob Hawke, camne to Perth and spoke at the Supreme Court Gardens to
a lunchtime crowd, inciting them to a national strike.
Incidentally on that day he camne to my office in the Superannuation Building. I was quite
interested that he brought in with hint, as unionists always do, a group of other unionists
while I deliberately confronted him alone because I did not want a senior public servant
there. I said to him, 'You are a lawyer, Bob; I used to be a lawyer -- show me the passage in
this Bill which takes away civil liberties."
He could not find it and he was most embarrassed. He then went down to the Supreme Court
gardens and said exactly the opposite.
In any event, the B ill which I had introduced imposed some temporary restriction on a few in
a declared emergency by the Governor, whether caused by ant act of God, or an act of man -
such as strike action -- to protect the majority. The Bill was a natural self-defence reaction
against a damaging action, and yet it was opposed by the same Labor Party members who
now support the regimentation of all Australians; opposed by those who now advocate this
intrusion into everyone's privacy.
Opposition to this measure is growing day by day. The more information and knowledge
about the provisions of the Bill that becomes available the more people join in opposition.
Soon, this opposition will be expressed in public opinion polls. The opposition will grow and
grow until Hawke and company will have to eat their words -- just as they did with indirect
taxation, the Bill of Rights, industrial arbitration legislation, privatisation and, as recently as
yesterday, negative gearing. Would it not be better for the Government in this House to join
the Opposition now instead of eating its words yet again later?
Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr MENSAROS: There is an argument chat the Hawke Government has a mandate for this
card. It was easy for the Premier in answering the National Party leader's proposition that
public servants will be sacked if they do not apply for the card, to say this is hypothetical.
There might be a mandate in strict legal, constitutional terms; but how many people do we
meet in the street with knowledge of the provisions of the Constitution, and under which
provisions a double dissolution may occur?7 How many of these people would know that any
Bill has to be rejected twice, and go through the same procedure? I suggest that very few
people have this knowledge.
Where is this mandate? The card was not mentioned during the last elections so how do
people have knowledge of it? If it is claimed that a mandate exists, then let us test it. It is
quite simple to hold a referendum asking people whether they consider a mandate exists.
People either tell the truth, or deliberately tell untruths. I do not wish to imply that the Prime
Minister is lying. Why should!I? I have no proof of it. I simply say that if he is sincere he
should put the matter to a referendum.
I would like to conclude my comments on a somewhat personal note, based on my own no
doubt wider and different-from-the-average experience. I was living, studying at university,
and working as a legal practitioner under a totalitarian regime on the Continent -- the Nazis
first and the Communists later. They both pretended to bring down measures in the interests
of the conmmunity. The regimes becamne more and more overbearing, leaving less and less
individual freedom, or privacy of citizens. These were the reasons why I left the country of
my birth and education, to journey to an unknown land; why I left professional work for,
initially, manual tasks; why I left considerable assets, even after much confiscation, for a
penniless start; why I exchanged the company of relatives and friends for a lonely existence.
These increasing restrictions on individual rights made me decide, 40 years ago, to choose an
unknown destiny, in order to live in a free land in dignity which behoves a human being.
I have achieved that, Mr Speaker; I love this country to the extent that I am longing to get
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back, even after I have spent only a short rime overseas. It would be more than a tragedy for
me, and for the many thousands of others in the same circumstances, if I were forced to move
on again because the Government is preventing Australia being a free country, and because I
want to live the rest of my time in human dignity.

I comnmend the motion to every member who has the slightest respect and belief in individual
freedom and liberty.
Members: Hear, bear!

[Applause.]

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch -- Leader of the Opposition) [5.07 pm]: I support the motion
moved so ably, effectively and with great feeling by the member for Floreat. Ir is just a pity
that all of Western Australia could not have heard the words of the member for Florear today,
of his experiences that have led hint to feel so strongly and passionately about a fundamental
issue of importance to all Australians.

I oppose the introduction of an Australia Card. In fact, the title is a complete misnomer; it is
an un-Australia Card because there is nothing Australian about every Australian having an
identity number so that the Government can keep tabs on hint or her.

Secondly, I intend to do everything within my power -- and I know every member on this
side of the House shares my strength of feeling -- to ensure the defeat of that legislation.
Thirdly, should this Bill be introduced I intend to work as strongly as possible to see it has
the earliest possible repeal.
I am very pleased to say that today in Canberra die shadow Minister for Health, Mr Wilson
Tuckey, after a meeting of the coalition panics, indicated there was unanimous support
within the party room in Canberra to ensure the Australia Caird will be repealed should it
eventually be bludgeoned through a joint sitting by this insensitive H-awke Government.
Those were the shadow Minister's words. There is no doubt whatsoever from this side of the
House that not only do we oppose the legislation and its implementation but also, Heaven
forbid, should it be implemented, the Bill will be repealed by our colleagues at the Federal
level. They will have our wholehearted and total support in their commitment to do so.
I call on the State Government, in the strongest terms possible, not to cooperate with the
Federal Parliament; not to cooperate with the Hawke Government in the introduction of this
legislation, because -- make no mistake -- the legislation will not work without the
cooperation of the State Government.
Brian Burke is equally culpable in the lID card debate as Bob Hawke. I am able to pledge
also that within this State Parliament this Opposition will do everything possible to preclude,
restrict, frustrate, and stop the State Government cooperating with the Federal Government in
providing information that is necessary to make the card work. Labor's ID card is wrong and
the bulk of the Australian people know it.

Let us look at the words of the Premier regarding the ID card. In the Sunday Times of 6
September, a leader reads --

Mr Burke, a strong advocate for the card's introduction, said it would be the single
most effective weapon available to stop tax and welfare cheats.

An important point should be made there, with the emphasis on the words "to stop tax and
welfare cheats". I ask the Premier the question: Would the ID card, had it been in place,
have stopped Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment involving himself in a
tax-avoidance scheme?

Of course it would not have, and I understand he is the Minister who is going to stand up
today in some hypocritical fashion and try to oppose this motion. He will make the claim that
it will stop tax and welfare cheats- He should know it has no hope -- not a snowball's chance
in hell -- of succeeding in that regard. The member for Floreat made a very important point
that in terms of welfare abuse it is not the fart that people cannot be identified which causes
overpayments to be made. Statistics from the department show that 0.6 per cent of
overpayments are attributable to identity; 61 per cent are due to income variations. In other
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words, the difficulties for the social welfare people are in identifying a person's real income.
An identity card will make no difference to that.
Mr Wan: That is six in every thousand.
Mr MacKINNON: That is right.
I ask die Premier or the Minister in relation to tax evasion how an ID card will stop the cash
economy. There is a deafening silence once again.
Mr Peter Dowding: Do you want interjections? You usually cannot cope with them.
Mr MacKJNNON: How will the ID card stop the cash economy?
Mrk Peter Dowdinug: You listen to my speech and you will hear.
Mr MacKINNON: I hope the Minister also indicates how an ID card will stop people from
involving themrselves in intricate and derailed tax evasion schemes of the type in which he
participated himself. I hope he will advise us how that will occur.
Interruption from the gallery .]
The SPEAKER: Order! I take the opportunity to address members of the public currently in
the gallery. On behalf of the members I say how pleased we are you arc here to listen to the
debate, but I take the opportunity to advise you that you are here to listen and not to interfere
in any way. The rules of die Public Gallery are quite clear, we welcome your presence, but
not your interference with the debate in any way.

Withdrawal of Remtark

Mr PETER DOWDING: On two occasions, in relation to the first of which I did not rise, the
Leader of the Opposition has made an aside alleging I was involved in a tax evasion scheme.
I take excepion to this reference and ask for its withdrawal. I rem-ind the House that the
Leader of the Opposition at the time of that public debate said publicly that he accepted it
was not tax evasion but part of an avoidance scheme, and that he recognised there was a
difference. I take exception to the continued reference and ask for its withdrawal.
Mr MacKINNON: I am happy to withdraw the reference to tax evasion and call it tax
avoidance. A rose by any other name!

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKIhJNON: flow will an ID card stop people such as the Minister involving
themselves in complicated, intricate, and in his case ineffective -- because he had to pay the
tax bill -- tax avoidance schemes? It will not. Tax avoidance, on which the Premier so
strongly hangs his hat with respect to the ID card, has been addressed by the Federal Auditor
General. In 1984 he was highly critical of the Australian Taxation Office in its efforts to
pursue tax evaders. He said --

The considerable amount of payments data flowing continuously into the Australian
Taxation Office from payers, local authorities, and householders is not fully used.

In other wards, just as the Federal joint party Select Committee found that tax evasion
problems can be addressed as the system applies now -- all one needs to do is strengthen the
tax file number system and use the information already available within the Taxation
Office -- so there is no need for the ID card to reduce tax avoidance or welfare cheats. The
system already exists for that to occur. The ID card is nothing morn or less than a poor
excuse for that particular purpose.
In addition to that, I oppose the ID card because it will be open to massive abuse and
duplication. I do not think anybody seriously doubts that will occur. One need look only as
far as the United States to see how credit card fraud is a major industry and a major crime in
that country. What makes members opposite think that Australia will be immune from such
activity? There is no such guarantee, and obviously it will occur.
The third reason why the Labor Party's ID card is wrong is that I believe. as do the bulk of
the Australian people, that it is probably the greatest threat ever seen in Australia to people's
privacy and individual rights. I say that advisedly. Let us look at some of the facts. In The
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Age of Friday, 30 August, Dr Blewett, the Federal Health Minister who was previously in
charge of the ID card, was reported as follows --

The Health Minister, Dr Blewert, has admitted it is not possible to guarantee that the
proposed national identity card will be totally safe against fraud.

If that is not bad enough let us look at what Dr Blewett said in The West Australian on 10
June last year. He stated --

We shouldn't get too hung-up as socialists on privacy because privacy, in many ways.
is a bourgeois right that is very much associated with the right to private property.

I am repelled by that type of comment, as I know are the majority of Australian people. We
all should be concerned about what is likely to happen to people's privacy and rights when
that sort of comment is levelled by a senior Federal Minister. If people in Western Australia
were not concerned before reading those comments they should be after the actions of the
Premier and the Leader of the House in releasing personal and private information about
Keith Simpson, the State President of the Liberal Party. If they were not convinced before,
they should be now. I remind members that when the Commonwealth Government was
looking at this ID card legislation and trying to determine how many departments would have
access to the information, 17 departments applied. Do any members opposite think there will
be a restriction to three or four departments initially and that that will not expand to take in
17, 18, 19 or 20 departments subsequently? Of course not! Seventeen departments applied
for access, and I for one do not believe by any stretch of the imagination that it will be
restricted to three.

Finally let me give members the overriding reason why I am not in support of an ID card. At
the end of the day who will have control over access to that information? Ultimately it will
be a Dr Blewett, or a Susan Ryan, or a Bob Hawke, and I do not trust any of those people
with confidential, private, and personal information of mine because who knows when any
one of those people -- Federal politicians all -- will use access to private and personal
information for their own political advantage? I do not miust them, and I do nor think there
are many Australians who do.

[Questions taken.]
Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.30 pmn

Mr MacKINNON: It is important for Governments across Australia to remember, in the
context of the ID card debate, that they must be accountable to the people; it is not the other
way round. But that is the objective of the ID card -- to make people accountable to
Governments. It is bad legislation and, as I said earlier. I will do all I can -- and I am sure my
colleagues will do all they can -- to see that this legislation is defeated. Should the legislation
be introduced and passed -- heaven forbid -- we will support our Federal colleagues to see it
reversed and defeated following their election to power after the next Federal election;
likewise we will do all we can to ensure that the State Government of Western Australia does
not cooperate with its Federal counterpart, to ensure that the ID card is not effectively
implemented.

I support the motion.

MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [7.34 pm]: I oppose the motion. It appears to me that the
Opposition has fallen into the trap and made the same mistake as many opponents of the
Australia Card have made in not fully apprising themselves of what is intended by the
Federal Governmnent through this legislation. A lot of misinformation has been circulated
concerning the card and I think it is about time that some of the myths were dispelled.

The first point that I would like to make is that the Hawke Government's victory at the
election a few months ago was actually triggered by the Senate twice rejecting the Australia
Card legislation. This in itself gave the Government a clear mandate to implement the card.
The people of Australia voted for the Keating economic package, and the ID card is very
much a part of this package. It is quite ridiculous for opponents of the card -- namely the
Federal Opposition parties -- to demand a referendum, with all its associated costs. I think
the member for Floreat supported that idea. They really are insulting the intelligence of the
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average Australian voter by intimating that the people did not know what the election was all
about. The election was called because of the double dissolution and the reasons for it were
made very public at that time. The economic packages of each of the major parties were then
presented during the campaign and the Hawke Government won. That is all there is to it.

Mr Lewis: It did not win on the ID card.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I just informed the House that it won on its economic package, and that
the ID card was a part of that package. The ID card in fact triggered the election; nothing
could be clearer than that. WVhat is more, the Opposition in this State had ample tine to make
its objections known during all those processes and it is rather strange that the Opposition
waited until the m-up to three State by-elections to make a major issue out of the Australia
Card. We are now seeing the Opposition and a few politically-motivated groups and
individuals trying to whip up hysteria on the issue --

Mrt Lewis: Just a few?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I said it is just a few; I suppose that could be open to debate, but if the
member for East Melville wishes to oppose that, I am sure he will have ample time later to
make his own comments on the matter.

Those groups are trying to whip up hysteria and that is something which I think should be a
cause for great concern. The information I have on the Australia Card plan is that the
programme is a simple and effective means of validating a person's identity. It will be used
specifically for taxation, Medicare and social security purposes. I believe the Premier was
correct when he said, "It is the single most effective measure we can introduce to combat tax
evasion and welfare fraud." The card will contain only one's name, a photograph, a signature
and an identification number. It will be very similar to the Medicare card or the average
credit card which many of us use. The Australia Card will help to ensure that everyone
contributes fairly towards the cost of providing community services, and it will prevent
anyone from taking welfare and other Government benefits to which they are not entitled.

I thought it was quite laughable when I heard on the radio while driving home last night that
the Australian Democrats were actually criticising the Budget. In particular, Senator Janine
Haines claimed that more money was needed in welfare areas. Where on earth does she think
the money will come from if the Government does not adopt this sort of measure to stop tax
evasion and welfare cheating? It is conservatively estimated in the information I have here
that tax revenue and welfare savings with the Australia Card will be in the order of $5.4
billion over the first 10 years, with a total cost of $759 million over the same period. This is
a net gain to taxpayers of $4.7 billion over the 10-year period. The card will also help to
deter illegal immigrants by making it more difficult for them to claim social security or to get
a job. The card, in my opinion, will be a valuable and voluntary means of identification for
Australians who, for example, may not have a driver's licence or some other means of
identification. The card will be used to aid identification of individuals for tax, employment,
financial transactions and social security purposes. It will be needed only once to verify an
existing account or to open a new account with financial institutions. The member for Floreat
was vying to imply in his speech that the card would have to be presented on every occasion.
The card will assist in confirming eligibility for benefits such as Medicare and social security
payments. It will actually replace the Medicare card. There will be no requirement to carry
the card at all times. One may if one wishes use it in any instance to prove one's identity, but
that is entirely up to the individual and it is expected that the average Australian will have to
present the card on only one or two occasions every year and at other times in accordance
with one's own wishes.

The police will not be allowed to ask to see citizens' identification cards. There are severe
penalties for anyone asking to see the card except for identification purposes in relation to
tax, welfare benefits or the other matters I have mentioned.

On the question of privacy, which has been canvassed by both Opposition speakers, the
Australia Card programme will have the most comprehensive and effective safeguards to
protect our privacy ever introduced in this country. These safeguards will ensure a proper
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balance between the need to protect the community against tax evasion and welfare fraud,
and the need to preserve the right to privacy and civil Liberties of the individual.
A data protection agency will be set up to establish and review guidelines for the operation of
the overall programme. The data protection agency will also advance comprehensive
safeguards for the protection of personal information already contained in Commonwealth
Government computer banks. In fact, part of the programme is to tighten up security on the
existing system. From the way the Opposition has been carrying on about individual rights
over the past few days, they surely cannot object to that. Access to the information on both
registers will be strictly limited to specific officers of the Deparment of Social Security, the
Australian Tax Office and the Health Insurance Commission. There will be no linking
between the data bases of these separate agencies; each will remain quite separate, protected
by strong secrecy provisions, and information on the registers will be used only to verify
identity for tax and welfare benefit purposes.
The member for Floreat expressed concern about many people having access to the
information. There will be very strict controls on the officials having access, and the level of
access they have. Records of all access will be logged and made available to the individual
on request. The agency will have powers similar to those of the Ombudsman and the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal, and will be able to investigate complaints about data
collection and use. The register will contain only the basic information necessary to establish
one's identity. Much of this information is already held by various Government departments.
This basic information includes name, residential and postal address, date of birth, sex, a
digitalised photograph, signature and a record of the verifying document used in establishing
one's identity. Nothing more would be put on the Australia Card register. It would not
contain, for instance, information about one's religion, marital status, family composition,
employment, medical history, banking or taxation records, as is the case in some other
countries.
The Opposition has also claimed that the card could be duplicated so that a person could
carry many different cards in different names. The Government will have a number of
controls on the actual production of the Australia Card to ensure that false cards are not
produced. These will include a digizalised photographic image of the individual, which will
be an integral part of the card. The material from which the cards are made will be strictly
controlled with accounting procedures which trace the card from the time it is a blank piece
of plastic until it is received by the card holder. A number of other security features will be
built into the card to make it harder to forge than existing plastic credit currency.
When considering the debate on the ID card, in the first instance, I was concerned about
people in remote areas, representing a remote area as I do. Therefore, the first thing I did was
seek infonrmation as to how people would cope with the situation when, for instance, they
might wish to open an account with a business house in Perth. How would they overcome
the difficulty of presenting their fI card? I am advised that anyone living in a remote or rural
area who wants to open such an account -- it would obviously be an imposition to have to
travel all that way just to show the card -- would be able to send a certificate of identity. This
document would be similar to a statutory declaration. It would be signed by a prescribed
person in a local community, who would verify the Australia Card and satisfy himself that the
card and photograph are the applicant's. The certificate can be sent through the mail, and the
business houses would treat the certificate in the same way as they would treat the card. My
concern about people in remote areas has been adequately covered by the Federal
Government's proposal-
We already use many different identity cards, such as our Medicare cards and bank and credit
cards. I have occasion to use the bank at Fremantle at times -- my main banking business is
done in my electorate at the Wickham branch, but when I am in Perth I use the Fremantle
branch -- and if the staff there do not recognise me immediately, which is often the case, they
always ask for some form of identification. That is a common practice among financial
institutions. Everyone needs some form of identification. Once the Federal ID card is
established, it will be an advantage and considerable benefit to people conducting
transactions, particularly those outside their normial area.
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Many employers use the ID curd system. In my own electorate the large mining companies
and the Woodside company, working on North West Shelf gas venture, have similar systems,
with very strict security measures. Surely the Opposition would not oppose that type of
situation, or argue that it should not exist to protect those major and important projects in the
north west. We also have an DD system right here in Parliament House, and [ do not recall
any objection to that being made by the Opposition.

Our privacy is very fragile and vulnerable. There are a number of companies, institutions and
individuals, such as doctors and their staff, who collectively hold a mine of information on
ordinary citizens. With modem technology taking over, some of these records are
computenised. Therefore, I suppose we are at risk from any clever hacker. That is one of the
prices one pays for technological advancement. One would hope that this problem will
eventually be completely elinminated. In the meantime the Federal Government is setting an
excellent example with its proposed safeguards on the information held by Commuonwealth
computer systems.

The Australia Card will not contribute to or exacerbate the existing situation. It will be a
useful and practical means of identification for all Australians. It will also be effective in its
intended purpose of stopping tax evasion and dole cheats. There is nothing to be feared by
the average, honest person. Only the crooks and cheats in this world will be affected by the
Australia Card. This Opposition motion is supporting those crooks and cheats, and it ought
to be rejected soundly by members on both sides of this House.

An Opposition member: So everyone who does not agree with the Australia Card is a crook
or cheat, is that right?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I said that the Opposition's motion supports crooks and cheats because it
does not support the introduction of the Australia Card to stop tax evasion and cheating.
Several members interjected.

Mrs BUCHANAN: This motion supports crooks and cheats and it should be rejected by both
sides of this House. I strongly oppose the motion.

MR COWAN (Merredin -- Leader of the National Party) [7.51 pm]: I wonder if I might
seek your indulgence, Mr Deputy Speaker, to read a question I put to the Deputy Premier
earlier this year when I asked him whether he was aware of the total number of files and
computer records held by various Government departments in Western Australia which
contained personal information about private citizens. The member for Pilbara might be
interested in his response. I assume he was speaking for and on behalf of the Government of
Western Australia when he replied that he was not aware of any files being kept and said -

This Government does not believe it is appropriate for any individual agency or
person to have access to a central register of personal data on the citizens of Western
Australia- To do so would represent a clear danger to the individual's right to
privacy.

Perhaps the member for Pilbara had better take that question and answer and highlight it and
ask the Deputy Premier to stand here and issue a personal explanation as to why he was not
speaking on behalf of the Government and backbench members of the Labor Party, because
quite clearly the principles which the Deputy Premier espoused then still apply today.

Mrs Buchanan: He was talking about files in State Government departments, not
Commronwealth departments.

Mr COWAN: Is there a difference in principle?

Mrts Buchanan: I am saying there is a problem in some Commonwealth departments and the
Bill sets out to tighten that up. Surely that is in line with the principle stated by the Deputy
Premier.

Mr COWAN: The Deputy Premier said, "This Government does not believe it is appropriate
for any individual agency or person to have access to a central register of personal data on the
citizens of Western Australia. To do so would represent a clear danger to the individual's
right to privacy."
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Mr Thomas: Who is suggesting that that should happen?

Mr COWAN: That is the opinion of the Deputy Premier, and I assume he was speaking on
behalf of this Government and the Labor Party. Privately many members on the other side of
the House would have that same belief. They express it privately but Caucus has controlled
them into making sure they say nothing outside their Caucus room.

Mr Thomas: The matter has never been considered at our Caucus.

Mr COWAN: I now refer to the joint Select Committee of inquiry into the ID card. I would
be the last person to stand here and claim to have knowledge about computer databanks or
the access that people must have, but it would be fair to say that the joint Select Committee
would have made it its business to consult various people who would be regarded as expert in
the individual fields. Initially the Federal Government maintained its proposal to introduce
an ID card -- I would certainly not call it an Australia Card because as people have said, there
is nothing more un-Australian than the particular system being proposed -- was to set about
the task of achieving four major principles. One was to reduce tax avoidance and evasion;
another was to reduce social security fraud; the third was to combat organised crime; and the
fourth objective was to stop illegal immigration. It is very interesting to see some of the
comments made in the report of the joint Select Committee. On page 166 of the report,
dealing with the issue of tax avoidance and evasion, the Auditor General indicated the
various Taxation Office estimates contained a strong element of conjecture and the need for
heavy qualification. This was when they were talking about the additional revenue that
would be generated by an ID card. The Auditor General's reasons were twofold. Firstly, a
major part of tax avoidance is because of the use of a cash economy, and there is no way that
will ever be controlled by an ID card. Secondly, the Auditor General made the point that he
had issued several reports to the Parliament which indicated that the Australian Taxation
Office had at its disposal many provisions in the tax Act which it could use but which, to its
shame, it had failed to use. I think both the Federal Government and the Australian people
have been totally conned in the whole debate about this ID card inasmuch as the three
departments which will have access to the card -- the Australian Taxation Office, the Health
Insurance Commission, and the Department of Social Security -- have all at some stage or
another had to concede that there is no proof that the introduction of the card wil resutlt in
substantial savings or uncovering of fraudulent activity. Even the Department of Social
Security has admitted that less than one per cent of all social security overpayments relate to
mistaken identity, and the majority of them are straight overpayments because of laxity in the
department. The failure of the department to seek identity systems which exist, such as a
certificate of birth or marriage --

Mr Thomas: It is estimated at $5.4 billion over 10 years.

Mr COWAN: That is a rubbery figure at best.

Mm Thomas: That is what you said about the capital gains tax and the fringe benefits tax.
Those taxes realised more than you thought.

Mr COWAN: I too can write a figure on a piece of paper but I have no more authority than
the member for Welshpool to cite that figure. I certainly cannot substantiate it.

Mr Thomas:- I did not write it, I am citing it.

Mr COWAN: The member probably got that figure from one of the departments that has
been unable to establlsh or pursue those people who fraudulently claim welfare benefits or
cheat the tax system. He has probably got it from a department which now has provisions in
various Acts to do the job required -of it, but which has been too lazy or incompetent to do so
and now is asking for an ID card and is being supported by the Government.

I did not rise to speak at great length on this issue, but four reasons were given in the first
instance for introducing an ID card: First, it was to reduce tax avoidance and evasion. It can
be shown that the Australian Taxation Office already has available to it provisions within the
tax Act which will allow it, if it wants, to catch those people who try to cheat the system.

Mr Thomas: How do you catch somebody who operates under two different names?

Mr COWAN: I would ask them to produce their identification. Surely they must be able to
produce a birth certificate. Does the member not think that an ID card can be forged?
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Another reason for its introduction is to stop social security fraud. The Department of Social
Security has admitted, in its report, that less than one per cent of ali social security
overpayments occur because of cases of mistaken identity.

Mrs Henderson interjected.

Mr COWAN: Surely there are provisions in the system as it operates now for people to be
properly identified.

Mrs Henderson: How can you identify someone who operates under five different names?

Mr COWAN: I imagine it could be done. How will they track down someone who can
produce five different cards?
Mrs Henderson: We have been assured that the ID system will have 10-times more
safeguards than already exist.
Mr COWAN: I do not agree. A person who was prepared to submit five different identity
cards --

Mrs Henderson: Where would they get them from?

Mr COWAN: The member should not be so naive.

It was also claimed that the card would combat organised crime. The Australian Federal
Police submitted to the Select Committee that there were no realistic grounds for anticipating
any impact on the level of organised crime. That statement appeared at page 3607 of the
committee's evidence. When Mr Frank Coscigan QC gave evidence, he made a similar
comment. lHe said --

It might have inhibited at a very low level some of the practices which [ came across
in the early part of the Commission.

He was referring to the Royal Commission into Organised Crime. He continued --

I do not believe it would have inhibited the more important matters that I was looking
at in the last couple of years.

That blows out the door the theory that the ID card would combat organised crime.

There is no evidence to suggest that all of the principle reasons that this Government has put
forward for the support of an ID card will ever bear fruit. All we will have is a lasting
invasion of privacy. The Deputy Premier said it so eloquently, not just for the Government,
but also for the whole of this Parliament, when he said that it was true that there would be an
invasion of privacy.

Mr Thomas; Read it again.

Mr COWAN: The member can find it in Hlansard and read it himself.

Mr Cordon 1-lu: Misrepresentation!

Mr COWAN: It is not misrepresentation.

Mr Gordon Hill: lie made no reference to the Australia Card.

Mr COWAN: I am talking about the principle of an invasion of an individual's right to
privacy. That is what he said.
Mr Thomas: It was misconstrued.

Mr COWAN: I guess that, if it were not such a highly-principled issue, many people on this
side of the House would urge the Government on because if ever there was an issue that
could cost the Labor Party Government, it is the U) card. However, because it is an issue of
principle we will not do that.

Mr Thomas: That is what you said about the fringe benefits tax and we are still in
Government.

Mr COWAN: Many people have been badly hurt and are very angry about the fringe
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benefits tax. The member should talk to the person who sits alongside him because I believe
that many people in this country whom we rely upon for otur export dollars are being badly
hurt by that tax.
If ever we have seen the power of the media being demonstrated on a single issue, it has been
demonstrated on this issue. We all know that the rejection of the ID card legislation by the
Senate triggered the double dissolution. I am sure that the Leader of the Opposition and
some of his colleagues, when participating in the Federal election debate, made many
statements opposing the ID card, as I opposed it. Very few of those statements ever saw the
light of day through either the print or the electronic media. They were not interested; they
were more interested in the internal squabbling of the National Party and the Liberal Party.

Mr Lewis: We don't squabble.

Mr COWAN: I am talking at a Federal level. The media ignored any prepared statement
made in relation to the ID) card. Now that the election is over and won by the Labor Party,
we suddenly find all of the print media and most of the electronic media crawling out of the
woodwork and attempting to establish cases against the ID card. The consequence of that is
that suddenly people have been alerted to what is intended by the legislation.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you alleging the media is biased by failing to do that before?

Mr COWAN: No, I am not. I am demonstrating the power of the media. Prior to the
election, the support for the ID card ran at about 68 per cent. In the latest poll, support for the
card has plummeted to less that 35 per cent, simply because the media has taken up this issue
and informed people what may or may not happen with it. It has also indicated the gross
invasion of privacy that will occur.
Mr Peter Dowding: There is an alternative explanation for that. Perhaps it's because
conservative people have been spreading lies.

Mr COWAN: If the Minister wants to say that the media chiefs are Liars, he may do so.

Mr Peter Dowding: I said 'the conservatives' of which your party is part.

Mr COWAN: If the Minister wants to tell us that the conservative media chiefs are liars, he
may do so.

Since the media has assumed an interest in the ID card -- unfortunately, after the election --
support for the card has plummeted. I would be surprised if the level of support does not fall
even further. I hope it does, because the only possible way we will ever defeat the Australia
Card is to ensure that the Prime Minister, who has always reacted to popular opinion, gets the
message loud and clear and backs away from it. The truth is that the lID card will never
achieve the objectives which were outlined as the case for its introduction. It will be the most
unpopular legislation of all time introduced into any Parliament in this country.
The National Party supports the motion and urges both sides of the House to support it so that
we can send a very clear message to the Federal Government endorsing the popular opinion
which is being expressed finally against the ID card in and by the media.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [8.10 pm]: I support the motion moved by the member for Floreat.

Mr Thomas: A great civil libertarian!

Mr CASH: Indeed, as the member for Welshpool said, I am a great civil libertarian. I do not
think he has taken the time to read the legislation which comprises the ID card, but I suggest
that he read it, and in due course, that he takes time out to read the comments of the member
for Floreat. Without question the member for Floreat's speech was one of the best speeches I
have heard since I have been a member of this House. In his eloquent and expert way he
outlined the problems of introducing the Australia Card into the community and he clearly
gave the philosophical reasons why it should not be introduced.

I guess two arguments can be put in respect of the j=Iosophical arguments against the
Australia Card. One is that it is an invasion of civil liberties. There is no doubt as one travels
around the country and listens to people who have learnt about the objectives of
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the Australia Card chat one realises that it is the greatest push of all times by "big brother t to
take hold of the Australian people.

The second argument is to refer to the card not as an ID card but as a plastic licence. That is
what the Federal Labor Government is proposing to introduce into this country. It is
proposing that the total population of Australia should be dehumanised and that Australians
should carry around plastic licences so that they can identify themselves at any time.
Members only have to go back in history to recall the various regimes which have set up ID
card systems.

Mr Thomas interjected.

Mr CASH: Not at all. I invite the member for Welshpool to take a close look at the
legislation and at some of the arguments which have been put forward by leading academics
around Australia on the case against the ID card. The fact is that the ID card argument put
forward by the Government cannot be sustained. As suggested by the Leader of the National
Party it is fundamentally an uin-Australian act and that, in itself, will be one of the reasons
that the Government fails in its attempts to introduce the ID) card.

If we go back to the philosophical argument of introducing a plastic licence and requiring 16
million people in Australia to carry their plastic licence at all times just to identify who they
are, it can be linked with the regimes of the past which have introduced such a system, not for
identification purposes, which is what the members for Welshpool and Pilbara believe, but as
a monitoring device so that at all times the Government of the day will have an understanding
of where its citizens are and exactly what they are doing. That is the potential of the
Australia Card as it is presently set out in the legislation.

Mr Thomas: No fu~rther information will be accumulated than that which is already available.

Mir CASH: Is it not interesting that when the Government first talked about the Australia
Card it invited various Government departments to signify whether they believed they would
have a need or could make use of the information that would be gathered on all Australian
citizens? Seventeen bureaucratic departments put their hands up and said they wanted to be
in it. It now appears that only three Government departments will supposedly have access to
that information.

Mr Schell: Initially.

Mr CASH: Yes, initially, as the member for Mt Marshall says. That, in itself, is the most
important point in this debate. We have heard the Labor Party speak before about its hidden
agenda; that is, it comes into the Parliament with legislation, claiming that it is innocuous,
and some months later it brings out the hidden agenda and lets everyone know exactly what
was intended by the legislation. That is the case with the Australia Card. The Australian
Government has been caught out by the Australian people who now realise that it is a
Government that cannot be trusted.

We have seen how the figures supporting the Australia Card have changed from only a few
months ago when something in the order of 70 per cent of Australians polled stated they
would support a proposition that would save the Government from dole cheats and taxation
cheats. However, when the people worked out what the legislation was about and had
listened to the reasoned arguments put forward by conservative organisationts in Australia
they realised that they could not trust the Federal Govemnment. It was trying to Sell them a
bunny.

If this legislation becomes law it will change the fundamental fabric of Australian life. It will
change the lifestyle not only of today's Australians, but also of every future Australian. That
is the magnitude of the problem we are debating tonight. As the member for Floreat said in
his speech, in the 37 years in which he has been in Australia he believes that this is the most
fundamental and significant change to the lifestyle and civil liberties of Australians and he is
not prepared to support what the Governent is trying to do.

The member for Pilbara tried to tell the House that everything the Federal Government has
said can be believed by the Australian people. She quoted from various documents which
were probably put out by the Health Insurance Commission.
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Mr Hassell: Or Price Check.
Mr CASH: Or Price Check -- die member for Pilbara always likes to quote Price Check.
I will quote from the document leaked from the Health Insurance Commission which really
sets out that commission's position in respect of the gathering of information for the Australia
Card. Remember that the Government has said that it will have only a limited amount of
information and that infonnation will not be able to be sourced unless all sorts of records are
kept on who is crying to enter the system and who is seeking information.
A few moments ago I mentioned the hidden agenda which we now recognise as pant of the
Australian Labor Party's dealings and proceedings. The Health Insurance Commnission said
the following --

It will be important to minimise any adverse public reaction to implementation of the
system. One possibility would be to use a staged approach for implementation,
whereby only less sensitive data are held in the system initially with the facility to
input additional data at a later stage when public acceptance may be forthcoming
more readily.

That is the hidden agenda of the Australian Labor Party. The Health Insurance Commission
is saying that die Australian people will work out what the Government is all about and that
they will not accept it. The Health Insurance Commission, a bureaucratic organisation, was
saying to the Government that if it wanted to sell the public a pup or a bunny it should tell the
Australian people that only insignificant amounts of information will be gathered. As soon as
it has sold that to them it will bring in the hidden agenda and then we will start putting into
the computer system what it is all about. Can the member for Welshpool or the member for
Pilbara deny that this is an accurate statement put out by the Health Insurance Commnission?
Several members interjected.
Mr CASH: It is a recommrendation to the Government which members opposite clearly are
prepared to accept.
Mr Peter Dowding: What is your evidence for that?
Mr CASH: Unfortunately, the Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment was not in
the Chamber when the member for Pilbara was speaking. If he had listened to her speech he
would have clearly heard her suggest that on a number of occasions. It is not on for him to
interfere now. The Labor Party in Westemn Australia and supporters of the Australia Card
have been caught out by the docunent I have just quoted from; that is to say, it is the
intention of the Australian Government to use a staged approach. It will gather a certain
amount of data to start with and then input all the other data it wants in due course.
Only the other day we saw on the television indications of the flow charts that have been
produced by the Health Insurance Commission; flow charts which Senator Ryan denied any
knowledge of until she was challenged. She then admitted she had knowledge of the flow
charts hut said it was now old information and would not be used. How can we trust a
Minister in charge of the legislation in Canberra who on the one hand denies knowledge of
the documentation and on the other hand, when she finds she has been caught out, admits
having knowledge but says the infonmation will not be used? How can we miust a
Goverrnent that is prepared to use this sort of thing? How can we mrust a Government that
now tells 16 million Australians that, although in the past there has always been a
presumption of their innocence --

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I want to hear the voice of the member for Mt Lawley only for
the next 18 minutes or for any variance of that he would like to introduce.
Mr CASH: How can we trust a Government that says one thing and does another? It is an
absolute joke and the Government has been caught out. It is a very sick joke but the
Australian population has woken up and they are not prepared to support the legislation.
As for the member for Pilbara's comment that the majority of people exercised their right at

3751



3752 [ASSEMBLY]

the recent Federal election and, therefore, gave a mandate to the Federal Labor Party to
introduce the 11D card, that is absolute rubbish. If the Government counts the votes of chose
parties opposed to the ID) card it will clearly see that the majority of voters voted for parties
which had indicated they were not prepared to support the Australia Card.

Mr Peter Dowding: How do you wait that out?

Mr CASH: I suggest the Minister should go to the Australian statistician and get the figures
for himself.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are making a silly assertion in this House, justify it.

Mr CASH: Not only do I make the assertion but also I know it to be true because the figures
were supplied by the Australian Bureau of Statistics

Mr Parker: You lost seats.

Mr CASH: The Minister for Minerals and Energy is trying to drag a red herring across the
path by suggesting that because the Liberal Party lost seats, it should not oppose the Australia
Card. What absolute rubbish. The Minister for Minerals and Energy obviously has not read
the Bill either based on that inane comment.

Dr Gallop interjected.

Mr CASH: Now we have Dr Who from Victoria Park who will try to introduce an academic
argument about the Thatcher Government in England. We are discussing the Australia Card.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members were very good for two minutes and we have
15 minutes to go. That is the only minute of interjections I want to hear.
Mr CASH: How ridiculous for the member for Victoria Park to make wild academic
assertions about some election in England when we are discussing the Australia Card in this
debate. What absolute garbage. We can see the red herrings Government members are
trying to drag across the track because they do not want me to introduce the costs that we
know will be associated with the Australia Card. Members who have done some research in
this area will know that it is estimated to cost the Australian Government $1 billion to
introduce the ID system into Australia, the plastic licence. No-one on the Government side
has told the Parliament that it will also cost private business in Australia an additional $2
billion to provide the information required by the Government. Who will pay the $2 billion it
will cost private enterprise to comply with this legislation? The answer is obvious; it will be
the ordinary wage earner in Australia by way of increased prices for the commodities he buys
each week. What an absolute joke that the Government puts up this card and does not
provide statistics to back the argument. At one stage a Government member suggested that if
the card were introduced, the Government would receive additional revenue of $5.4 billion
over the next 10 years.

Mr Thomas: It is $5A43 billion.

Mr CASH: What an absolutely ridiculous figure. Where is the substantiation for it? Is it a
forward estimate of the number of potentially illegal immrigrants who will not come to
Australia as a result of the introduction of the Australia Card? Certainly, $1.3 billion of the
figure quoted has been ascribed to the fact that illegal immigrants will not be able to gain
access to Australia as a result of the introduction of the card. What a joke. What other
rubbish will the Government come up with? Why not say the figure is $10 billion and round
it off? Why say the figure is $5.43 billion? Did the Government think it would get away
with that?

An Opposition member: It's a telephone number.

Mr CASH: That is dead right, it probably is a telephone number. It will cost $1 billion to
introduce, $2 billion for private enterprise to match up with the system the Government
introduces, in order to provide the information required, and more than 2 000 additional
public servants will be required to administer the Act.

Mr Peter Dowding: Temporarily.

Mr CASH: Anything the Government has done temporarily, like the staff in the Minister's
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office, has become permanrent very quickly. Is the Minister saying that fewer than 2 000
extra staff will be used?
Mr Peter Dowding- I am telling you the costings include the salaries of the staff.
Mr CASH: The Minister does not know and, like his Federal counterparts, he makes up the
story as he goes along. We have talked tonight about the forgeries that will be made and
some Government members said that Medicare seems to be working satisfactorily.
Medicare officials admit that more cards are in circulation in Australia than are authorised.
They know how many cards are floating around, and that people are using forgeries.
Mr Crane: But they say you cannot forge them!
Mr CASH: That is what the Government tells us. There are two sides to everything. We
have already demonstrated tonight that the Government's hidden agenda is there. It was the
Health Insurance Commission which said to the Government initially, "lust get some simple
data into the system and we will add to it later. But let us at least get it in."
As I have said before, this sort of Government cannot be miusted. The Australia Card will be
able to be forged. I think it was the Leader of the National Parry who quoted an American
expert who has done research in this area. He is an expert in this field of forging cards.
These experts have said quite clearly that it can be done, it will be done, and there will be a
market for the cards. In themselves the forged cards will have some intrinsic value, because
if it is the Government's intention that a person with this ID card carn present it and all is
forgiven, obviously there will be forgeries. The situation now is that we have a social
security department which issues or has issued in the past up to 17 cheques to one individual
for unemployment benefits every week. That same department will say, "We have done it
again. The ID card did not work." That is the operational side of the ID card. The
fundamental change which will come about if this legislation is accepted represents almost an
abolition of our civil rights in Australia.
Mr Lewis: The way the Labor Government of Australia carries on, we do not have any at all.
Mr CASH: They are fading fast. The Australia Card will probably be the last nail in the
coffin.
Another thing is the dehumanising effect of having to produce this plastic card every time
one does something.
Mrs Buchanan: You do not have to produce it every time you do something.
Mr CASH: Is the member saying that if a person wants to buy a block of land he does not
have to produce a card?
M-r Parker: They have to produce all sorts of things if they buy blocks of land.
Mr CASH: There is confusion in the Government ranks about when one produces a card and
when one does not. Perhaps I should refer to this document, which says --

The Australia Card is crammed with provisions for fining, gaoling, and regimenting
ordinary citizens.
A fine of $5 000 or two yearst imprisonment -- or both -- if a card is destroyed for
any reason that cannot be proved to be accidental.

Do members on the Government side recognise that as part of the Australia Card legislation?
That is where it was taken from. It was not invented. To continue --

A fine of $500 for losing a card and failing to notify the Government within 21 days.
A fine of $20,000 for failing to produce the card on demand by the Taxation Office.
A fine of $1 000 and/or six months' gaol for failing to attend a compulsory
conference if ordered by the ID card agency.

Government members are entidled to ask mne if I am reading ifrom, Australia Card legislation,
or even talking about a proposition which could be put before an Australian Parliament. It
sounds almost as if it has come out of Nazi Germany, because that is how serious the
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problem we are talking about is. If anyone wants to go back in history and see the
identification systems used so chat the Jewish people in Nazi Germany could be monitored
during the second World War, this is the type of legislation one would find. Let me go on,
because obviously these fines and gaol terms I am referring to are now causing concern to
some members of the Government.

Mr Peter Dowding: Does Israel have an identity card?

Mr CASH: It does not have an identification card anything like the one this Government is
proposing.

Mr Peter Dowding: It must be carried.

Mr CASH: The Minister is an absolute joke trying to misrepresent what is going on. To
continue --

A fine of $5000 and/or two years' goal for businessmen failing to submit a customer's
card number to the Government.

A fine of $20,000 for businessmen employing casual staff and not submitting their
card numbers.

Government members tried to tell us that the legislation would have little effect, and that it
would only save the Government some money. That is not so. This is very dangerous
legislation. Members can see from some of the penalties the way the Government intends to
enforce the legislation. Let me continue --

A fine of $5000 for selling a block of land without submitting the purchaser's card
number to the Registrar of Land Tides.

It goes on, but let us look at what happens if one refuses to hold a card, or if one loses one's
card, If a person is employed but does not have a card, he may have to be dismissed, or
forced to resign, as it is an offence for an employer to pay a person without a card. This is in
clause 1.49.2, and the penalty there is a fine of up to $20 000. A person will not be able to
get a new job unless he produces a card, because it will be an offence for an employer to hire
a cardless person. Are we to create a new society in Australia of cardless people? What a
joke! People will be denied all sorts of services if they cannot produce their cards when
called upon. For instance, one cannot open a bank account, or sell or rent. One cannot do
lots of things, and one certainly cannot claim Medicare refunds without an ID card.

The Australia Card will not work. There is no way the Australian people will accept it. If the
Federal Government forces this legislation through, the system itself will never work because
the Australian people will see that the procedures required to be followed are not followed.
There are, of course, some alternatives to catch those people who cheat the system, who do
not pay their taxes and who generally bludge off society; and those alternatives do not
include the need for an Australia Card.

Mrts Buchanan: What are they?

Mr CASH: One is for the Taxation Office to spend its financial allocation on the computers
it was meant to have bought three years ago in order to track some of the people who were
not paying taxes. The Department of Social Security could lift its efficiency rating. It could
seek additional identification in the form of a birth certificate or a citizenship 'certificate.
Many sorts of identification today could be sought in order to reduce the numbers of people
who are currently ripping off the various welfare systems in Australia.

What it really comes down to is that there are 16 million people in Australia, 2.8 million of
whom are in receipt of some sort of social security or Government allowance. What the
Governent is saying is that it is not really able to run its departments in an efficient manner;
it is losing so much money through the various cheating schemes going on that it will impose
an obligation, not on the 2.8 million people who presently receive benefits from the
Government, but on the whole 16 million who make up the population of Australia.

What an absolute joke. It is really a sledgehammer to crack a nut, something that has not
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been thought out and something that I predict the member's Government will rn away from
within a matter of months.
MRS HENDERSON (Gosnelis) [8.41 pmj: There have been few debates in this place which
I have witnessed which have demonstrated in such a remarkable fashion the hypocrisy and
sheer opportunism of the Opposition as the debate tonight. The crux of the whole question is
that as recently as 11I July, we had a full-scale Federal election, and that election was called
after a Bill to create an Australia Card system had been twice presented to and passed by the
House of Representatives, and twice rejected by the Senate. It was clear to every single
citizen in this country why the election was called. There was a double dissolution, and the
Government at no stage pulled away from demonstrating and giving full information on why
the election was called; the election was called on the basis of the rejection of the Australia
Card legislation.
For seven weeks we had a fulli-scale Federal election campaign, and what issues did the
Federal Opposition raise during that Federal campaign? The number one issue was tax. The
Opposition set out to try and show us it could reduce the tax payable by the ordinary citizens
of this country. Unfortunately, in the process Mr Howard had some difficulty with his
arithmetic, and what set out to be the tax policy of a future Howard Government became the
almighty tax blunder of Mr Howard, which took up a considerable degree of the publicity
that the Opposition attracted during the Federal campaign.
Other issues raised by the Opposition were the Treasurer's travelling allowance;
incentivation, the notion that Australians should work longer and harder; trade union power,
which as all the surveys that were done showed ranked about No 14 in most people's
determination during the Federal campaign, but the Opposition made it one of its major
thrusts; compulsory unionism; working for the dole; changes to the Family Law Act to enable
maintenance to be collected more readily; schemes to encourage employees to purchase
shares in companies and to give them tax concessions; the matter of living standards; and the
so-called broken promises of the Hawke Government.
I have very carefully gone through the media and the Press advertisements of the Liberal
Party and the National Party during the Federal campaign, and during the whote of that
campaign there was not a single advertisement or major statement which raised any of these
concerns about civil liberties and the Australia Card.
MrT Menisaros interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Government does not have to raise an issue on which it has called
the election. The Oovernjnent made it clear where it stood on this issue. If the Opposition
was upset about the issue, it had the duty of raising it. For the first time tonight we heard the
Leader of the National Party say, "Actually, we did raise the issue, but the Press did not take
it up." I guess that is another way of looking at it.
During the Federal campaign -- in fact, right in the middle of it -- MrT Howard came to Perth
and he was given, face to face with the leaders, a full-page interview. He was asked --

Mr Howard, what in your judgment is the single most important issue in this election?
He said --

The single most important issue is which of the two parties is offering a policy which,
over the longer-term, can reverse the declining living standards and restore the
economic health and strength of the country.

A little later on he was asked what other issues were there, and he said foreign investment
restrictions, living standards, tax indexation, tax cuts. Throughout the whole of that long and
extensive interview, Ms Howard did not mention the Australia Card once. He was asked
quite clearly --

Mr House interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: I can assure the member that these questions and answers are verbatim,
and they take up a whole page of Thse West Australian. If Mr Howard had said, when asked
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what was the issue of the election, that it was civil liberties and the Australia Card, that would
have been the answer printed in the paper. That was on 30 June, and a couple of weeks later
when Wr Howard came to Perth, he was asked by journalist Peter Kennedy --

Do you think the election really hinges on which Party has the best tax package?

He said --

I chink that is a major part of it, but our tax package is part of a total response to the
economic problem.

He went on to talk about smaller government, lower tax, more individual incentive. Peter
Kennedy then asked the question --

You mentioned the Government's record. What are other issues?

He said --

Union power is an issue. And of course the Government's bad record is really
encapsulated in the drastic fall in family living standards.

Mr Howard talked about the security of families, and he went on to talk about other issues
and the wages policy. During two full-scale interviews right at the height of the Federal
election campaign, clearly asking him what were the issues of this campaign, the Australia
Card did not even rate a mention.

NU Cash: Are you suggesting that the conservative panies were supporting the card?

Mrs HENDERSON: No, I am not. I am suggesting that if the Opposition was opposing the
Australia Card, it kept it very quiet, so quiet that nobody knew about it.

During the Federal ejection campaign, we had a period when our State Parliament was sitting.
The State Opposition had the perfect opportunity to raise any issue that it wanted about the
Federal campaign. It could have raised crucial issues affecting this country which it thought
were most important. What did the Opposition raise in its urgency motions and its private
members' motions? It raised these issues: Reintroduction of capital punishment; the State
superannuation scheme; the Mlinister for the Environment's operation on his leg; school
cleaners; and electricity charges. Not a single motion came before this House on the
Australia Card during the Federal campaign.

Mr Hassell: There were several last year, and you voted against all of them.

Mrts HENDERSON: Tonight we have heard Mr Mensaros, the member for Floreat, telling us
that this is the most important issue that has faced him for 20 years.
Mr Cash: Thirty seven years; do not kid yourself.

Mrs HENDERSON: Mr Mensaros talked about a total loss of human dignity and human
freedom, about fighting vigorously and uncompromisingly. If the Liberal Party Opposition
really believed that the civil liberties of the people of Australia were severely prejudiced by
this legislation, it did not only have a serious obligation to raise this, it had a duty. That is the
job of the Opposition. If it believed it was an important issue, why was it not raised?

Mr Cowan interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: Nick Bolkus is not here. If the member wants to ask him, he should do
so. The National Party and the Liberal Party did not raise the issue, and in my view they
were negligent, If the Opposition really believed that it was such a key issue of importance to
Western Australians, why did it not raise it? There was deadly silence. The Opposition did
not raise it because the poll showed that 70 per cent of the people wanted it, as several
members have said tonight. Members of the Opposition are the greatest opportunists there
have ever been. Seventy per cent of people wanted the Australia Card, so the Opposition did
not raise it. The Opposition now talks about its concern for civil liberties, and yet in its
Federal campaign it did not mention a single word in this Parliament about the Australia Card
and its concern about civil liberties.

Mr Lewis: Do you support it?
Mrs HENDERSON: I am saying to the Opposition that its job is to raise the issues that it is
concerned about.
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A member interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: The Government raised the issue by introducing the Bill. Obviously the
Government introduced the Bill, and the Opposition did not say a word.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Lawrence): Order! I would ask members to allow the member
on her feet to speak. Some of the interjections are repetitious and boring.
Mrs HENDERSON: How often do the citizens of this country get the opportunity to register
their approval or disapproval at the ballot box? It is only about once every three years, on
average. T'he Opposition had the perfect opportunity during the run up to the Federal election
to raise this issue. We had everybody about to go out to lodge their votes. The Opposition
says the Australia Card is the most important issue in 20 years; it threatens people's civil
liberties; it is an invasion of their privacy. Yet the Opposition's silence is deadly; not a single
motion in this place; not a single Press statement; not a --

Mr Brian Burke: No meetings were called; no pamphlets;, it was not mentioned in an
interview. It is the best kept secret I have ever heard.

Mrs HENDERSON: What happened after the election? The Opposition decided to adopt a
new strategy, which is called 'Me too." So when a woman in the south west announced she
was going to start a campaign for the reintroduction of capital punishment, the Leader of the
Opposition said, "Me too."

When the Police Union launched a campaign to increase the strength of the Police Force by
1 000 members, the Opposition Leader said, "Me, too." When the principal of a suburban
primary school called for greater parental responsibility for the cost of juvenile vandalism,
the Leader of the Opposition said, "Me, too." With every band wagon that passes the
Opposition jumps on and says, "Us, too." So when this band wagon came along and some
people quite genuinely raised their concerns about c>'il liberties, the Opposition jumped on
the band wagon and said, "Us, too." The Opposition hs no natural affinity for the cause of
civil liberties. Of all parties in this country it has no right to raise the question.
Mr Cowan: You had better ask that question of Neil Blewett because he was once the
Chairman of the South Australian Civil Liberties Association; and who introduced the card?

Mrs HENDERSON: The Leader of the National Party is the one who is contending it is a
breach of civil liberties. That is his argument.

However, at the same time as the Opposition has great difficulty supporting the cause of civil
liberties, it has no difficulty whatsoever in supporting the cause of assisting those who go in
for tax evasion. Who could forget the 1982 election campaign? We had in Australia then a
flourishing tax avoidance industry. Hundreds of lawyers and accountants were employed full
time devising schemes to avoid tax. We had a massive bottom of the harbour tax scheme.
People estimated that $4 000 million of revenue was lost to this country every year uinder
those schemes. There were full-page advertisements in the daily Press every day of the week
asking people to contact such and such an agent and they would arrange to reduce their tax
burden. It was the fastest growing industry at a time when Australia was experiencing
massive unemployment.

And what happened? The Federal Liberal Government actually decided in the end to
introduce some measures to prevent the proliferation of those schemes. And what was the
spearhead of the opposition to that legislation? It came from the Liberal Party in Western
Australia whose members were the friends of the tax avoiders. They were the people who
spearheaded that national campaign. I will never forget that campaign because my opponent
in that 1982 election campaign was one of the key figures in trying to organise a national
campaign to support the people who were avoiding tax. And of that $4 004) million a year
lost to the Australian people, who had to make it up? The PAYE taxpayers had to make it up.
They had no choice; they had no access to a scheme by which to avoid paying their share of
tax. They just paid more. Under Fraser the proportion of taxation paid by PAYE taxpayers
rose to its highest level ever. So the Opposition here has no happy record on tax avoidance;
in fact Opposition members should hang their heads in shame.
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However, the Opposition this evening really showed its true colours. The Leader of the
Opposition said the Opposition will do everything it can to obstruct, preclude, and delay the
introduction of the ID card. What is this? Is it a call by the upholders of law and order to
civil disobedience? After there has been a democratic Federal election fought on the
Australia Card issue, the Opposition is calling for national civil disobedience.

An Opposition member: You said it was not called on the Australia Card.

Mrs HENDERSON: I said it was called on the Australia Card. I said the Opposition said
nothing; the silence was deafening. Members opposite read the surveys and knew where the
mass of people stood on this issue, and they were not prepared to run on the issue.

We saw the true Liberal colours recently because the new National President of the Liberal
Party said it all. He said, "Let us have an Australia Card for those who get pensions and
benefits." In other words, let us check up on those people who get Government assistance
and, root out those who might be involved in welfare fraud, but let us not touch the tax
avoidance side of the equation. No, no; we had better not touch that side -- we will just have
an Australia Card for those on pensions.
I was horrified to hear that same theme repeated tonight by the Opposition. I would have
thought Opposition members would distance themselves from that. It was a shameful thing
to say and I would have thought the first thing Opposition members would tell their national
leader would be to shut up. If members opposite thought the Australia Card was an issue
they should oppose on the grounds of civil liberties, it did not help their cause to have their
national president running around saying it is all right for pensioners to have an Australia
Card but not the rest of us. That is the true measure of' where the Opposition stands, because
the Australia Card is designed essentially to cut out welfare fraud and tax evasion by
preventing the use of multiple identities.

Mr Taylor: And now the Federal President of the Liberal Party goes around the world telling
people not to invest in Australia, having made his millions in Australia at Australians'
expense.

Mrs HENDERSON: That is very patriotic of the Federal President of the Liberal Party. This
debate tonight is not about civil liberties, or guarantees of privacy, or any of those things.
The Leader of the Opposition summed it up very neatly when he said that at the end of the
day the reason he does not support the Australia Card is that those people who will have
control over the information will be Susan Ryan, Neil Blewett, and Bob Hawke; he said, "I
do not trust any of them."

That is the view of the Liberal Party tonight. In other words, it is not interested in the
possibility of computer hackers getting into the system or in the civil liberties of the
Australian people. Members opposite are concerned that Susan Ryan and Bob Hawke will be
running in and looking up the records of 15 million people and using them for some purpose.
How ridiculous it is for the Opposition to come in and say that kind of thing in this debate.

Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: That explains the level of hysteria and extravagance in the community
about this debate, which is a direct reflection of the Opposition's argument put here tonight.
It is extravagant in the extreme. The Opposition talked about things such as abolishing our
civil rights in Australia. If that is not extravagant, what is? The Australia Card is designed to
establish clearly someone's identity and the Opposition says it will abolish our civil rights in
Australia. The member for Mt Lawley says producing a plastic card will have a
dehumanising effect. Is he dehumanised every time he uses his credit card?

We heard about Big Brother and about the basis on which our law rests, which is the
presumption of innocence until one is proved guilty. We heard of this principle being thrown
into doubt by people having to establish their one and only identity. The extravagance of
debate in this House tonight has been extraordinary, and whenever it happens it makes us
wonder what the underlying agenda is. I suggest that the underlying agenda is that the
Opposition in this State is desperate and when desperate it jumps on whatever band wagon
happens to be passing at the time. The Opposition had plenty of opportunities, a duty, and a
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job to raise this issue during the Federal election campaign. It did not; it was silent. Now
that the campaign is over and the issue is gaining momentum the Opposition has jumped on
the band wagon. That has been the history of the Opposition in this place. The Opposition
has no creative ideas at all. It waits for an issue to arise in the community and says, "That is
what we think about this issue." Tonight it has continued that extravagant debate and to
foster in the community false information. For example, the member for Pilbara explained
tonight that it is not necessary to carry the Australia Card around; in fact, theme ame severe
penalties for anyone asking for the Australia Card who is not authorised to ask for it. But the
Opposition does not accept that because the Opposition distrusts everything the Government
says. So the Opposition says that that is not true, that people are going to have to carry a
plastic card around wherever they go; and that is going to dehumanise them, according to the
member for Mt Lawley.

The member for Pilbara demonstrated quite clearly that there will be three Federal agencies
which will have access to information contained on the Australia Card.
Mr Cowan: Four.

Mrs HENDERSON: There will be a central body -- to which I was interested to hear the
Leader of the National Party refer. He quoted an answer given by the Minister for Industry
and Technology, and he said that that answer suggested the Labor Party was opposed to this
Federal issue as well. When he read out the answer, the Leader of the National Party
neglected to say chat the answer referred to a central register of information. This central
register of information will contain a name, date of birth -

Mr Cowan interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: Yes, but the member talked about a register of information, and on that
register of information there will be a name, date of birth, a sex indicator, and a signature.
How can members opposite suggest that those things represent an invasion of privacy? The
member for Pilbara explained --

Several members interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: Let us take that up. The member for Pilbara explained to the House that
any officer in the Department of Taxation or the Department of Social Security who looks
into a person's Australia Card file to extract any information, no matter how trivial, has to put
his or her own name in, the date on which the information was taken --

Mr Trenorden interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: If someone is under the penalty of losing their job, they will not go
willy-nilly through peoples' riles.
Mr Trenorden: A computer hacker is going to be awfully worried about losing his job.
Mrs HENDERSON: This is the first time the Opposition has raised the question of computer
hackers. Let us go hack to the departmental officers, because that was the specific question
raised by the Leader of the National Party -- that is, the question of access by individuals. I
suggest that the individuals referred to by the Minister for Industry and Technology in his
answer to the question asked by the Leader of the National Party are individuals in the
population at large.

This Bill provides clear guidelines as to who will have access. That access has to be
recorded; the person who actually accessed the file must record his or her name, the date and
the reason the file was looked at must be recorded.

Mr Lewis: For how long?

Mrs HENDERSON: For as long as the Labor Party is in office. If the member for East
Melville does not trust members of his own party when it gets into office -- 20 years down
the track -- that is his problem. I suggest that the only reason people in the Labor Party are
unhappy about the legislation is their concern about what might happen when the Liberal
Party finally returns to Government. Is the member for East Melville worried about what will
happen when his own party is returned to office?
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Several members interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: I will be interested to see whether the Liberal Party in Government
repeals this legislation and whether the Liberal Party will be prepared to dismantle a system
which removes from the Australian taxpayer the burden of meeting all those extra taxation
dollars for the people who deliberately set out to defraud the system and to have five or six
different identities. When a Liberal Governm-ent -- 20 years from now -- looks at the Budget
papers and sees how much money has been saved by this measure, its members will be the
last people to seek to dismantle this system.

Mr Cowan: What is the compulsory age for the card?

Mrs HENDERSON: There is no compulsory age for the card; no-one has to have a card.

Mr Hassell: That is an absolute untruth. You know very well that you will need a card to
live.

Mrs HENDERSON: If the member for Cortesloe says that one has to have a card to live --

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Lawrence): Order! I ask members to allow the member to
continue her speech. She does not have much time left to do so.

Mrs HENDERSON: It is a fact that one does not need to have an Australia Card. lb his
speech, the member for Floreat raised the question of conscientious objection. I would
suggest to the House that within a short time of the introduction of this card people will start
to wonder what this extravagant debate was all about and wonder why it was fostered in the
community by the Liberal Party. I will tell the House a classic example of the way in which
this debate has been fostered. I was driving along in my car the other day, listening to a radio
talkback programme and the bulk of that programme's calls were on the Australia Card. It
was my opinion that the interviewer had a particular point of view about the Australia Card;
if people rang up and said, "Well I think the Australia Card is a good idea", a little rune came
on saying, "This call is boring", and the person was cut off. When a woman came on and
said, "This is the worst possible thing we could do" -- to have an Australia Card -- "we will
lose our right to vote", the interviewer said, "I am very pleased you rang, Mavis" -- or
whatever her name was -- "it's very important for us to be aware of the dangers involved
because our civil liberties are at risk in this matter."

That kind of extravagant and ill-informed debate is being fanned along by the Opposition in
this House. The Opposition was not interested in this issue before; the Opposition is
interested in it now because it is keeping an eye on the polls, and it knows there is no debate
more likely to engender heat and passion than one which is totally uninformed. As long as
the debate remains uninformed, the Opposition is happy. That is why there are people here
tonight saying things they know are untrue and which do not bear any resemblance to what is
in the Bill. They know that the statutory authority which is to be set up will be similar to the
Ombudsman. How many people here are prepared to say that they believe that the
Ombudsman and the Administrative Appeals Tribunal act in a way that is dishonest and
allows political intervention? How many members of the Opposition are prepared to say that
the Ombudsman or the Administrative Appeals Tribunal -- both of which, as autonomous
statutory bodies, have a structure similar to that which the body that will preserve privacy
will have -- are open to political abuse and interference?

Mr Trenorden interjected.

Mrs. HENDERSON: Doing a good job is not the same as being open to political interference.
They are two quite different concepts. The Opposition is suggesting that somehow Bob
Hawke, Susan Ryan, and Neal Blewett will be able to subvert that autonomous statutory
body, which will be set up --

Mr House: You have really hit the nail on the head.

Mrs HENDERSON: If members imagine for one moment that computers operate on their
own, that they do not need people to put information in, and that people do not control the
computers, I guess they could believe that the card could run Australia. The only real
concern I have heard raised in the community is the issue of computer hackers. That was not
raised in this place until the member for Avon raised it by way of interjection, It was not
raised in the debate; it was not raised as an issue.
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Mr Cowan interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: It is interesting that the information to which those people will have
access is no different from the information that officers in the Department of Taxation have;
nor is it any different from the information that officers in the Department of Social Security
have or what public servants responsible for births, deaths and marriages have access to.
What makes those people suddenly become the kind of people who would put all this
information together and go out on the street and flog it? It does not make any sense at all.

Mr Trenorden: How many important leaks have there been in the last 10 years?

Mrs HENDERSON: I do not know because the Liberal Opposition members are the ones
who raised the issue of the operation on the Minister for Environment's leg in the mun-up to
the Federal election. That highlighted the release of medical infornation, and that obviously
happens now because that debate made it crystal clear. The Opposition used that
information; the Opposition had no qualms about using it on the basis of their high principles;
the Opposition did not say, "We cannot use that information; we are more concerned about
the officer who released it.' Of course, they were, because they are opportunists in the
extreme. The Opposition's hypocrisy tonight is clear for everyone to see. It is just another
case of members opposite seizing an issue out of which they wish to get some mileage. Their
chickens will come home to roost when this measure saves the Australian taxpayers millions
of dollars, and they will eat their words.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc) [9.11 pm]: There is nothing surer than that the last statement
made by the member for Gosnells is the only true one she has made tonight. The chickens
will come home to roost. They will come home to roost on all members of the Labor Party
who identify themselves with this legislation, and on those who support it. Members
opposite are utterly dishonest and utterly naive in their approach to the legislation.

The Premier yesterday, and the members of the Labor Party today, including the last speaker,
talk about establishing someone's identity. The Australia Card is not an identification
system; it is a surveillance system. It is a system by which every Australian person and every
Australian citizen will be subject to Government surveillance and scmutiny, Government
information, Government filing, Government analysis, and fundamental accountability to the
Government.

The member for Gosnells asked, in a laughing way, whether we were concerned. She said,
"The only reason some of us are concerned about the Australia Card is because of what might
happen when you people get into power." She asked, "Are you concerned about when your
own party gets in?"
My answer is, "Yes." I am concerned about any Government having ths excessive power
over individuals. The history of democracy and liberty is the history of the control of
Government power and the limitation of Government power, not its extension. This
legislation is about the extension of Governent power over individuals; it turns Australian
democracy upside down because this legislation which the members of the Labor Parry
tonight are committed to support is that which makes people accountable to the Government
instead of keeping the Government accountable to the people.

Mr Peter Dowding: What a load of nonsense.

Mr HASSELL: This issue is the most important issue confronting Australia since
federation -- that is, since the decision was made for the States to join together in a new
nation. It is the largest political debate and the largest political movement since the bank
nationalisation issue of the 1940s.

Mr Troy: What about the dissolution of the Communist Party?

Mr HASSELL: It is on that scale too, only that dissolution affected far fewer people.

Mr Troy: Did you support it?

Mr Peter Dowding: When he and I were at school together he supported it.
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Mr HASSELL: The dissolution of the Communist Party, as I recall, was before the Minister
or I went to school.

Members of the Labor Party should try to understand what this issue is all about. The
member for Gosnells said that the crux of this debate was the 11I July election. The crux of
this debate is not the I11 July election. The crux of this debate is whether Australian
democracy is to change fundamentally, and whether individuals in Australia are to be made
accountable to the Government.

Everyone knows now how Medicare operates, because it has now been publicised. effectively
that the Medicare centralised computer system establishes computer models of what is
normal treatment for people. If a doctor -- especially in country towns with not many
ancillary services -- conscientiously visits an elderly pensioner patient every day, perhaps
basically because the pensioner lives alone, has no family, is frail, and might have fallen over
in the bathroom -- perhaps for all of these reasons or some of them -- after a very shot time,
a flashing light comes up on the screen at Medicare which says "Pensioner overserviced.
Pensioner overserv iced. Pensioner overserv iced. Do something about it."

Somebody from Medicare then goes around to the doctor for an explanation of the
overservicing. That is what Medicare is about. The Government said that this is the purpose
of Medicare -- to police overservicing. Computer models were created of what is normal or
standard in tenus of the frequency in the treatment of pensioners.
This system can be applied to the Australia Card because computer models will be created in
Canberra of what is normal economic conduct for every class and type of Australian. The
inform-ation which we will be forced to collect will be fed into a computer. A model will be
created which relates to a 45-year-old man with three children, a house, and a mortgage, and
who normally does this or that sort of thing. If that model man suddenly undertakes a
transaction which is unusual, such as suddenly buying Observation City, a flashing flag will
come up on the computer at the Australia Card headquarters, in the bunkers in Canberra. The
flashing light will indicate this is unusual conduct for Mr Average 45-year-old Australian
with three kids and a mortgage. Mr Citizen will then be asked to explain why he bought
Observation City.

I do not think this is funny. This situation is not only achievable through the Australia Card
system but also it is intended to be achieved. There will be a subtle shift in the way in which,
by that methodology, a citizen is put on the defensive- The onus of proof of normality or
legality is put on the citizen. If the question, "What have you got to hide?" is not answered,
the Government knows the citizen has done something odd for a person of his age and status,
because the computer model has established what is normal.

Under this legislation, Australian citizens are designated card subjects. What a gross and
monumental insult to Australian citizens to be called card subjects. They are not citizens of
Australia any more, not free people, but card subjects. The card subjects opposite can have
that treatment if they like but I reject it utterly, because it is an evil proposal. Let nobody,
including the member for Gosnells, suggest that what I am saying is exaggerated, because it
is not. It is the essence of the Australia Card. The Australia Card is a surveillance system. It
is intended to be a surveillance system. It has no chance of working unless it is a surveillance
system.

A Government member: Rubbish!

Mr HASSELL: I have not replied to any interjections and therefore, under the Standing
Orders, I am entitled to protection from the continuous interruptions that are going on. I want
to speak about this issue which is fundamental to the futue of our country and I do not want
to be deflected by stupid interjections about irrelevant things.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The members of the Labor Party are foolishly isolating themselves. They are
going further out on the plank. They are walking that plank because they know, as their
excellent public opinion system has told them, that they are becoming a smaller minority,
because the Australian people will not take it. They also know that there is a significant
number in their own ranks which does not support the Australia Card but who are silenced
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because of their rigid caucus and disciplinary system. Not all of them are silenced. There
was an ALP member in Tasmania, a public figure in the party there, who got onto a
platform --

Mr Thomas intetjected.

Mr HASSELL: No, I said an ALP member, not an Independent. He was hauled up and
became a figure of public controversy because he dared to express his opinion. He was
disciplined because he had expressed his opinion.

Let us return to the fundamental issues. We are not talking about the Federal election. We
are not talking about whether the Australia Card was debated in the Federal election. It was
twice rejected by Parliament in Canberra, the Liberal Party, the National Party, the
Democrats, and several Independents.

If a foolish error was made it was that the Opposition believed the Prime Minister when he
said there was not going to be an election. Having said that, a few days later he announced
there would be one. That was a mistake, but there was never any mistake about the Australia
Card.

The Australia Card is now overwhelmingly rejected by the Australian people. The gigantic
movement of people who simply will not accept the desecration of our democracy grows day
by day. These people demand that we retain our right as free citizens to walk the streets, own
our own homes, and go about our business without having to announce our activities to the
Government. The essence of democracy is that the Government is accountable to the people
collectively. The individuals who make up the State are entitled to have the Government
accountable to them. The Government is not entitled to make us accountable when we are
acting within the law.

By all means do something reasonable about the cheats. The Liberal Party has been talking
about that for years. We brought motions to this House calling on the Government to
implement a system of work for the dole. They were rejected. If anybody wants to do a
double amount of work for the dole we will gladly pay them twice, but the Government does
not want the system of work for the dole. It was the Hawke Government which stopped the
Department of Social Security carrying out its obligation to stop the cheating because it
stopped the investigations. It wanted to leave the recipients of social welfare free from
embarrassing personal questions.

These issues were attacked by the Government when it was in Opposition. 'The Government
said, "You are stalking people to see if they are living in de facto relationships. That is an
infringement of their liberty, and we can't do anything about it." When the Labor Party was
elected to Goverrnent in Canberra, it stopped taking action to ensure that people did not
cheat on social security. Furthermore, it put a complete stop to the work test for the dole. It
made sure that nobody was told, 'Take the available work or you don't get the dole."

A member: That is not true.
Mr HASSELL: That does not matter. What does matter is that there are numerous measures
available to stop the cheating. The people who cheat should be pursued, stopped, and, where
appropriate, punished and made to repay their rnl-gotten gains. That does not justify a system
under which every free Australian citizen is reduced to the status of being a card subject
made to account for his or her actions to the Commonwealth Government.

It is ironic that the Government which is bringing in the Australia Card system, supposedly to
stop cheating, is itself cheating by bringing it in. The Government knows that it has no
constitutional power to introduce the Australia Card system. It cannot require us to carry a
card. It is using the corporation power and its power over banking to say to the banks, "You
will not give people their money if they have not got an Australia Card." It is using all kinds
of powers, but it has no direct power. It is cheating. It is twisting the Constitution.

Mr Thomas: Take it to the High Court.

Mr HASSELL: That is one interjection I will happily answer. Let me assure the
Government, the Bill will not have received the Royal Assent for 24 hours before it is
challenged. But the ultimate protection of our rights is not to be found in the High Court; it
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is to be found in the commonsense of ordinary people. Those are the same people whose
virtues, a few weeks ago, were being extolled by Prime Minister Hawke.

How many times did we hear the Prime Minister say during the Federal election campaign
that he believed in the good sense of the Australian people, and he called on that good sense
as the reason and justification for his re-election. But now, those same ordinary people
combining across the political spectrum to oppose his legislation are being labelled as a
strange assortment, an odd lot, a weird alliance, or the supporters of cheats. He cannot have
it both ways. He miusted the people when they were with him, and now he ought to start
listening to the people when they are against what he is doing. We should be asking him to
listen through this Parliament tonight. We should be saying to him that everything we know
about the Western Australian people tells us that they are opposed to the Australia Card
system and everything it stands for. I ask any Labor member to have the courage to stand up
tonight and say that his or her electorate supports the proposal. None can, because none does.
Theme is no support. If members of the Labor Party go along with the touted proposal of their
Federal colleagues to spend $2 million of the taxpayer's money to advertise the Austraiia
Card proposals I promise them one thing; they will only consolidate the opposition. That
advertising programme will be about as effective as Premier Burke's advertising programme
in favour of land rights. It only lasted a couple of weeks because every time he took an
opinion poll he found the advertising in favour of land rights was driving more people away
from it every day. That is exactly what is happening now with the Australia Card legislative
package. As the people know what is in the package they are "agin it' powerfully and
strongly.

I repeat, because I do not think the Premier understands judging from his remarks in dinner
time yesterday, and certainly the member for Gosnells does not understand, that the Australia
Card proposal -- it still is only a proposal -- is not an identification system. It is a national,
centralised, computerised databank on every individual, every business, every association,
and every organisation in Australia. That national, centralised, computerised databank will
collect, collate, record, and analyse information for the use and the convenience of
Government, not for the people. There is absolutely no comparison between information
about individuals currently privately stored and that which is now proposed by the
Government. It is suggested that the card is not compulsory. That is a misleading statement
because although technically and theoretically the card is not compulsory, the reality is that it
is totally compulsory and is intended to be so. As has been stated, without the Australia Card
one cannot get a job, open a bank account, collect the family allowance, the old age pension,
the dole, or any other social security, buy or sell a house, buy or sell shares, deliver wheat to
CBH, deliver wool, sell meat or stock, or collect medical benefits. None of those things can
be done without the Australia Card, and therefore it is grossly misleading to suggest that the
card is not compulsory.

Mr Peter Dowding: This is only as a first transaction.

Mr HASSELL: I am talking about the fact that the card is totally compulsory. It does
nothing to support the proposition for the Minister to suggest it is not compulsory because
one needs it only for the first transaction. Is he suggesting it is not compulsory if one needs it
for Medicare? What a damnable proposition it is that one will be forced to pay the Medicare
levy but one will be disentitled to collect the benefit one has already paid for. What a
damnable proposition it is that there is no right to get a card -- that the basic right to have a
card is not protected. There are no penalties against the administration for its failure to
perform and record properly and look after people's basic rights. Let it be clearly
understood, Madam Acting Speaker, that without a card you will not have any legal existence
as a person at all. You will have no identity. You will be an outlaw and a non-person. That
is precisely the position, and that is the sort of thing we thought had disappeared in the
Middle Ages. We thought we had got rid of the concept of a person being an outlaw.

We have heard so often from the Premier the argument that an issue should not be debated on
the grounds of ideology. He likes to say that certain positions are adopted only for
ideological reasons. This is an issue on which we absolutely should adopt our position
according to our belief. My belief is that this card system will destroy our democracy, and I
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suspect that in many respects it is intended to do so. It is intended to enhance and increase
the power of Government over individuals, and it certainly does. We now have a
Government which is bleating loudly about how it intends to protect our privacy. I want to
put on record what the infamous non-medical Dr Blewett said as reported in The West
Australian on Tuesday, 10 June 1986. HeI was talking about the Australia Card at the ALP
State Convention in South Australia and was reported as follows --

Dr Blewett also said that civil-fights claims against the card were "bourgeois."

'Let me say as a socialist that it is the interest of the community that should come
before the individual fight," he said.

"We shouldn't get too hung-up as socialists on privacy because privacy, in many
ways, is a bourgeois right that is very much associated with the right to private
property.'

That is the non-medical Dr Blewett who is now trying to convince the Australian people that
his legislation will protect their privacy, and he has laid down on the record that he does not
believe in privacy. That is how disgraceful it is, but the most disgraceful aspect is that this
legislation, regardless of cost-effectiveness and privacy, strikes a mighty blow at the very
foundations of our democracy by turning it upsidedown and saying to people. 'You are
accountable to the Government, and the Government now is less accountable to you."

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [9.40 pm]: From the beginning of the debate on the ED card, the
card has always had a dual purpose. It has been promoted in the public arena as a piece of
plastic. However, privately, as days go by, we are finding that the card has other purposes.
Privately it has always been a compulsory, comprehensive, multipurpose identification
scheme.

In 1985 the joint Select Committee of the Federal Parliament held public meetings in all
States. The results of those hearings have been severely repressed. Wrhy? I believe that the
evidence given to the committee was derogatory to the purpose of the card. The majority of
the commrittee members opposed it. In twelve and a half hours of debate in the Senate, only
12 Labor senators spoke in favour of it and one Labor senator resigned over it. When the
card was first promoted, 13 Government agencies were listed to use it. That figure has now
been reduced to three. However, only a real fool would believe that, at some time in the
future, only three agencies will be using the card. In fact, I believe that many more than the
original 13 agencies will use it.

Roger Clarke, a systems expert, in talking about the normal means of identification, said --

At present the technology is being refined to enable fingerprints to be a technically
effective basis for such a scheme, although at this stage it is still very expensive.
Fingerprint identification techniques were developed for the express purpose of
assisting in criminal investigation, and some qualms would be felt by most people at
applying such a technology routinely to the entire population. The HIC decided
against fingerprints for the time being, but proposes to equip itself with digital image
capture, storage and display capabilities for photographs and signatures. It would
therefore be well-prepared to move in the direction of fingerprints when the
opportunity presented itself.

At another time on the television programme "Four Corners" he said --

There is a fundamental requirement if you are going to have a really secure system, it
must be based on a physiological identifier. This does not include a dotty photograph
of somebody's face. This does not include a reproduction of their signature in
digitised form. It means some physiological feature of a person. The only vaguely
practical one at this stage now effective in Parramatta New South Wales for the Police
Department is fingerprinting.

He is suggesting that people's appearances can change. I could have a photograph taken with
a beard and glasses on and change the colour of my hair. It seems the only foolproof system
to use is fingerprints. The technology to extract fingerprints on ballot papers has been around
for decades. However, if fingerprints are used on the new ID) card, it is possible
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that some future Government can tie in the fingerprint on that card with a fingerprint on a
ballot paper and know how a person voted. That is real 1984 stuff. I am not accusing the
Labor Party of having that purpose in mind. However, the Government is attempting to put
together a system that will allow future Governments or individuals to do just that.
Technology is now available to allow authorities to place an invisible identification number
on people's hands or foreheads at birth. Again, I am not suggesting the Government intends
doing that. However, if it were done it is possible that at some future time, a Goverment
may be able to use information against members of the community.
Mr Taylor: How do you place an invisible number on someone's bead?

Mr TRENORDEN: It can be done. A system resembling that worked for the Nazis not so
long ago, even though it was a tattoo that was used.

The Government is asking us to trust it. The Germans trusted Hitler, the Russians trusted
Lenin, the Italians trusted Mussolini, and the Americans trusted Nixon, to a different degree.
To ask Australians to miust all future Governments is crazy.

The card will not work because each of the departments that we have been told want the card
has said it will not achieve its aims. It is not a magic wand. It will not stop tax avoidance
and social security fraud.

Mr Thompson: In fact, it will be easier to do it.

Mr TRENORDEN: In many cases it will be.
I will not raise many of the issues the previous speakers have raised, because I know that time
is running out and we have other business to deal with tonight. However, I support them.
I believe that much of the information included in the card system will be wrong. There will
be incorrect addresses, misspelt names, and so on. All of those mistakes are in computer
systems now. I am amazed that, with telephone bills and other bills, how many ways the
name "Trenorden" can be spelt. The fact is that computers axe only as good as the people
who feed them the information. This system will be ful of false information. It is not a
panacea.

Mr Cash: What happens if there is a mistake on the computer?

Mr TRENORDEN: People will not have access to that information because they will not
know that a mistake has been made. When one finds out that false information is recorded
against their name, one will find it virtually impossible to have that information removed
from their file.
I happen to own three computers and I have an interest in them. All computer experts whom
I have heard speak recently have said that there is no such thing as an absolutely secure
system against the hackers who can break the system. They say that any system can be
broken into. One felow said a few days ago that $2 billion could be spent on a system but,
with 2 000 terminals around and an unknown number of public servants having access to
those terminals, the information stored on them would not be secure. We should add to that
the fact that 21 per cent of all Australians were born outside this country. They have
information held outside the country and it will be easy for them to supply permanent false
information.

I believe that under this system, the black market will mushroom, and the cash economy will
go through the roof. It will also cause major problems for taxation collectors. It is anti-
Australian. We are individuals, not sheep; we have shown that many times in the past.
particularly in the mining days in Victoria. We have been individuals in this country from
the time of the first settlers.

We are not sheep, and this Government is trying to turn us into sheep. Add to that list the
fact that six per cent of all Australians do not want their telephone numbers listed, let alone
allow people to be in a position to know their identification number. Add to that the fact that
in no country in the world is there a similar system to that proposed to be introduced in
Australia. Even the Communist countries have a manual system and not a computer system.
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There is no guarantee that this system will work, and there is no country in the world which
has a similar system up and running. The Government could spend billions of dollars to
introduce this system and it may not work. Add to that list the fact that this Government has
shown that it is capable of using information against people whom it sees as a threat. The
Opposition has taken similar action, but on a lesser scale, A few days ago!I sat in this place
and listened to an argument during which the Treasurer said that his justification for making
public the name of an individual was that the Opposition had done the same thing. This
House has sunk to that sort of level and members of the Labor Party are trying to tell me that
no future Government will do that! It is absolute hypocrisy.
Add to the growing list the fact that the Australia Card will be a mass surveillance system.
Australians will reject it outright.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

ACTS AMENDMENT (CASINO CONTROL) BILL
Standing Orders Suspension

MR PEARCE (Annadale -- Leader of the House) [9.52 pm): I move, without notice --

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the
remaining stage of the Acts Amendment (Casino Control) Bill 1987 to be completed at
one sifting and to enable Messages from the Legislative Council concerning the Bill
to be taken into consideration on the day they are received.

There has been some discussion between the Governmnt and Opposition with regard to the
treatment of this Bill, and an agreement has been made to interrupt private members' time to
deal with it. The Government has given the Opposition an undertaking that the time lost to
private members tonight, approximately one hour and ten minutes -- that is, from now until
I I pmn -- will be made up during the course of the parliamentary sitting tomorrow.
Mr GORDON HILL: I formally second the motion.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Henderson): To be carried, this motion requires an absolute
majority. When I put the motion if there is dissentient voice, I will have to count the House.

Point of Order
Mr THOMPSON: I will make my point of order as long as I can in order that there will be
29 members in this place by the time I finish what I have to say.
Do I understand that you, Madam Acting Speaker -- and you were right -- have to count the
House and satisfy yourself that there is an absolute majority present? If there is not, and in
the absence of a dissentient voice, the House will not be counted anyway and the motion will
be lost. I seek your guidance on the situation in respect of that particular matter.
Mr PEARCE: The point made by the member for Kalarnunda is perfectly valid. The
situation we are in is that an agreement has been reached, but given the suddenness with
which this motion has come on, there are members present in the House, but they are not
present in the Chamber. I ask that the bells be rung for a period to allow members to come
into the Chamber.
Mr WAU:. My understanding is that the proposition put by the Leader of the House would
not be accepted. The only way the bells can be rung is if a sufficient number of members
vacated the Chamber in order for a member to call for a quorum.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The reply to the point of order would be that I would normally put
the question. If there were a dissentient voice I would count the House to see if there were
sufficient members in the Chamber.

Debate Resumed
Question put.
The ACTING SPEAKER: To be carried, this motion requires an absolute majority. I have
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counted the House; and, there being no dissentient voice, I declare the question carried.
Question thus passed.

Second Reading
MRS BEGGS (Whitford -- Minister for Racing and Gaming) [9.56 pm]: I move --

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Casino Control Act, the Liquor Act, and the Casino
(Burswood Island) Agreement Act, to facilitate the sale of the hotel within the casino
complex to Japanese interests.

At the outset, it is emphasised that dhe amendments before the House do not bestow any
further benefits, other than its release from its obligation to operate the hotel, on the
Burswood Property Trust, which is the owner of the assets comprising the casino complex.
Nor do the amendments bestow any other benefits on the casino operator.

In essence, the Bill deletes the hotel from the casino complex, allows the transfer of the hotel
licence to the new owners, and establishes a casino liquor licence to enable the casino to
continue to operate trading hours previously approved by the Casino Control Committee.
The Bill also enables the consent of the Minister to be given to the sale, and reintroduces a
zoning classification over the freehold land sold by the mrust and no longer subject to the
Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement.
The WA Trustees Ltd and Burswood Management Ltd have entered into an agreement to sell
the hotel to Brisney Pty Ltd for $110 million subject to all necessary approvals being in plane
by 22 September 1987. Brisney Pry Ltd has also been granted an option to purchase other
areas of the freehold land. Biisney Pty Ltd is jointly owned by Yunan Development Co Ltd
and Kanematsu Trading Co Ltd. The purchaser is also offering to purchase 30 million units
at $1 each, and 30 million options at 50c each in the Burswood Property Trust, which will
require the approval of a meeting of shareholders.

The arrangement benefits all unitholders as they have the opportunity to sell at least 17.6 per
cent of their units at $1 each and at least 37.8 per cent of options at 50c each. Both of these
prices are in excess of the current trading price of Burswood Property Trust shares and
options.

The State Planning Commission has approved the subdivision of the freehold land owned by
the Burswood Property Trust into six pants. This action will facilitate the sale of the hotel and
allow for future development of the site and assist in the purchase or sale of other elements of
the resort complex if so desired. To expedite the original construction and development, the
entire resort lands were exempted from the metropolitan town planning scheme. The Bill
now before the House will have the effect of rezoning the freehold land, which is outside the
operation of the State agreement.
The Casino Control Act is amended by this Bill to make it clear that the Minister has the
power to approve the sale of part of the casino complex and release the trustee from its
obligation to operate the hotel.

It is necessary to amend the Liquor Act because the casino liquor facility has been operating
under a caterer's permit from the hotel licence. With the transfer of the hotel licence to the
new owners, the Liquor Act does not allow a caterer's permit to extend to the casino.
Therefore, the trustee will be granted a casino liquor licence to replace the caterer's permit. It
is re-emphasised that this action confers no additional benefits on the casino operator, as the
trading hours previously approved by the casino control commrittee will prevail. The hotel
liquor licence, when transferred to the new owners, does not carry any benefits in excess of a
normal hotel licence.
Part 11 of the Bill amends the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act and includes a
supplementary agreement between the Minister, WA Trustees Ltd, and Burswood
Management Ltd for ratification. The supplementary agreement has the effect of removing
any freehold land sold by the trust from the operation of the original agreement, and the Bill
provides for the rezoning of that land as "special purpose -- public use".
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Part HEl amends the Casino Control Act and gives the Minister the authority to approve the
disposal of any pant of the casino complex and release that part from the casino complex
agreement. The Bill provides the Minister with the power to fix the area to which the casino
gaming licence relates. An opportunity has been taken to clarify the rights of persons under
the age of 18 years to enter the licensed casino area for the purposes of employment in non-
gaming areas or for the purposes of a meal accompanied by a person in control of the
juvenile.
Part IV amends the Liquor Act by establishing a casino liquor licence to operate during such
periods as are notified to the Director of Liquor Licensing by the Casino Control Committee.
The amendments also allow for a caterer's permit to operate from a casino liquor licence to
facilitate the operations within the convention centre and the exhibition centre.
The sale of the hotel does not alter the integrity of the tourist resort complex on Burswaod
Island. To the contrary, it is expected that the influx of Japanese and other international
travellers which the hotel and complex should generate will benefit the State with the
injection of additional tourism dollars.
I commend the Bill to the House.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [10.02 pm]: This Bill wil amend three separate Acts, the
Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act 1985, the Casino Control Act 1984, and the Liquor
Act 1970. The purpose of these amendments is to facilitate the sale of the hotel within the
casino complex to Japanese interests.
The principals of the Burswood Property Trust have made a commercial decision to sell the
hotel, and it is incumbent on us as legislators to consider the amendments before us tonight
which will allow that to happen. Thene is considerable urgency with regard to this matter,
which is why the Opposition has supported the suspension of Standing Orders to enable this
Bill to be dealt with expeditiously. If there is any delay, the sale could be placed in jeopardy;
and I do not want to jeopardise the sale of this hotel.
The sale is of gargantuan proportions -- it involves the sum of $170 million. I think that is
the highest price by a long way ever paid for such a property in this State -- I understand that
the Observation City Hotel at Scarborough is worth in the order of $85 million. Of that $170
million, $110 million relates to the hotel and $60 million to other investments in the project.
It is tremendous that such a large injection of money should be made into Western Australia,
particularly in view of the present financial state of Australia.
Everybody is now await that the biggest industry in the world is tourism, and it is also the
most rapidly growing industry. Many things have been initiated in Western Australia over
the years. When Sir Charles Court was Minister for Industrial Development, he was the chief
figure in the setting up of the iron ore arrangements in the Pilbara -- he gained world acclaimn
for doing this -- despite opposition from his Federal Liberal colleagues and various
bureaucrats. Sir Charles Court set up various tender arrangements in order to force the
Menzies Liberal Government of the day to create this magnificent iron ore province, whose
products are principally exported to Japan.
The State also has salt arrangements with Japan, and I suppose in recent days more and more
Japanese people, like Asians in general, are investing in properties in Western Australia.
This is of benefit not only to the people who invest and the people who sell their properties
but also to everybody in Western Australia. The effects rub off on all of us and they will
without doubt help the general prosperity of Western Australia. Therefore, this investment of
$170 million in Western Australia, which could be tied up next Tuesday, is a tremendous
concept.
That is only the beginning because there is no question that arrangements will be made for
various charter operations to fly between Perth and Japan. I understand that if a jumbo jet
flew to Perth from Japan once a week and brought 350 Japanese tourists each trip, in a year
$20 million would be spent by those tourists in Western Australia, I suppose principally in
Perth. It is expected that the number of Japanese tourists travelling to Western Australia as a
result of this arrangement will be 500 a week, which should mean that in the order of
$30 million will be spent in Perth per annum by those tourists. Apart from the fact that
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whenever one is travelling around the world, Japanese tourists always seem to get in front
and it is difficult to pass them, they are the biggest individual spenders of tourists from any
country.

Tremendous opportunities are available. Western Australia has a coastline 12 000 miles
long -- if my memory' is correct -- and only a small part of it has yet been developed.
Possibly one day a major facility could be built at a place like Coral Bay -- and there are
plenty of other places in the Kimberley for development. Let us look at what has happened
in Queensland over the lan- few years -- somebody told me, and I am not too sure of its
accuracy, that $3.5 bilion had been spent by Japanese interests associated with tourism in
Queensland in the last couple of years. I do not know whether we want something as large as
that, but this particular project will be the seed which wil start and increase the interest of the
Japanese in Western Australia, particularly in relation to tourism and no doubt in other
matters also.

Some parts of the legislation are included on the initiative of the control body and do not
relate to the casino organisation itself, Those matters will improve the existing legislation;
and such amendments are normal and naturally flow from legislation as trailblazing as the
original casino legislation. It is a good thing to clarify certain matters at this stage. One issue
relates to young people under 18 years of age, and there was a need to clarify whether the
casino referred to the site in general, as referred to in the legislation, or to the part where
gaming takes place. ft is highly desirable that that should happen.

One change represents a reduction in the potential position of the site being considered part
of the casino because at present the casino is able to sell alcohol 24 hours a day, 365 days a
year. Under the new provisions the hotel will not be part of that arrangement, and it will
operate under the rules which apply to the major hotels in Perth, such as the Merlin and
Sheraton, which have longer trading hours than some other hotels. However, the trading
hours will be markedly shorter than at present.

For those who are concerned about whether the hotel will have greater powers, in a sense it
will have fewer, because is will come under the same arrangements as all hotels of this type.
I do not wish to speak at any great length, but I believe it is essential for us to deal with this
legislation with proper speed. However, I do not want ignored any matters that members
might want to deal with.

The Opposition has taken the same view on this legislation that it did with the original casino
agreement, and that is that there should be a free vote by members, so I cannot say that I am
speaking on behalf of the Opposition, as I generally do, and that I commend the Bill and so
on, because I am not able to do that.

I believe very strongly in this proposal. Members have criticised the casino for a variety of
reasons. I have been there only once. I went to the opening, and I have not been there since.
I keep meaning to go there, but like many members I find myself too busy to enjoy myself
there. Many Western Australians do enjoy what happens at the casino, and some obviously
get a few bob there.

On the basis of the last financial year, $15 million in gaming ta was paid to the Treasury of
this State. That can be used in a variety of ways which many of us may think desirable. You,
Madam Acting Speaker (Mrs Henderson), and I would probably think of schools; others may
think of other things. But $15 million in the last year is a significant contribution to receive
from the casino.

At she present moment the equivalent of 1 700 full-time employees work at the casino. When
the hotel becomes operative there will be something of the order of 2 500 permanent, full-
time employees. That is a very substantial contribution towards employment in this State. In
addition, in the last financial year $1 million was allocated to the Burswood Park Board.

if members take that aspect, the new hotel has links with Japan -- not only with Japan, but
Gensing is associated with the complex and I am sure people will come from other parts of
Asia. Asians form the largest population group in the world, so clearly that is advantageous.
The Australian dollar has lost its value over the last few years, and that is attractive to these
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people, particularly the Japanese, as the yen has become stronger and stronger.

This is a major project, and this money will to a large extent be reinvested in Western
Australian projects. It brings money into the Western Australian Treasury, and is the
beginning of a major impetus to bring Asian tourism to Western Australia. When people
come to see this great State of Western Australia and travel away from the casino and the
hotel -- they will not all come to gamble - that will be the trigger for further investment in
Western Australia. If the thing is properly managed according to the agreement, that can
only be to the benefit of all Western Australians.

I support the legislation.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch -- Leader of the Opposition) [10.15 pm]: I have some
comments on the legislation and make the point that this is a very important piece of
legislation, but the Government has not handled the presentation of the Bill to the Parliament
in what I would call a very sensible way. It is an important piece of legislation. The
Government knew it was necessary to have the legislation many weeks, or probably months,
ago. It gave the Opposition very limited notice of its intention to proceed in this way.

The first I knew of the Government's intention was on Monday afternoon, and that was not as
a result of information from the Government. I hope that in future, particularly when the
Government is well forewarned of what is necessary in terms of legislation and knows what
is in store, it will get its act together in terms of legislation of this nature.

I have always opposed the casino development. I did so at the time the Bill was introduced
into the Parliament, and I do not believe that it has brought any great benefits to our
community. But the facts of life are that the casino is now there and we must come to tenns
with it as a community and learn to live with it.

Perhaps the major comment to make in turns of the construction and the contract itself is the
underlying reason for the Bill being here in the first place. The disgusting and disgraceful
conduct of the building unions on that site has been one of the major contributions to the cost
blow-out of that casino. If the cost overruns had not been to the extent that they have been,
perhaps we would not have to consider the legislation this evening; a different situation may
have applied.
The point to make is that the militant few who have been engaged in those activities have
been aided and abetted by the Government. You will recall yourself, Madam Acting
Speaker, when we pressed the Government in this House to deregister those unions, the
Government chose not to take that course of action, and as a consequence we have seen these
cost overrus.

In terms of the sale of the hotel to the Japanese, I guess every cloud has a silver lining,
because as my colleague the member for Kaxrinyup has said, we have now seen a major
investment by Japanese tourist interests in Western Australia, and that is something we as a
State have been looking to encourage for a long time. I hope that as a consequence we will
see a large increase in the number of tourists coming from Japan to Western Australia. There
is an enormous potential in the market, and I hope that this will serve as the impetus for that
influx.

Before giving my support to the legislation I seek some assurances from the Minister in her
response. Firstly, I want a total commitment and assurance from the Goverrnent that the
golf course which is part of the development will always be available for the public to use.
That commnitment was given by the Government at the time that the agreement was made and
at the time the legislation was presented to the Parliament. In recent times serious doubt has
been thrown over that commitment, and I would like the Minister's assurance that it is the
intention of the Government that this legislation will in no way pull away from that
commnitment.

Secondly, while the Minister's second reading speech gives an assurance, I want it repeated
that children under 18 will not be allowed to work in the gaining areas or to frequent them.
That is a very important point on which we need reassurance.

Thirdly, the Mfinister indicated in her second reading speech, but I want her to reassure me,

3771



772(ASSEIMLYJ

that the hotel will abide by the same teans and conditions of the Liquor Act that every other
hotel of a comparable nature will operate under. That is vitally important. I want to be
totally reassured on that point.

Finally -- and this is one of the concerns I have about having to deal with the legislation so
quickly -- I would like some explanation of what section 21F really means.
How is the existing section 21F amended? From what I gather, that was not explained in the
Minister's second reading speech. I have not had time to examine the Casino Control Bill to
understand clearly what are its ramifications, and I will endeavour to do so between now and
the Commnittee stage of the debate, but I would like the Minister to comment on what the
amendment to section 21F is all about; why it was necessary; and what it purports to do. Iff1
can get some satisfactory explanation from the Minister, I will not oppose or object to the
second reading of the B ill; but I will reserve my judgment until the Minister is able to
respond.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [ 10.21 pm]: I want to place on record once again at the outset of
my remarks that so far as the Liberal Party is concerned, this is a free or conscience vote on
which no party decision has been made.

Secondly, I want to say what an absolute, unmitigated farce it is chat we are expected to deal
with a Bill as long and as complex as this one so soon after it was introduced. I had not seen
this Bill until it was put on the table less than half an hour ago. I did not hear the second
reading speech. I understand a copy of the Bill was made available to one of the Liberal
leaders in the last 24 hours. However, no copy was made available to me and I do not know
what is in the Bill or what are its full implications, and I do not think the Parliament has any
possibility of judging the matter properly on the basis of what is going on here tonight.

It is an outrage chat Parliament is treated as the last stop. Everyone says this is an important
Bill, an important transaction involving many millions of dollars, which has great benefits. If
that is true -- and I accept that it is -- why was this Parliament not treated to a better
performance than to have the Bill brought in at 10 o'clock at night and debated on the spot?
Why was someone not responsible for presenting the legislation in proper time? The
legislation could have been presented when we opened last week, but it was not.
Given the circumstances under which this Bill has come in, one might have expected a
second reading speech chat really went into the issues. I am darned if I can gain that from
listening to the Minister, who gave a brief speech, saying it is to do only a certain thing. It is
to do with a lot of things, so far as I can see from picking up the Bill, and some of them are
important issues.

I think it is a pretty important issue to be liberalising the admission of minors to the casino
complex. That is a social issue and one on which a lot of people would have quite strong
feelings. I do not know what the provision is about or why it is in the Bill, but I am darned if
I know why Parliament should be called upon to approve any liberalisation of the admission
of young people to a major gambling establishment, even if the Bill says they are not going to
be allowed to gamble. In many cases, that is an unenforceable requirement because, first,
there is no will to enforce it; and secondly, there is no-one there who is going to go around
making unpleasantness in trying to enforce it.

Mr Cowan interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the National Party intetjected to say the Bill was talking about
only employed staff. No; it is not. New subsection (4) of clause 14 states as follows --

(4) This subsection applies to a person under the age of 18 years who enters or
remains in the licensed casino concerned for the purpose only of --

(a) employment in connection with the provision of amenities ancillary to the
gaming therein; or
(b) obtaining a meal, if that person is accompanied by another person who is
over the age of 18 years --

Mr Cowan interjected.
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Mr HASSELL: Yes, but that is the point I was making: How is that going to be enforced; by
whom; and how often? I think the Minister owes the House a very thorough explanation of
that because this seems to me to be a very significant alteration and one that the Parliament
should not just let go at 10 o'clock at night in the euphoria of a deal that involves a lot of
millions of dollars.
I want to come to the broader issues, because I would have thought that when the
Government comes to the House --

Mrs Beggs: We are talking about non-gamning areas.

Mr Cowan: If you are going to draw that analogy, you could say that nobody under 18 can
enter a hotel.

Mr HASSELL: Both the Minister and the Leader of the National Party are talking, and I am
happy to hear them, but I cannot listen to both of them. Is the Minister saying we are talking
only about non-gaming areas?

Mrs Beggs: Yes. The whole casino complex is licensed, but some areas of the casino
complex are designated as non-gaming areas, such as restaurants.
Mr Marlborough: A bit like Ascot or Gloucester Park.
Mr HASSELL: That is not what the clause says. The clause says this subsection applies to a
person under the age of 18 who enters or remains in the licensed casino. The Minister said
the whole area is licensed.
Mrs Beggs: Yes; the licensed casino.

Mr HASSELL: Does that include the gaming areas?
Mrs Beggs: Yes, but it is employment in the non-gaming areas.

Mr HASSELL: That includes the gaming areas, does it not? The Minister acknowledges that
it includes the gaining areas; therefore, what we are asked to do late in the evening, with no
break between the second reading --

Mr Brian Burke: Stop whingeing. You had ample opportunity this morning. You have no
loyalty to your leader. You have undermined him and made him embarrassed, and now you
are pulling him on public display in a vendetta against people you blame for taking the
leadership off you.

Mr Court: The Premier's performance tonight is an absolute disgrace.

Mr Brian Burke: You will hear more about it a little later on, so carry on.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier can carry on because the more of that stuff he puts on record,
the better I am pleased because it shows up what a pathetic creature he is and how he is not
prepared to face up to his responsibilities. Let us deal with a few more of those
responsibilities, such as the responsibility for carrying out the agreement that he and his
Covemrnment presented to this Parliament, because if he wants to start going into this thing in
detail, I have got a couple of files here. I am not trying to stop any legitimate investnent or
transaction --

Mr Brian Burke: You are trying to undermine your leader.

Mr HASSELL: I am not.

Mr Brian Burke: Of course you are. Everybody knows it, most of all you.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier can carry on as much as he likes.

Mr Brian Burke: L am going to carry on as soon as you sit down.

Mr HASSELL: Good, do it, but do not keep interrupting me, because it is a lot of rubbish.
The Premier cannot help himself. I know he is very put out because he is on the spot, facing
up to his own responsibilities. The Premier does not like it when he has to face up to his
responsibilities in Governent, and I am going to continue to mention them, and the more the
Premier comes up with that sort of rubbish, the more I will mention them; make no mistake
about it.
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Going back to this subsection, it does not talk about the non-gaining areas only; it talks about
the people under the age of 18 going into the licensed casino. It then imposes a limitation; it
says they can go there for a meal only if they are accompanied by somebody over the age of
18 and if they do not participate in gaming. 'The issue I am raising is chat we are extending
the accessibility of a major gambling establishment to young people.
I thinic itis a serious issue. It relates to the sort of community we have andlIthink it is
important that it be discussed. Because the Government brings the Bill on at 10 o'clock at
night with no break between the second reading and the debate does not mean that I am not
going to raise it. The Premier may as weil understand that if I am the last person in Western
Australia who is prepared to cake up some issues I will take them up because that is my job
and that is what I was elected for.
Mr Brian Burke: If anyone thought you were genuine we would not mind,
Mr HASSELL: The trouble the Premier has is that he knows I am, and it concerns him.
Mr Brian Burke: You are about as genuine as a $3 bill.
Mr H-ASSELL: I am not able to be conveniently silenced, and the Premier knows it; that is
what troubles him. It is all too convenient for these things to be dealt with in tis way and it
should not be done. Parliament should not be the last stopping point in an issue as irnportant
as this.
I want to know from the Minister a few other things. I want to know whether this legislation
contains any provisions whatsoever relating to the control or management of the golf course.
As the Leader of the Opposition said, we want to know that it is going to be genuinely
available to the public. I am told that the golf course will be managed by the casino
management company, which is called Burswood Management Ltd. I know that this issue
has been going on for some months. I remind the Premier of what his Minister said when this
Bill was introduced on 7 March 1985 --

The developers will spend $15 million --

I understand they spent a lot more than chat. The Minister's second reading speech
continues --

-- on the establishment of foreshore parklands, general landscaping and the golf
course, under the supervision of the Burswood Park Board. Membership of the board
will comprise two members each from the Perth City Council, the Casino Control
Commnittee and Bunrwood Management Ltd.
T'he board will be responsible for the management, maintenance and promotion of the
whole reserve on Burswood Island excluding the buildings which comprise the resort
complex.

So there it is, spelt out in the Government's own statement that the Burswood Park Board is
to manage the gaff course. I am told that the Burswood Park Board is not going to manage
the golf course but that there will be an arrangement for Burswood Management Ltd to
manage the golf course. That is relevant to the performance of the agreement made and
presented to Parliament.
Mrs Beggs: This has nothing to do with the goff course. This Bill does not even mention it.
Mr HASSELL: The Bill has a lot to do with the agreement the Minister is presenting to this
House to amend. If it has nothing to do with the golf course, perhaps the Minister will
explain what it does have to do with precisely, because it is a relevant issue to know the
extent to which the agreement has been carried out when Parliament is asked to alter it.
Mrs Beggs: If there is a question about the golf course the Parliament will be asked to agree
to that too, in exactly the same way as the Parliamnent is being asked to agree to this.
Mr Court: We are debating an amendment to the casino Bill and we can cover things to do
with the casino.
Mrs Beggs: He is wasting the time of the Parliament because this amendment does not
address anything to do with the gaff course. If there is any proposal to do with the golf
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course, in exactly the same way -- or perhaps not exactly the same way, because it will not
have to be rushed in this way -- I will bring back any amendment to the Act that both Houses
of Parliament will have to agree to before there is arny change to the golf course
arrangements.

Mr HASSELL: Can the Minister give that assurance to the House?

Mrs Beggs: I will give it here and now.

Mr HASSELL: You have to have a Bill?

Mrs Beggs: Under the Act -- under the State agreement -- I cannot do anything else.

Mr HASSELL: I have been told this in connection with ths Bill.

Mrs Beggs: Who told you that?

Mr HASSELL. I have been told in connection with this Bill, because [ asked questions about
it, that the management of the golf course will be transferred from the Burswood Park Board
to Burswood Management Ltd.

Mrs Beggs: What clause in the Bill says that?

Mr HASSELL: Goodness me,!I cannot teUl the Minister what all the clauses in the Bill say; I
have had it for only half an hour.
Mr Brian Burke: You have told us what three of them said, wrongly; you do not even know
where the licensed area is; you have not read that the Minister had the ability to gazette the
licensed area; and you have made up three-quarters of what you have had to say.

Mr Court: Look, Mr Premnier, you have had this Bill --

Mr Brian Burke: Don't you start. You came to us and asked us to bring it on tonight.
Haven't you told him?
Mr Court: We have had this Bill for half an hour.

Mrs Beggs: No you have not.

Mr Court: You asked for our cooperation arnd now you are carrying on like that.

T'he ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Henderson): Order! Order! The House will came to order.

Mrs Beggs: This Bill was given to the member for Murchison-Eyre last night.

Mr Court: This Bim was given to the members of this House half an hour ago and that is the
first contact we have had with it.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Order! The House will come to order. The member for
Cottesloc is on his feet and I want to hear him.

Mr HASSELL: On 28 July the Minister wrote a letter to the Lord Mayor in the following
terms --

I refer to your letter of 24 April, 1987 seeking an amendment to the Casino
(Burswood Island) Agreement to allow the Burswood Park Board to lease the golf
course and the car parks to Burswood Management Limited.

While I initially agreed to the proposal, f have since reconsidered the matter and I am
reluctant to seek Cabinet approval to amend the State agreement until I am provided
with a copy of the proposed lease agreement and arn explanation as to why the
Board --

That is, the Burswoad Park Board. The letter continues --

-- considers that it is not appropriate for the Board to manage the golf course.

I understand that in agreeing to the original development proposals, undertakings
were given that a substantial area of Crown land would be developed for the benefit
of the public and I am concerned that any agreement to lease the golf course to
Burswoad Management Limited may deny or restrict the public from playing on a
public gaff course.
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Mr Brian Burke: What did the Minister say she was reluctant to do? Read it out again.
Mr HASSELL: That is what the Minister said on 28 July, but I have been told, in the limited
time we have bad to talk about this Bill, that the management is to be transferred.
Mr Brian Burke: Hang on a second, what did the Minister say in that letter? She said she
was reluctant to seek Cabinet approval to amend the agreement in Parliament, Who told you
it is to be transferred?
Mr HASSELL Who told me? The developer.
Mr Brian Burke: You know as well as I do that the letter says it has to go to Parliament. You
have quoted the letter.
Mr HASSELL: No.
Mr Brian Burke: What does it say?
Mr HASSELL: Let me tell the Premier the story. The developers have been seeking for
some six months a transfer of the management of the golf course.
Mrs Bcggs: To the board, not to me; to the Burswood Park Board.
Mr Brian Burke: That is the problem. The board has accepted it as per the agreement and the
people say it is not ready to be used.
Mr HASSELL: The Crown Law Department said the board had an obligation to manage it,
but apparently some other opinion has been obtained which suggests it may be otherwise.
Mr Brian Burke: What are you talking about? You are talking about transferring control of
the golf course without amending the Act.
Mrs Beggs: You have in your possession a private legal firm's opinion. I am not guided by
that, I am guided by the Crown Law Department's opinion and I have stuck by that
consistently. They advised the Burswood Park Board exactly in the terms that you are
reading from a letter that I have sent back to them; that I am not prepared to consider it until
such time as they produce the termns and conditions. That would have to happen before I
would even consider taking it to Cabinet. That is my position. It has not changed, and the
golf course has absolutely nothing to do with the amendments before the House.
Mr HASSELL: Let me thank the Minister for the statement she has made. She has clarified
the matter. I do not think she should be prepared to take it to Cabinet at all because her
predecessor originally told Parliament that the management would be by the Burswood Park
Board. That was the undertaking given to Parliament, so I do not think the Government
should change it.
Mr Brian Burke: It can only be changed by comdig back to the Parliament.
Mr HASSELL: There are differing views on that.
Mr Brian Burke: No, the Minister has given the undertaking, not only tonight but in the
letter.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier's interjections add nothing further to die debate at all.
The Minister is trying to deal with the Bill; I appreciate that. None of these things would
have arisen had we been absolutely satisfied that everythdig was going according to what the
Government said, but they are not. The Premier knows that they are not; he knows that there
are all sorts of things going on and changes being made because the developers have had
great difficulty with the industrial situation on the site. They have been put to enormous
additional costs and there have been delays. Things have had to be cut back in relation to the
golf course and the number of trees. None of these things has been properly reported to the
public. If this were a normal transaction between Mr Bloggs and Mr Smith, who wanted to
sell the hotel to the Japanese, no-one would mind because it would not be any of our
business. However, this is a State agreement, and although I acknowledge the assurances the
Minister has given and thank her for them, there is obviously a great interest on the part of
the Japanese to sell package tours to bring people to Perth -- and I hope they do, in great
numbers. With the Japanese passion for golf, those package tours will not only be casino
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packages but golf packages also. The packages will involve the use of the golf course.

Mrs Beggs: There are many other packages that involve the use of various other golf courses
throughout the metropolitan area but that does not deny the public access to those golf
courses.

Mr HASSELL: That may be, but this is a very particular golf course.

Mrs Beggs: Why are we talking about the golf course when it is not included in any of the
amendments in this Bill?

Mvr HASSELL: I am trying to explain to the Minister that when we are talking about a State
agreement we are not talking about a private deal. This is a major concession granted by the
Parliament, and the Minister's Government came to Parliament and extolled the virtues of
Western Australian ownership. I suggest that the Minister look at her predecessor's speech in
which he said that all of this was going to be Western Australian-owned. The Minister
expects me on 10 minutes' notice -- and the Premier is carrying on about what I had a chance
to do this morning --

Mrs Beggs: The Bill was given to the member for Murchison-Eyre at 5.45 pmn yesterday and
you were sitting next to him.

Mr Court: The member for Murchison-Eyre is in hospital.

Mrs Beggs: I know.

Mr Court: Well don't start dragging in those sorts of issues.

Mrs Beggs: I could have been advised of that today.

Mr Brian Burke: You asked us to bring the Bill on tonight.

Mr Court: I did not.

Mr Brian Burke: You wouldn't recognise the truth if it smacked you in the ear.

Mr Court: You wanted this brought on because you were going to be over east, as was the
Minister for Environment. Don't go telling untruths. We have cooperated with you --

Mr Brian Burke: You came and asked me to do it.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thomas): Order!

Mr HASSELL: I come back to the point: This concession provides an absolutely exclusive
right to have a casino for 15 years. The whole State is blanketed by this concession for 15
years. I do not see why the Minister or the Premier should be upset when they bring
amendments to the agreement to the House and I use that occasion to ask them about aspects
of the performance of the agreement. We are talking about the public's interest in this matter.
I am not seeking to stop this developer carrying out a sale to foreign interests. If, as has been
said, it is a good deal for him and the State and it is a good investment --

Mrs Beggs: He is not the only one who said it.
Mr HASSELL: No, but it is perfectly right that aspects of the whole transaction should be
questioned. The Minister should not resent this being done and the Premier in particular
should not resent it.

Mrs Beggs: This transaction does not involve the golf course.

Mr HASSELL: No, it does involve the golf course. Can the Minister not understand that
there will be a big interest on the part of the owner of the hotel to control the golf course?

Mrs Beggs: Are Japanese to be denied access to a public golf course? Is that what you are
saying?

Mr HASSELL: No, but they may have access which is preferable, superior or over the top of
the public's access, which the Government promised would not happen when it introduced
this legislation. This is an important issue and it is relevant to the change of ownership.
particularly because that change is to the Japanese. That hotel will be filled with Japanese
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golfers on package holiday tours, which will include the use of the golf course. An
exorbitant fee could be levied on the use of the course by the public and the Government
could say, "Of course there is public access; anyone can go there. It will cost tern $500 a
shot." That is an extreme example but that is why the ownership of the golf course is a
matter of public interest and concern. It is not enough to say, "It's not relevant." It is
relevant because the concession granted was on the basis that this magnificent golf course
would be established. The developer came up to the House at the time and showed me the
model and the plans; they were beautiful models and plans which have been substantially
varied since, and I understand the reasons for those variations. Maybe those variations are
justified, but in connection with this eml I asked during question time tonight whether the
Burswood Park Board would control that golf course and the answer was no; I was told that
the running of it would be transferred over. I think that is relevant to this debate and the
Minister has given me certain assurances --

Mrs Beggs: I have given you an assurance that if there is any change to the management or
control of the golf course which is currently -- regardless of these amendments -- under the
control of the Burswood Park Board, it will have to be approved by both Houses of
Parliament. Regardless of the sale of the hotel, under the Act the Burswood Park Board
controls the golf course. If at a later date the board asks my permission to change that
arrangement, it will have to be approved by both Houses of Parliament. That is the way it is.
Mr HASSELL: Thank you, Minister. I thiink that is a fair answer. From what I have herd
of the overall transaction which is being put through, it will generally be beneficial. I
seriously raise the question of access of 18-year-olds because I think it seems to be wider in
its applicability than the Minister suggested in her speech. I do not think it is in the interest
of the community that young people should be given more access to the casino. The Minister
has already replied to my main point but I would like her to comment on the question of
access for 18-year-olds. Despite the Premier's interjections, which I think were most
untimely, improper and unproductive, I think it is a bad reflection on the Government that
this Bill should be dealt with in this way, given the importance of the transaction. I accept
that it is important, that there is a lot of money and interest involved and that the whole thing
took a long while to put together. I also understand that there must be some responsibility
somewhere for the delay.
I do not know who the Government wants to blame, but as far as the Opposition is concerned
the responsibility to thi Parliament is the Government's responsibility. The Government has
to accept that responsibility. The situation is not good when the Premier goes off his brain in
such an irrational way as he did earlier tonight when the Opposition raised this issue. The
issue is a legitimate one and ought to be raised.
MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [ 10.52 pm]: The National Party offers its support to the
Government on this legislation. We understand the Government's position, although the
National Party would have appreciated a little more time to consider the legislation. As one
who has never been to the casino, I do not understand the layout. I would have liked to have
seen a map displayed on the floor of this Parliament setting out the divisions that were to take
place.
Mrs Beggs: During my summning up, I will show the plans to you.
Mr HOUSE: While saying that I do understand the Government's position in this matter and
the haste with which the Bill was brought into this House, I wish that sometimes the
Government would apply the same rules to the legislation and matters affecting the people
from my electorate.
Mr Brian Burke: [ have helped you with the Lake King tavern.
Mr HOUSE: Who mentioned that?
Mr Brian Burke: Your leader did.
Mr HOUSE: The Premier might be right.
Mr Brian Burke: I have been asked to open it.

Mr HOUSE: Is the Premier going to?

3778



[Wednesday, 16 September 1987] 37

Mr Brian Burke: I have not made a final decision, but I was asked because of all the personal
help I have given.
Mtr HOUSE: Is that right? I am pleased about that. I will be delighted to see the Premier
there.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! When we have opened and closed the Lake King tavern,
perhiaps we can return to the legislation before the House.
Mr HOUSE:. As the matter has been raised, Mr Deputy Speaker, by the Premier, I would like
to point out that the little community of Lake King was charged $20 000 for a liquor licence.
During the time I took to read the Minister's second reading speech, and during die brief time
I have had to look at this legislation, this hotel which will now become a hotel in its own
right, and no different from any other hotel in this State, will now be given a liquor licence at
no cost to the people who will run it. I finid that rather difficult to live with --
Mr Brian Burke: They paid $25 million as the total cost for the land tha: was involved in the
other concessions.
Mr HOUSE: To the licensing court?
Mr Brian Barke: To Consolidated Revenue.
Mr HOUSE: That is quite different.
Mr Brian Burke: We could have charged them $24 million, and another million to the-
licensing court, if you had wanted.
Mr HOUSE: I am sure the Prem-ier does not need a lecture from me to tell him how the
licensing court works.
Mr Brian Barke: Everyone else gives me lectures, so you may as well.
Mr& HOUSE: The Premier would be equally aware thiat there is no appeal against that
licensing court decision for the $20 000, because he has just told me how involved he has
been in this particular case -- and I am sure he has. This does not lessen the point that I think
it was a very unfair tax to raise against the people of Lake King by the licensing court.
Mr Brian Barke: Between you and me, we did all right. You did most of it and I gave you a
hand.
Mr HOUSE: Thanks very much.
I have previously raised another issue privately with the Minister regarding the transfer of
liquor licences from die country areas to the city. It has become common practice for many
large corporations, such as Woolworths, to go out into the country to buy stores that have
current licences and transfer those liquor licences to the city where obviously more money
can be made. The practice leaves some country communities without a liquor outlet.
I urge the Minister to take action to ensure that that practice ceases. I suggest licences should
be given in some way to an area as much as to a particular outlet. In other words, if a liquor
licence is granted to a store at Pingaring, that licence is conditional on its operating within a
20-kilometre radius of the existing outlet. I suggest that may be one way the problem could
be overcome.
The Minister's second reading speech did not make mention of the unit shareholders in the
Burswood Island Casino Development. I would be interested to hear from the Minister
whether shareholders were consulted; whether indeed a public meeting was called; and
whether shareholders have been consulted on this change which has a dramatic effect on their
assets. Obviously, shareholders play a very important part in this. deal, with something like
$60 million being raised by public subscription from unit shareholders.
I also ask to what degree the decision is being forced on the owners of the casino complex by
die irresponsible actions of the Builders Labourers Federation. There is no doubt, from the
Press reports, the cost of that development has been escalated dramatically by the actions of
the BLE on the sire. I wonder whether it is a purely commercial decision to sell a share in
this complex to other interests or whether this action has been forced on the present owners
by the irresponsible actions of the union.

3779



3780 [ASS EMB LY)

Although the National Party members support the Governent in this legislation, we will be
interested in the response by the Minister to the points raised.
MR THOMPSON (Kalarnunda) [10.58 pm]: I support the legislation. I also have an
admission to make in this House. They say confession is good for the soul, and I must admit
I was not in favour of the establishment of the Burswood Casino initially. I told the
developer that, and the reason for my opposition was that I did not think it would succeed. I
thought it would become a white elephant.

I have been to the casino four times since its completion, and I now have to ear my words
because Western Australians in their thousands are voting with their fret for the casino. The
complex brings a lot of pleasure and interest to a lot of people in this community. Not
everyone who goes there is a hardened gambler, and not everyone goes regularly. Since the
establishment of the casino people go out for the night for dinner, and then go to the casino
and look around. It is a fun thing for the majority of the patronage at this facility. I believe
the casino is proving to be a worthwhile unit within our society.
I do have concern for people who get hooked on gambling --

Mir Pearce: People get hooked gambling on horses as well.

Mr THOMPSON: I was going to say that. I am concerned about people who get hooked on
gambling; but the argument as to whether we should have gambling in our community, and
whether it is good or bad, was decided years ago. We can now gamble on a variety of things
if we choose to gamble, However, I am saddened by the fact that people can get hooked on
gambling. I grew up in Midland in a pretty tough environment where people got hooked on
gambling and grog. I saw the seamy side of life. However, if the wider community is
deprived of something like a casino simply because some people in the community cannot
handle it, we would have a fairly dull sort of existence.

This eml would not need to come to this H-ouse at all but for the fact that something has to be
done about the licence. As a result of this legislation, the licence which will apply to the
hotel is the same as that which will apply to any other major hotel in this city, whereas if the
ownership stayed with the present company, there could be 24-howr trading in that hotel.
There is a downgrading of the opportunity for liquor trading in that hotel.
In New South Wales and Queensland recently there have been massive investments by
Japanese interests in tourist activity. Those developments have demonstrated that where the
Japanese invest their money in tourist resorts, they follow it up with large-scale tourist
activity. There are droves of people supporting those facilities in New South Wales and
Queensland.

This deal by the developers, which is supported by the Government, is a good deal for
Western Australia. Although it is true the Japanese will generate some profit from their
investment, they are entitled to do that, and it is equally true that a lot of money will stay in
this community as a result of the thousands of Japanese who will come here to support that
particular facility. They will not spend all their money at that hotel; they will spend it at
restaurants, taverns, and other facilities in this city. The involvement of the Japanese in that
particular project is a significant economic boost for Western Australia. I am sure that the
people who run the river trips, bus nrips, restaurants, and hairdressing salons will benefit as a
result of this sale being completed.

We should be looking at the positives rather than the negatives all the time. Some people in
this city, who have put in a lot of work and effort and risked a lot of their own money doing
some of the imaginative things, must at times wonder whether it is worth it. So many people
in the commnunity are prepared to knock them and criticise them, and grizzle because they are
making a few bob. As a Liberal member I am nor opposed to people making a few bob. I am
not opposed to people taking a risk, investing their money, and having a go. I am happy that
the people who took the trouble to put the casino deal together have done it as well as they
have.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The level of background chat is too loud. 1, for one, amn
interested in what the member for Kalamunda is saying.
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Mrf THOMPSON: There has been a tremendous expenditure on the casino complex which
could have been avoided by the developers had they chosen to do so. They have set about
making it a very comprehensive complex. One facility available to the people in this State,
which would not have been available had it not been possible to lump it together as pant of
this major project, is the Superdome.

Mr Watt: This is horse riding.

Mr THOMPSON: I will get to horse riding in a minute. I had the privilege of being at the
first sporting event to be held in that complex, as was the Minister for Racing and Gaining.
We were the guests of the management and the equestrian fraternity. That event consisted of
a showjumping competition. It was necessary to cart in literally hundreds of tonines of soil to
form the arena. There were 6 000 people present at that competition. That is 4 000 more
than have ever attended a showjumping event in Western Australia. We had 2 000 people at
the Velodrome for the Bond-Australian Showjumping Derby four or five years ago. Those
6 000 people formed the biggest crowd to attend such an event, many of whom have never
been to showjumping before. A lot of them will go again. The sport that I like so much will
benefit as a result of that.

Mrs Beggs interjected.

Mr THOMPSON: I rode that horse well. I wild get around to that.

Mr Brian Burke: A whole lot of rich people watching their kids jump horses over sticks!

Mr THOMPSON: There are a lot of poor people involved in equestrian sport, and I have had
many years' involvement in equestrian sport --

Mr Brian Burke: We are not even allowed to keep horses in Balga.

Mr THOMPSON: Members will have seen those car stickers "Poverty is owning a honse". I
own five of them, so they can see the backside out of my trousers.

Turning to the question raised by my colleague, the member for Cottesloe, regarding his
concern about the management of the golf course, I hope that ultimately the Burswood people
will manage the golf course because they are the appropriate people to do so. If all the
Japanese tourists who fill the hotel play golf -- and I think it can accommodate 800 -- there
would still be plenty of opportunity for the public to parronise that golf course. I can only
assume that my colleagues do not play golf. An 18-hole golf course can accommodate, on
average, two foursomes on every fairway. That makes about 140 people. It is estimated that
20 per cent of the people accommodated in that hotel will play golf. Twenty per cent of 800
gives 160 people. One can get 160 people on a golf course at any one time, and so there will
be plenty of opportunity for the public to participate in golf.

Mr Brian Burke: The Minister's main point was that this Bill has nothing to do with the golf
course.

Mr THOMPSON: It has got nothing to do with it at all, but as the matter has been raised let
me say that the people who manage that resort should be managing the golf course as well,
because they are the appropriate people to do it. It is vested in the board, and it could well be
that the board, in its wisdom, will come to some arrangement whereby they allow the casino
people to manage the golf course. That makes good sense.

If one looks at the public courses around the metropolitan area, they are owned by the public
or a local authority, or they are a public reserve, but the management is generally leased to a
professional golfer. It is then managed in a very professional way. I assure the member for
Cottesloc that there is no risk of the public of Western Australia not having access to that golf
course. It will be a better golf course because it is part of that casino, just as that
showjumping event at the Superdome was better because it was also part of that complex.
The golfing fraternity in this State will have a fine facility. I understand that $22 million has
already been put into the development of the golf course.
Mr Brian Burke: One day people who are critical now will realise what a hard bargain was
driven and how much these developers were forced to commit. This is the second biggest
construction, non-reserve project in the country to date. The only other bigger one
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presently - although some bigger ones are planned -- is Parliament House in Canberra. This
project is happening in this city.

Mr THOMPSON: I will not disagree with the Premier, but the Government has been less
than active in helping the people who have been trying to develop that project to hold out
against the trade union movement which has held the developers and builders there to
ransom. It is an absolute disgrace, and it is a credit to the developers and builders chat they
have had the resolve to see it through.

Mr Wart: More for the developers than the builders.

Wr THOMPSON: I have been theme and met people who are involved in the building and a
lot of subcontractors working on the project, and they are hurting very badly as a result of
union activity. It is a disgrace that people should be subjected to the sorts of ridiculous
demands that have been made there, and it must have cost considerably more than it should
have to complete the project because of the nonsense that has been allowed to go on. There
are a few other spin-offs as a result of the sale of the hotel, not the least of which is the sum
of $5 million which will go to the Government by way of trnsfer fees. That will go into the
Stare Treasury coffers, and that is just the start of it. I believe that when the Japanese become
involved there will be a significant increase in tourist activity in this State which will benefit
many people. As Japanese and tourists generally come to this State other benefits will flow
from their presence.

I give this Bill my full support. What has happened at Burswood is in the interests of the
State. It is exciting, and I hope the sale will be consummated. I understand the Bill has to
pass through Parliament before next Tuesday in order that the deal can be consummated. I
want to say one thing about the periodic need for us to pass legislation through this House in
the way we are doing with this Bill. It is not the first time since I became a member that it
has been necessary to suspend Standing Orders in order that a Bill can pass through all stages
in a hurry because of some time constraint. I know it is difficult, and I understand the
concern of the member for Cotteslce, but I remind hinm that when the Court Government was
in power there were a number of occasions when Bills were brought to this Parliament to be
put through in short order. While we would prefer it not to happen, it is a fact of
parliamentary life and we have to accept it. However, we must keep these occasions to an
absolute minimum.
MR CRANE (Moore) [11.14 pmJ: From the little I have seen of this Bill there axe a couple
of areas that concern me. As a champion of free enterprise I could hardly oppose it, but I ani
concerned that I might be putting my rubber stamp on something which may have some
sinister implications. There is a saying that man fears most that which he does not
understand. It is not unusual for parliamentarians to get up in here and talk about things they
do not understand. I have seen it many times, although I hope I have never been one to do
that, but perhaps tonight I am. One of my concerns -- relating to the golf course -- has been
allayed. I am inclined to agree with the member for Kalamunda regarding the matter of golf;
I think the more the course is used the better it will be. The public will have an opportumty
to use it, and if it is managed by a responsible body, that could be a good thing, so long as the
fees are not increased to the point where they keep the general pubiic out. That is a point we
have to watch, and we will do that when that aspect comes before the House. I speak not as a
golfer, although I used to play golf and enjoy it. I was not very good; I had a handicap of 11I
which suggests I was not too bad, but since entering Parliament I have had seven games of
golf in almost 14 years so I probably now have a handicap of about 56. I am quite happy
with what has been said about the golf course.

An area of extreme concern relates to youngsters going into licensed premidses. That has not
been fully explained. I have never been to the casino. I was not in favour of it in the first
place, not because I am a spoilsport - you name it and it is distinctly possible that I may have
done it along the way -- but I believed theme were many more important things than the casino
in Western Australia at the time, and I was concerned about them and other matters and did
not lend my support. That does not mean to say I boycott it; I just have not got out theme yet,
but I will. Not having been there I really do not know the layout, so I do not know whether
these youngsters would be in a part of the gambling area when they went in. This
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needs to be examined carefully, and I would like the Minister to give me an assurance that
minors will not go into the gambling area. I am giving my support to this legislation on the
understanding that I can have that assurance. I believe the Minister will give that assurance,
and therefore my support in advance is on that assumption, because in no way can I support
minors going into the gambling area. Who is going to police it? It will not be policed, and
we know what will happen because we have all been around for a long time.

I am not opposed to the transfer of the hotel to the Japanese. A number of people are
opposed to foreign ownership, but I am a supporter of free enterprise and I believe the
entrepreneurs or the people who have developed the hotel are entitled to sell it if that is what
they wish to do. I hope they make a reasonable profit because that is what business is all
about. There is a lot of animosity in this country towards foreign ownership and the
Japanese. Forty-five years ago today I was fighting the Japanese, but I am not fighting them
now. The Yanchep Sun City complex is in my electorate and I work closely with them and I
respect their business attitudes and capability. It has been suggested that because they have
the hotel there will be a couple of jumbos full of tourists coming from Japan. That may be
so. I seem to recall that we were told a couple of years ago we would be holding the
America's Cup and there would be jumbos full of tourists coming for that. Something went
wrong along the line and they did not come, so I do not fall for that one. I believe the
Japanese will bring them if anybody can. I know they will manage the complex well. If they
are going to make an investment of about $170 million it is understandable that they would
be concerned about the management, so I have no objections in that area.
My greatest concern is that this legislation has been introduced into this place with undue
haste. I have been led to believe that it was known many weeks ago that this would happen.
I think it is an insult to the intelligence of parliamentarians that we should be presented with a
Bill as important as this one --

Mr Watt: Especially when we knocked off last night at six o'clock because there was no
work.

Mr CRANE: Yes. We have been presented with this Bill and have not had time to fully
understand it. We have to take the Minister's word on a number of matters that have been
raised tonight. In all fairness to her, though, we must accept that. However, it is not right
that we, as parliamentarians, should make decisions on something that we do not Muly
understand. I believe the Government should be condemned for the time we have wasted
when this B ill could have been introduced a week or so ago. It is unfair to the developers,
and to the people who are tryig to complete this transaction, which, I understand, should be
completed by 22 September or it will fall through. I cannot accept that either. I believe that,
if people are going to spend $170 million on something, they must be fairly keen on buying it
and would not suddenly walk away from it if all the "C's" have not been crossed and the "i's"
dotted by acertain date. However, Ithink that is as good aline as any to hand us as an
excuse for rushing the legislation through this House. The Governmnent can fool some of the
people some of the time, but it can't fool me.

I know the Japanese fairly well because I have had a bit to do with them. Recently I was in
Vancouver and stayed at a hotel which was built as a trade centre by the Japanese and is
owned by them. It is a credit to them. They do things properly. I do not think we should be
concerned that they are involved in this ventur. They are good managers and business
people. My only concern about this legislation is the delay in bringing it before this House.
My heart bleeds for the developers and the way they have been held to ransom by the
Builders Labourers Federation, aided and abetted by a Government that was not prepared to
bite the bullet and stand up to that union. As free enterprise supporters, we must support
people who are prepared to take risks and make investments. However, they seem to have
very few friends in the building industry because the unions always seem to make it difficult
for them.

I am sorry that there has been such an overrun in the developers' costs. It is an indictment of
our society and of our Parliament that we have allowed that to happen. We must take a
stronger stand in future and protect die people who are prepared to take the risks that these
developers have taken.
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I know the hour is late. However, while I ant not happy with the way the legislation was
introduced, I am not such an idiot that I would stand in front of a bulldozer or a steamroller to
prevent the development of that site. I will not oppose the legislation.
Mr Brian Burke: Have you been to the casino?
Mr CRANE: Obviously the Premier was not listening. I said I have not been there. [ do not
have anything against it; I have just not got around to going yet.
Mr Brian Burke: I have been only once myself.
Mr CRANE: I would like to go and will eventually get around to going. I support the
legislation knowing full well that I may be supporting something that I do not fully
understand. I have to accept the Minister's assurances that she will safeguard the minors. who
will be entering the building because if anything goes wrong, she will know about it from me.
I feel strongly on that issue. [ believe the Minister should understand that the Opposition is
extremely concerned about that aspect.
MR WATT (Albany) [11.25 pmj: I will endeavour to be brief. However, it is not my fault
that we are debating this legislation at this hour. I identify myself with the remarks made by
members from this side of the House and, in particular, with the remarks of the Leader of the
Opposition. It is right and appropriate that the sorts of concerns that have been raised by
members such as the member for Cotresloe are raised in a legitimate way. He said that that
task is given to us as members of Parliament.
I relate my remarks on this legislation to tourism, the value of this transaction to tourism and,
particularly, the value of resort hotels to tourism.
Mr Brian Burke: There is a big one planned for Albany.
Mr WATT: There are three planned for Albany.
Mr Brian Burke: [ think one very big one.
Mr WATT: There is, and I will comment on that.
Mr Brian Burke: Two Rolls Royces will be sent there.
Mr WATT: That is correct. Resort hotels have clearly become a major attraction in the
tourist world. It is no coincidence that the majority of tourists are using resort hotels and
package deals. Those package deals are worked between the tour operators, the airlines, and
the resort hotels. We will soon find that, just as Australians travel to Singapore and Hong
Kong to which they were attracted by the duty-free shopping, and to the beach resorts of Bali,
Phuket, and Penang, people from those countries will travel to these resort hotels and to the
regional areas of Western Australia. I confess that my motives for supporting this Bill are not
completely altruistic; they are selfish because I believe that the country areas of this State will
reap the benefits from that tourism.
One of Australia's very successful businessmen, Mr Paul Terry, who held the controlling
interest in Monitor Money until recently, has indicated that he will spend a substantial
amount of money in Albany developing a resort hotel which will include a motor museum for
which he has already obtained a number of vintage and historical vehicles and for which he
has been successful in tendering for the purchase of two Rolls Royces. from the
Commonwealth Government as part of the attraction. While that is of interest and has a
degree of relevance, I am attempting to point out that, where people put money into an area,
they are supporting that area. There is no doubt that that has occurred with the type of tourist
development that has been sponsored by the Japanese at Yeppoon in Queensland.
We are being made aware, because of the declining value of the Australian dollar, that there
is unlimited potential for tourists, particularly Japanese tourists, to holiday in Australia.
Western Australia, in comparison with the Eastern States, has not been getting its share of
Asian tourists.
I recently spent some time in Canada and not only does it have the vast resources of the
United States population to the south of its border which brings a tremendous number of
tourists to Canada, but also it is only a few short hours flight from Europe and it has a
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tremendous potential for tourists. Australia must be in a position to tap into the Asian tourist
market in the same way. I believe that is what will happen as a result of this proposal. I am
hopeful that once the Japanese tourists start to holiday in Perth we will see package tours out
of Perth to the great southern and south west regions which have so much to offer. I indicate
my support of the Bill
MR COURT (Nedlands -- Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.31 pm]: There is one
matter I would like to clear up because the interjections of the Prem-ier annoyed me
somewhat. He was trying to get something on die record which was totally untue. I want to
make clear to the House that most of the speakers on this side of the House tonight have
expressed concern about the haste with which this legislation has been introduced and is
being debated. The Opposition was made aware a day ago that for commercial reasons this
legislation had to go through Parliament this week because there was a deadline of 22
September for this transaction to take place.
Mr Peter Dowding: Do you accept that?
Mr COURT: I suggest that the Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment listen to
what I have to say. It was explained to the Opposition and at a briefing we had tonight it was
explained again. Five minutes before this House sat today and in a bit of a pressure cooker
sicuation, it was agreed between the Leader of the Opposition, the Leader of the House and
me how this piece of legislation could be expedited so that it could be passed through the
House before the deadline of 22 September. This afternoon when this House first sat the
Premier became upset when a member decided to say a few words about a motion to suspend
Standing Orders.
Mr Brian Burke: I was not upset. I agreed with the point he made. I thought we had an
agreement with Mr Masters and Mr Lightfoot who were negotiating on your behalf I
withdrew the motion.
Mr COURT: The Opposition made clear to the Premier the arrangements made with the
Leader of the House -- that happened earlier today. Tonight it was pointed out to the
Opposition that the Premier and the Minister handling the Bill would be out of the State
tomorrow. A couple of weeks ago the Premier told the House thaz that would be the case and
he gave prior notice of this Bill at that point. We were told also that the Deputy Premier and
another Minister would be away and that the Premier did not want the legislation debated
while they were absent. The Opposition accepted that point and has cooperated with the
Premier. However, when that cooperation is shown he tries to make short-term gain out of it.
As previous speakers have mentioned there are times when legislation such as this has to
come before the House in haste due to time constraints. In my time in Parliament I have
witnessed a number of these cases. I do not like any legislation being rushed through the
House -- I do not like the pressure cooker atmosphere when members who genuinely want to
examine the legislation and related legislation do not have the time to put forward their case.
I express concern at some of the broader issues relating to the casino development. Much has
been said about the question of the golf course and its access to the public in the longer term.
I hope that the public space around the casino development, the foreshore areas, the related
parks and the like, will always be easily accessible to the public in years to come. I do not
care which political party is in power or whether there is some form of de facto control: I
want to make sure that all the public open space is easily accessible. It is a beautiful part of
the river foreshore where people can play golf. Last year we were fortunate enough to run a
yachting championship in front of the casino.
Mrs Beggs: The public open space is a 'C"-class reserve. It is in the legislation and it cannot
be changed
Mr COURT: It was explained to the House tonight that it is a "C"-class reserve. I am not
talking about the area where the golf course will be established. I used the term "de facto
control", but I am not concerned about who will run the golf course. However, I hope that
the public will always have easy access to it and will be able ride their bikes or walk through
it or use the boating facilities. In years to come that will be important.
I am unashamedly not a casino supporter, but I do not want to push my moral values on the
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public. Like most of my colleagues who have spoken tonight, I am a supporter of resort
developments. This State has not had good resort developments and we will need many of
them if we are to catch up with other parts of Australia, let alone other parts of the world. I
would like to see more resort developments in Western Australia and they do not have to be
large developments. However, they must be genuine resorts which provide sporting and
other facilities to attract people.
I amn concerned that investors, whether overseas or local, will now think twice after they have
seen what has happened with some of the major projects, particularly the casino
development. It is now becoming a joke in Australia that the larger the development, the
more it is held to ransom by certain sections of the union movement.
When the cost of a project is estimated a prospectus must be compiled to explain to the
people what the development will cost. There have been several massive overruns mainly
because of the industrial tactics used on the casino site and that is of concern. Overseas and
local investors have plenty of places in which to invest in tourist resorts. It is important that
this Government realises that by standing back and allowing what has occurred on the
industrial scene, it will not help future development. This Government is prepared to stand
back while there are industrial problems on the largest resource project in the State; that is,
the North West Shelf gas project. It accepts that the employees go on strike for three or four
weeks because it says that the cost is built into the project budget.
It is an appalling state of affairs when the Government of the day adopts that sort of attitude.
The other concern raised related to I 8-year-olds -- and no doubt the Minister will explain this
more fully in the Committee stage. I know there is a difference between the licensed casino
areas and the gaming houses but I understand that juveniles under 18 years of age can go into
the gaming houses although they cannot play. I do not support their being allowed into the
gamring houses.
I ask the Minister to clarify another point: When this legislation is passed, in future can any
remaining part of the casino complex be sold without the approval of Parliament? For
example, if the owners wanted to sell the Superdome would they need only to have the
approval of the Minister and not the approval of Parliament?
Once again, I express the Opposition's concern at the pressure cooker atmosphere in which
this Bill has been dealt with. The Opposition agreed to cooperate and it does the Premier no
good to carry on as he did earlier in the debate even though genuine cooperation was offered.
MRS BEGGS (Whiitford -- Minister for Racing and Gaming) [11.42 pm]: It is very
important to say that the Government is absolutely unequivocal in its support not only for this
Bill but also for this major investment in the tourist infrastructure in Western Australia. I
make no apology for that. Western Australia has a long history of supporting Japanese
industry. This is probably the first investment in tourism of such an extensive nature but
members opposite should remember that when they were in Government there was
significant investment by the Japanese in the iron ore industry which certainly has not done
Western Australia any harm. I was heartened that no-one in the Opposition objected to the
Japanese investment in the tourism infrastructure in Western Australia. At the same time as
giving that support because of the benefits to tourism, I can assure members that the
Government is not blinded to its obligations under the State agreement to protect the overall
interests of the public of Western Australia and the unit holders who have invested their
money in the trust company.
The Leader of the Opposition was quite harsh in his criticism of the Government's delay in
bringing this Bill to the Parliament. I do not want to take up the time of the House, but I
make the point that that delay was due to the preparation of the agreement between the trustee
and the Japanese purchasers. The Crown Law Departnent received the paper in July and
gave me advice in late August. Upon receipt of that advice Cabinet approval was given and
the Bill prepared in less than one week. Because of the importance the Government attached
to this transaction taking place without any delay or damage to the potential sale, officers in
my department and conveyancing officers in the drafting section worked over the weekend.
It is untrue to say, as the Leader of the Opposition did, that he only heard about it on Monday
from somebody else, because he was aware, as I and many other people were, that the sale of
this hotel has been mooted since April.
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Mr MacKinnon. I heard about the Bill on Monday.
Mrs BEGGS: I am trying to explain to the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr MacKinnon: Explain to Parliament when you approached the Opposition about the Bill.
Mrs BEGGS: The Opposition was approached on Tuesday.
Mr MacKinnon. By wham?
Mrs BEGGS: Byrne.
Mr MacKinnon: How did you make that approach?
Mrs B EGGS: With a telephone tail.
Mr MacKinnon: To whom?
Mrs BEGOS: To Mr Masters on Tuesday.
Mr MacKinnon: That was the first approach.
Mrs BEGGS: The Opposition has a party system, as I have, and it would have been very
difficult to approach Mr Masters about anything until I had approval ftom my party and
Cabinet. I could not get that approval until I had a draft Bill and that was not produced until
Monday. Apart from that, the Leader of the Opposition must also understand that I would
not normally under any circumstances ask this Parliament, him or any of his members to take
this course of action. It is only under very exceptional circumstances that I would expect him
to do this. However, the circumstances and the sale of this hotel are so important to Western
Australia, and to tourism in particular, that I had no option.
The Leader of the Opposition queried section 21F of the Casino Control Act which allows the
Minister to approve of purchases and to release part of the complex from the agreement. The
amendments are to clarify the legalities of my being able to do that and they give me the
power to approve the sale. There was some conjecture on the part of Crown Law Department
about whether I had the power to do that under the present Act and we needed to clarify that
point.
It is important for me to re-emphasise that no additional privileges will be granted to the
casino operator. The rights enjoyed now and attached to the complex are exactly the same.
The new hotel owners will enjoy no additional trading privileges not enjoyed by similar
hotels and, given that a licence already exists for the unbuilt hotel, which would have been
run by the casino operator, the mandatory transfer of the licence does not seem unreasonable.
I was also asked to give some clarification with regard to the admission of minors to gamning
areas. The casinto complex is currently designated a gaming area- This amendment will
extend that area to include the restaurant areas. At the moment there is some doubt about
whether it is legal for under-aged persons to be employed by the casino. Some young people
are employed in the gaming area of the casino to clean tables, empty ashtrays and so on; they
are not directly employed in gaming activities. I was quite concerned that that point should
be clarified as quickly as possible. Also the operator has requested that the garning area be
extended to include the restaurant areas so that patrons in the restaurant area can play keno.
My department advised that it would be difficult unless we included in these amendments
provision for minors to be on the premises in the company of an adult if they were partaking
of a meal. That is the only difference.
Mr Hassell: It has the effect of allowing minors into the other areas.
Mrs BEGGS: Only the restaurant area.
Mr Hassell: Not the way I read it.
Mrs B EGGS: Yes, it is quite clear.
Mr Hassell: It says they can be there while they are having a meal or while in the company
ofan adult.
Mrs BEGGS: Only in that area, the extended area.
Mr Brian Burke: Clause 14(c) defines dhe area into which those minors can go.
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Mr Hassell: I understand what tie Minister is saying about extending the area. The licensed
casino is being extended -- the diing area and the area where people can have a meal and
play. Then children under 18 are being allowed in the licensed casino for the purpose of
having a meal.
Mrs BEGGS: No, it amends section 27 to allow juveniles employed in the casino; that is,
those persons employed as chefs or whatever.
Mr Hassell: Not the employment one.
Mrs BEGGS: The other is for juveniles who enter the casino restaurant for a meal in the
company of a spouse or a parent who is over 18 years. They am not permitted to enter and
remain on the premidses in order to participate in games. That is already controlled and very
stringently enforced. At the moment the security people at the casino have a responsibility to
make sure that mninors do not enter the preis~es unless they are employed there, and also to
make sure that anyone else under the age of 18 does not participate in gaining.
Mr Brian Burke: One cannot obtain a meal at a roulette wheel. It must be that part of the
licensed casino where it is possible to obtain a meal.
Mr Hassell: It does not say that.
Mr Brian Burke: The purpose must be for the obtaining of a meal. It does say that.
Mr Court: One cannot get a meal in any of the gaming areas.
Mrs B EGGS: No, there is no provision for meals in the other areas of the casino.
Mr Hassell: I can understand exactly what you have done, but I do not think it was intended.
Mr Brian Burke: It is by no means as lax as the race course or the trotting track or any of
those other places where people gamble. It is much more restricted.
Mr Clarko: There are no problems there, are there?
Mr Brian Burke: No, it is very pleasant. I take my children there occasionally.
Mrs BEGGS: The point raised by the member for Katanning-Roe concerniing the transfer of
a licence from the country is one he has raised several times. Last time was in relation to the
amendments brought before the Parliament.
Mr Brian Burke: He raises it all the time.
Mrs BEGGS: I know, but I want to assure him that I am in sympathy with what has
transpired because of the moratorium with liquor licernces where the social life of some
country towns has been disadvantaged because licenses have been transferred out of a
country town into the city. I gave himn a commitment that during the review of the Liquor
Act, once the industry people have put their submission to the Government and we come up
with some sort of composite Bill, I will consult with the National Parry to make sure its
concerns with regard to those matters are met before the Bill comes to the Parliament.
Mr Court: Will you bring that Bill in during this sitting?
Mrs BEGGS: It is difficult to reach consensus within the industry. I doubt if the consultation
process will be completed in time.
Mr Court: Do you think it will be early next year?
Mrs B EGGS: It will be in the next session of Parliament.
The other points raised in regard to these amendments refer to the golf course. I pointed out
during the debate that these amendments have nothing to do with the amendments before the
House. Should there be any change at all to the management or the leasing of the golf
course, the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act would have to be amended. This Bill
contains no such amendment. It is an absolutely separate issue and it would have to be
brought before this Parliament before any decision to change its present status could be
ratified.
I agree in some ways with the member for Kalamunda; perhaps some consideration should be
given to the overall operation of the hotel regarding the running of the golf course. Once
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the Burswood Park Board has come back to me with its provisions to protect the interests of
the public and facilitate the operation of the resort hotel, which will be an added attraction for
the Japanese tourists, I will give it due consideration. I assure the House that at that stage I
will have much more time to consult with the Opposition an those matters. I do not think
there are any other matters which I have not covered.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The level of background chatter is not fair. I want to hear the
Minister.

Mrs BEGGS: There was some question of the protection of unit shareholders. This
transaction is a commercial decision, and a public meeting will be held on Monday. The
Western Australian trustees are responsible to the unit holders. They are privy to the sale and
a party to the new agreement incorporated in the amendments before the House.

The sale of the Burswood Hotel to Japanese interests has been given a definite all clear by
independent financial advisers to the trust. The Bankers Trust of Australia Limited was
appointed by the trustees to carry out a commercial appraisal, and in brief that report said that
the benefits from the Japanese deal included a substantial reduction in the trust debt, a
tangible, positive impact on the miust's medium and short-term earnings, and positive benefits
from the association with a big Japanese tourist hotel operator.

Mr Cowan: You indicated you have some diagrams.

Mrs BEGGS: I am sorry, I have. I do not know whether the member will be able to see
them, but I will hold them up. This lot contains the casino complex. That area is the hotel
complex, and that area is where the convention centre is. Those two areas are the vacant
blocks which the Japanese have options on.

Mr Watt: Do they have any sort of identification?

Mrs Beggs: They are 5 and 6 on the map. No 1 is the area of the hotel building.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you sure they are accurate?

Mrs BEGGS: Absolutely. I understand the option to purchase those sections expires on 26
December this year. At that stage, if those options were taken up. I would have to give
approval for the sale of those lots. it would have to come through me.

Regardless of the difficulties in getting this Bill through Parliament today, my concern is that
it should pass through both Houses before 22 September. I am grateful for the support it has
received generally. I share some of the concerns of the member for Cottesloe in that in
normal circumstances I would not present a Bill like this to the Parliament without the
Opposition having had time to consider it. I urge members to support it.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commnittee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Burkett) in the Chair Mrs Beggs (Minister for Racing and
Gaming) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses I to 13 put and passed.
Clause 14: Section 27 amended -

Mr COURT: I listened very closely to the Minister's explanation of whether persons under
the age of 18 could go into the gaming area. I have read the clause a number of times and I
have a bit of difficulty in following the Minister's explanation. I want the Minister's
assurance that under this clause, persons uinder 18 cannot go into the gaining areas of the
casino.

Mrs Beggs: I refer the member to the wording of new subsection 14 in clause 14. One must
understand that where gamning takes place in that area which is already licensed as a casino,
there is no provision for a meal so -- ,
Mr COURT: I followed that explanation, but I am saying that as this Bill is written, if
tomorrow it is possible to have meals in the gamning area, it means that under this Act persons
under 18 years of age can go into the gaming area.
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Mrs Beggs: Yes, that is right, but my officer tells me that if that was to happen, they would
have to get the permission of the Casino Control Commnission to actually provide a meal in
that area.
Mr COURT: They can get permission, which is the point I am making.
Mrs Beggs: But the Casino Control Commission would not give permission.
Mr COURT: Does the Minister direct what they say?
Mr Brian Burke: In any case, they have to be in the gaming area, eating a pie, and that is
what the Minister has tried to say three times. They can only be there for the purpose of
obtaining a meal. At present, no meals are served except in the restaurant area.
Mrs Beggs: They cannot game anyway, and that is already supervised. I am sure there have
been plenty of occasions where juveniles have entered the casino gamning area and have been
apprehended by the normal enforcement provisions thai are already in place, which are very
sophisticated.
Mr COURT; The Minister is quite capable of answering this question without the Prem-ier
trying to --

Mr Brian Burke: Get on with it, boy wonder. It is your silly questions.
Mr COURT: The Minister has just explained to me chat if meals were served in the gaming
room, and presently they are not, then --

Mr Taylor: They cannot and they do not.
Mr COURT: It can be approved by the Casino Control Commission, so a situation could
arise in two months' time that if they get permission to serve meals in the gaming room under
this regulation --

Mr Brian Burke: Have you seen the casino?
Mr COURT: No, I have not.
Mr Brian Burke: That is the whole point. It is one big room.
Mr COURT: The Minister is quite capable of explaining thai to me without the Premier's
help.
Mr Brian Burke: I am allowed to participate in the debate.
Mr COURT: The Premier should get on his feet arid participate if he wants to.
Mr Peter Dowding interjected.
The CHAIRMA4N: Order! If the Minister for Employment and Training wishes to interject,
he may return to his seat and make the interjections from that seat, and then I will probably
rule them out of order.
Mr COURT: If in two months' time the commniss ion gave permnission for meals to be served
in the gaming room, under this legislation 1 8-year-olds would be able to go into the gaming
room, which is the point I am making, and that is the case according to the Minister's
explanation. If the Casino Control Commission does give that permission -- and I have not
been to the casino, and the Premier has explained that it is one big room, with the gaming
facilities in it - and if they then had approval to put meals into this area, then under this
legislation --

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.
Mr COURT: The Minister may think it is not a big deal, but I am simply asking for that
explanation.
Mr Peter Dowding: From a basis of no information.
Mr COURT: I am asking the Minister for the explanation, and it is my right and duty to do
so if I have a concern about that. Does the Minister think I should not be asking those
questions?
Mr Peter Dowding: Try to inform yourself
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Mr COURT: I would have liked to have some time to examine this.
Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: Does the Minister think it is okay that legislation such as this comes through in
this manner?

Mr Peter Dowding: T'his is a commercial necessity.

The CHAIRMIAN: Would the member for Nedlands resume his seat. I am trying to control
this Parliament, and I intend to control it properly. While I am calling for no interjections, I
do not want the member on his or her feet then turning around and inviting interjections. I
want the member, if he chooses to talk to this Hill, to talk through the Chair.

Mr COURT: I certainly will, and I am asking for an explanation from the Minister, which I
believe she has given. I believe what we have been saying in the debate has been confirmed
as being the case -- that under this legislation it is possible at a future date for children under
18 to go into the gaming rooms.

Mrs BEGGS: I take the point that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is making, but
certainly if at any future date meals are provided in the gaming area or in the casino section,
we would have to amend the legislation because I do not think it is appropriate for persons
under the age of 18 to enter that part of the complex. However, I do think it is appropriate for
persons under the age of 18, in the company of their parents, to be able to participate in a
meal in a restaurant area, and that is why we made this provision in these amendments.

I wholeheartedly support the principle of what the member is saying. There may be some
difficulties with it later on, but I would think the present Casino Control Commnission would
be very diligent in ensuring that the intent of this legislation is to preclude juveniles from
entering the casino area and allowing them to go into the meal area to participate in a meal
only in the company of their parents. I cannot envisage a time when the casino operators
would take out two roulette tables and put in a hamburger bar to allow juveniles to eat in the
casino section.

Mr CLARKO: I understand this clause is there as a result of the Casino Control Committee.
Is that right, Minister?

Mrs Beggs: Yes.

Mr CLAIRKO: So they are making the recommendations. It is not, as the former member for
Swan used to say repeatedly, germane to this legislation and the actual transaction and sale; it
is something extra that has been put in. I think what is there is worthwhile. I am not a great
gambler, Sir, and I take it neither are you, although we would not be averse to having the odd
small wager on something.

I have been to a number of casinos both here and around the world. I have been to the casino
in Darwin, both the old one at the Don Hotel and the new one. I have been to the casino in
Hobart, Tasmania. I have been to the one in Alice Springs. I have been to the biggest one in
Macao, at the Hotel Lisboa. I have been to the Richmond Sporting Club in London which
Beau Eniinmell used to attend many years ago. Unfortunately I have been to the casino in
Perth only once.

In all the casinos I have been in the general rule is not to mix eating with gambling at all.
Even if one has the odd family game of poker at home, anyone who puts food on the table
during a decent game of Australian poker would be told to go away. One certainly does not
have a pie and sauce, even in one's own kitchen when one is playing a gamne of five bob
blind. In the casinos I know one cannot drink in the gaming area either. I understand that is
the case all over the world and basically it is a pretty good rule to follow.

This piece of legislation says quite explicitly that a person under the age of 18 years who is
not a person to whom subsection (4) applies shall not enter or remain in a licensed casino.
That is a perfectly logical thing. It means they do not want a person under the age of 18 in
the place to gamble, and they make that quite clear. Then they say there is an exception, and
they tie it down tightly by saying one must be with a spouse, or a parent, or someone of that
sort. It ends by saying that a person under the age of 18 "does not participate in gaming in
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that licensed casino". That is as clear as we can have it. I do not think it is a bad thing to
have younger people accompanying their parents to have a meal in a place like this. The
casino is more than a place of gaming; it is a place where people go for an outing. Relatives
and friends of mine go along there and do not gamble at all. Some members of their party
may gamble but they just go along, look around, and have something to eat. That is a good
use of the casino and I believe what is spelt out here by the Casino Control Committee makes
it quite clear where they stand on the matter. I accept the Minister's comment that it is
unlikely the committee would change it, because it will try to make it watertight. Yet it has
given a reasonable out to allow younger people to have a meal there, but -- and they say this
several times - they cannot gamble.

Mrs Beggs: What you must realise is that because it is so close to the hotel complex, guests
of the hotel will want to take their children to the restaurants there to have a meal.

Mr CLARKO: And I think that is a good way to introduce young people into the adult world,
to watch others and see how they behave. The Burswood Casino is a place where the
standards of decorum are high. I have not heard anyone complain about their standards.
There have been some arguments about standards of dress, but on each occasion they have
raised those standards to a higher level.

Mr Watt: Probably better than Parliament House.

Mr CLARKO: I do not know about that. I chink the Burswood facility is a good one. It adds
to the facilities and the entertainment offered in Perth. It is not just about gambling but about
other things as well. It is a place where one can eat and drink, and the rules spelt out by the
Casino Control Committee itself does protect the situation sufficiently. It was appropriate for
my colleague, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, to query the matter but if we look at it
carefully we will see chat the protection that is proposed is sufficient.

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is, of course, completely right in his
interpretation of the clause. As I understand it, the present situation is that there is a big
gamning area and people uinder 18 are not allowed to go into it.

Mr Clarko: It is not quite sure under the present legislation.

Mrs Beggs: They are not allowed in.

Mr HASSELL: Thank you, Minister. It is a clear-cut definition. One is not allowed into a
gaming area if one is under 18. However, over the way there is a dining room and the people
going to that dining room want to have a meal, take their children, and play keno. So to
cover that situation the Minister is saying, "We will simply extend the licensed casino area to
cover the dining area as well." Then they must say, "But we must let the children into the
licensed casino area now." So they can go into any part of the licensed casino area; that is,
the big gamning room or the dining room.

Mrs Beggs: They cannot.

Mr HASSELL: Just a moment. The Minister is wrong. The control now is not on a
distinction between, "You cannot go here or theme", but, "You can go in the area but you must
have a particular purpose and that purpose is to have a meal yourself or to be with someone
who is having a meal." The difficulty is that children not previously allowed to go into the
gaming area at all are now allowed to go in there if they can confirm their purpose is to have
a meal. Their purpose might be to walk through and have a meal; they can stop along the
way. But establishing that is not a simple question of saying, "You are not allowed in here
but you are allowed in there"; they are saying, "You are allowed in all of the areas but only if
you have a particular purpose." It is much harder to police and to deal with.

That is the issue the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has raised, and I think it is still valid. It
is the issue I raised originally. It has nothing to do with what the Premier said in his sarcastic
way about having a cart and putting meat pies in it. It is in terms of the question of keeping
young people out of the gaming area, and to do that they must now have an argument that
they are there for a purpose. Before, they did not have an argument at all. They said, "Here
is the door; you do not go past if you are under 18." Now the commission will say, "If you
are coming in to play games you cannot do so; if you are coming to have a
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meal then you can." Once the young people are in there, especially if they are close to 18
years of age, the enforcement issue arises all over again. I think this issue could be overcome
by a different set of drafting.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 15 to 22 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, an motion by Mrs Beggs (Minister far Racing and Gaming), and
transmitted to the Council.

House adjourned at 12.18 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

POLICE STATION

Yarloop: Closure

1581. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Does he intend to close the police station at Yarloop?

(2) If so, when?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

I have repeatedly informed die Parliament that the Commissioner of Police is
responsible for the deployment of police officers under his command. In these
circumstances, the member's question is inappropriately asking my intended actions.

(I) and (2) The Commissioner of Police has informed me that he does not intend to
close the Yarloop Police Station.

TECHNOLOGY

Information Technology: Employment

1616. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister for Industry and Technology:

If costs associated with hardware, software, and skilled people employed are taken
into account, what is the current level of expenditure on information technology in the
Western Australian public sector?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Western Australian public sector presently spends approximately $200 million
per annumn on information technology -- IT.

Having regard for this level of expenditure within the public sector, and of course the
opportunities that "Whole of Government" activity offers, this Government in March
1984 gave a focus to IT in the public sector by creating the Department of Computing
arid Information Technology -- DOCIT. DOCIT, as the Government's central agency
on IT matters, provides policy advice to the Government on if and plays an important
role in improving the efficiency and effectiveness of the public sector in its
management of IT.

Specifically, the department -

plays a significant role in evaluating and negotiating major IT acquisitions
resulting in direct cost savings by agencies;

reviews agency budget bids for expenditure;

provides consulting and advisory services in -

IT planning;

systems development;

procurement;
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IT organisation, structure, and job design;

key personnel selection;

project management;

past-implementation reviews.

TECHNOLOGY: COMPUTERS

Public Sector: Introduction

1617. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister for Induscry and Technology:

(1) When were computers first introduced into die Western Australian public
sector for administration purposes?

(2) What types of hardware were acquired when the computers were first
introduced?

(3) In which agencies or departments within the Western Australian public sector
were the first computers inwc 'uced?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The first computer for administration purposes was installed in the Treasury
Department in 1967. However, the first computer in the Western Australian public
sector was installed in the Main Roads Department in 1962 and was used for
scientific and engineering calculations.

(2) (i) Main Roads Department -- Bendix GI15;
(ii) Treasury -- National Cash Register

Corporation -- NCR -- model 315.

(3) Refer to (1).

TECHNOLOGY: COMPUTERS

Public Sector: Establishment

1624. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister for Industry and Technology:

How many --

(a) major computing facilities have been established in the Western Australian
public sector

(b) Western Australian public sector agencies now have mainframe computers?

Mr BRYCE replied:

Western Australian public sector agencies now have 25 mainframe computers located
at 16 computer centres -- major computing facilities.

During the past 10 years, die average rate of growth in capacity of major computing
facilities in Western Australia has been 45 per cent per annum; independent computer
industry forecasts indicate that future demands for information will produce growth in
computing resources of some 40 per cent per year.
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Wit such a large investment in major computing facilities, and with the prospect of
sustained growth in the future, the Department of Computing and Information
Technology was commissioned to undertake a study of the State's major computing
facilities. The study has examined issues such as --

management and control of demand;

minimisation of expenditure;

impact of human resources;

improved accountability and resource sharing;

security and disaster contingency planning.

A report has been completed which, among other things, provides a strategy for the
management and operation of the State's major computing facilities and identifies an
effective infrastructure to set-vice the State into the 21st century. Specific
recommendations contained within the report will shortly be referred for
consideration by the Cabinet,

WA EXIM CORPORATION

Resort Hotel Development

1651. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Minerals and Energy:

(1) Does he recall answering questions on notice 337 on 7 April 1.987, 447 on 28
April 1987, and 885 on 19 May 1987, in relation to the Western Australian
Exizn Corporation and its efforts to promote the establishment of a resort hotel
at Lake Argyle?

(2) Does he further recall char in answering each of the questions referred to he
said that the role of Exixn ended when it introduced the potential developer to
a potential financier?

(3) Having regard to recent reports published in The West Australian newspaper
in relation to documents which show that Exim advanced an interest free loan
of over $5 000 to Mormac Corporation Pty Ltd in connection with funding
arrangements for the Lake Argyle hotel project, would the Minister say that
the position is either that he --

(a) misled the House deliberately;

(b) was deliberately maisled by executives of Exim Corporation in
preparing answers to the written parliamentary questions of this
House?

(4) If it was the latter, is it not a fact that the actions of the executives of Exim
Corporation are extremely serious and call for decisive public action by him?

(5) What has he done about the fact that this House was given untrue information
in response to three written parliamentary questions?

The answer was tabled.

(See paper No 346.)
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HEALTH: TOBACCO SMOKING

Deaths: Young People

1652. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for Health:

Further to his recent information concerning Western Australian smoking-related
deaths, of the 37 000 Western Australians who are condemned to die as a direct result
of their having smoked cigarettes, how many of these people would have commenced
the addictive smoking habit before attaining 18 years of age?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

Research shows that approximately 90 per cent of smokers start smoking before the
age of 18. In Western Australia, more than one-quarter of both males and females are
regular smokers by the age of 15. It can be estimated that between 40 000 and 50 000
schoolchildren in Western Australia currently smoke. It is therefore all the more
deplorable that tobacco companies should continue to direct advertising and
promotional activities so clearly towards young people.

TECHNOLOGY: COMPUTERS

Public Sector

1653. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister for Minerals and Energy:

During the past five years, what has been the rate of growth in capacity of major
computing facilities in the Western Australian public sector?

Mr PARKER replied:

The question has been incorrectly addressed to the Minister for Minerals and Energy.
It has been referred to the Minister for Industry and Technology, and he will answer
the question in writing.

HEALTH AUTHORITIES

Databanks: Informnation

1656. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Health:

Who, apart from the individuals themselves and authorised officers of the Health
department, has access to stored information about individuals from -

(a) Authority for Intellectually Handicapped Persons;

(b) Western Australia Alcohol and Drug Authority;

(c) psychiatric division of the Health Department:

(d) patients' assisted travel scheme;

(e) communicable disease coastal branch;

(f) nurses' registrar?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

Stored information is available only to authorised officers.

REGISTRAR GENERAL'S OFFICE

Databanks: Access

1657. Mr COWAN, to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(L) Will the Minister detail what information about individual citizens is collected
and stored by the Registrar General's office.

(2) Does an individual citizen have access to all the information stored on him or
her by the Registrar General's off ice?

(3) Who else has access to that information?

(4) (a) Does the Registrar General's office store any information about
individual citizens that is not provided by the individual concerned,
his/her immediate family, or a medical practitioner;

(b) if so, who provides such information?

(5) Does the Registrar GeneralI's office store any information about de facto
marriages?

Mr PETER DOW-DING replied:

(1) Registration of each individual's birth, marriage or death, if the event occurred in
We stemn Australia.

(2) Yes, except in certain circumnstances restricted by legal adoption.

(3) A parent, or the individual's authorised representative.

(4) (a) and (b) Information to enable the registration of a birth is provided by a
parent of the child or by the occupier of the place in which the birth occurred.
Marriage information is provided by a marriage Celebrant. Information for the
registration of a death is provided by funeral directors.

(5) No.

GAMBLING: INSTANT LOTTERIES

Disriburions

1660. Mr HOUSE. to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) How much was allocated to --

(a) sport;

(b) culture?

(2) H-ow does this compare with previous years?

(3) Is she able to provide a list detailing to whom the 1986-87 allocations to sport
and culture were made?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) (a) $3 million;

(b) $3 million.

(2) The same as previous years because it is a statutory provision.

(3) No. Funds are distributed by the Minister for Spant and Recreation and the
Minister for The Arts.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Availability

1662. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the present ground water level and consequently the estimated available
quantity for use during the next dry season in the metropolitan and near metropolitan
areas, particularly where the Western Australia Water Authority is drawing water for
reticulated public consumption, compared with that which prevailed at this timne of the
year in 1986, 1985, and 1984?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

Current ground water levels are similar to those at the corresponding time in 1986,
1985, and 1984. The quantity of water available for extraction during the coming
summer is not affected.

HEALTH: NURSES

Mothercraft: Training

1666. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Have discussions been held with other Ministers or officers regarding the
proposed changes in mothercraft nurse training?

(2) If yes, what was the outcome of these discussions?

(3) Will the Minister issue a public statement on the future of mothercraft nursing
and the training of new mothercraft nurses in Western Australia to enable
interested persons to have a better understanding of the Goavernment's
intentions and to assist prospective trainees to learn of their likely career
opportunities?

Mr- WILSON replied:

(1) Ngal-A Mothercraft Home and Training Centre (Inc) is moving towards
community based services, and inothercraft training will be examined in conjunction
with these developments.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Yes, at the appropriate time.
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EDUCATION: SPECIAL SCHOOL

Kim Beazley: Aide

1667. -Mr CLARKO, to die Minister for Education:

(1) (a) Concerning the matters raised in question 1576 of 1987, how many
charges were laid against the male aide;

(b) what were the precise charges?

(2) What was the precise nature of the "horseplay on the defendant's pant"?

(3) (a) When the victim of the "horseplay" raised the matter with the Principal
of the Kim Beazicy School, what action did the Principal take;

(b) is it not a fact that the principal failed, at least initially, to act?

(4) Who appointed the male aide to his position at the Kim Beazley schooi?

(5) Was he recommended for the position by the principal of that school?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (5) I am not prepared to provide further detail to enable the Opposition to
continue its policy of character assassination within the protection of parliamentary
privilege.

Representatives of the parents have been invited to meet with the Director General in
an attempt to find a mutually acceptable solution to the present situation.

POLICE

Blue Light Discos: Equipment Purchases

1668. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is equipment purchased for use by blue light disco groups subject to sales tax?

(2) Does he consider the Government should seek an exemption from this tax
from the appropriate authorities, and if so, will he institute the appropriate
action?

(3) If not -- why not?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Blue Light Disco is an autonomous association which is coordinated by
members of the Western Australia Police Force and has sought exemption from sales
tax, which has been refused. I will support any further application for sales tax
exemption which the Blue Light Disco Association make.
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POLICE

Blue Light Discos: Insurance

1669. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) What policy does the Government have with respect to insuring the
participants, plant, equipment, and machinery used in blue light discos, and if
so, which company handles the insurance?

(2) Does the Police Department carry a general policy with respect to all blue
light discos, and if so which company handles the insurance?

(3) If not, will he advise of the current situation in respect to insurance relating to
blue light discos?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) and (3) Blue Light Disco is an autonomous association which, I understand, has
comprehensive insurance coverage as part of a national insurance scheme entered into
by the Australian Blue Light Disco Federation, of which the Blue Light Disco
Association of Western Australia is an affiliated member.

(2) No.

MINISTER FOR LABOUR, PRODUCTIVITY AND EMPLOYMENT

Job Applicant: Confidentiality.

1670. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment:

(1) Has he been approached by an applicant or applicants for positions within his
department who have expressed concern at a possible breach of confidentiality
in respect to applications for employment?

(2) If yes, what action has he taken to determine the source of leaked information
on the particulars of prospective employees?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) and (2) No. However, I am aware of an allegation that an applicant for a position
had inquiries made to his employer. I am confident that no breach of confidentiality
has been made, and have conveyed this in writing to the complainant. Having
consideration for his position, I am not prepared to disclose further information.

NGAL-A MOThERCRAFr HOME AND TRAINING CENTRE

Mothercraft Training

1671. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Have discussions been held with representatives of the Ngal-A committee of
management regarding the possible transfer of motherraft training to
Technical and Further Education?

(2) If not, is the Government considering such a transfer?

(3) Will he issue a public statement to clarify the current public perception which
indicates many potential trainees are unsure of the current situation?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yet.

(2) and (3) No decision has been made for TAPFE to take aver the mothercraft
trarning ftom Ngal-A. Discussions are taking place between me and the Minister for
Community Services, and as soon as they are completed, information will be made
available to all interested persons.

HEALTH: NURSES

Mothereraft: Shortage

1672. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

Does the Minister think that the continuing need for mothercraft nurses in the
community is demonstrated by the dearth of inquiries and applications for the course
at Ngal-A. and whether dhe training needs of these young people can be
accommodated in 1988?

Mr WILSON replied:

Any future changes to the course will take into account the level of demand for
training and employment opportunities for graduates.

HEALTH: NURSES

Mothercraft: Funding

1673. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Is it intended that die Department of Community Services will continue to
fund the training of mothercraft nurses?

(2) What was the financial commitment for funding such training in the financial
years --

(a) 1985-86;

(b) 1986-87?

(3) What is the proposed commitment for the financial year 1987-88?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The training of mothercraft nurses is currently undertaken at Ngal-A Mothercraft
Home and Training Centre (Inc.) The Government, through the Department for
Community Services, makes an annual grant to Ngal-A cowards its operational costs,
which include the training of mothercraft nurses.

(2) The financial commitment to Ngal-A in 1985-86 was $1 394 000 and in 1986-87,
$1 394000.

(3) In 1987-88. $1 394 000 has been committed.
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HEALTH: NURSES

Mothercraft: Accreditation

1674. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Winl any mothercraft courses commenced in 1988, apart from those conducted
by Ngal-A, need to be accredited by the Child Care Services Board prior to
their commencement?

(2) (a) Is he or the department aware of any mothercraft courses, apart from
those conducted by Ngal-A, which may commence in 1988;

(b) if so, will he provide details of the courses

(3) If yes to (2), what will be the status of such graduates, having regard to the
proposed child care regulations that the Minister for Community Services has
recently commented on publicly?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Any course that is proposed to train staff for child care services will need to meet
the requirements of the proposed child care regulations.

(2) (a) Yet to be determined;

(b) not applicable.

(3) Not applicable.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

Retreaded Tyres

1676. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Can he provide annual statistics for the past five years on fatal or non-fatal accidents
which can be directly attributed to the use of tyres which have been retreaded?

Mr GORDON KILL replied:

No. The Police Department has the practice of examining motor vehicles following
fatal or serious traffic accidents. Examination reports include details of the state of
tyres of the vehicles involved. However, they generally do not include whether the
tyres are retreaded or otherwise.

POLICE COMMUNICATIONS

Repeater Stat ions

1677. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is it intended to establish repeater stations in the south west to assist local
police with improved communication facilities?

(2) If yes, when and where and which police stations will benefit from such an
installation?
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Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) In August 1987, a repeater was installed at Boronup Hill to provide for the
requirements of Margaret River police while operating in the Augusta area.

Further installations for the current financial year are at Ravensthorpe, Denmark, and
Wickepin. Actual implementation dates will be determined upon completion of
negotiations with property owners as well as the Department of Land Administration.

POLICE OFFICERS

Country: Operational Allowance

1678. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Do officers in charge of country police stations receive an operational
allowance?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) What is the current operational allowance?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) No.

(2) Country officers-in-charge receive a separate allowance of $665 per annumn in
recognition of their position.

(3) $365.

POLICE

Motor Vehicles: Compensation

1679. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Should it be necessary for the police to use a private vehicle in the execution of their
duty, is there provision for compensation to be paid for any damage sustained to the
vehicle while used on police business?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

The Government will consider an application for an ex gratia payment in such

circumstances.

POLICE STATIONS

Country: Gardening

1680. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Who is responsible for the maintenance, cutting, pinning, and watering of the lawns
aid shrubs at country police stations?
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Mr GORDON HILL replied:

The Police Department.

POLICE OFFICERS

Stress: Consultants

1681. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Does he recall a report in The West Australian newspaper of 5 May 1987
resulting from a statement by him in which it was said that he had agreed in
principle, subject to budgetary considerations, to the police using the service
offered by Industrial Referral and Diagnostic Services Inc. to assist with the
problem of stress amongst the police?

(2) Has Industrial Referral and Diagnostic Services Inc. been appointed to any
position, or has any other appointment in this connection been made?

(3) What is the progress of the matter?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes. Industrial Referral and Diagnostic Services Inc contracted to provide all
services necessary for an employee assistance programme.

(3) The employee assistance programme is now fully implemented and operational.

ENERGY: OIL

Harbour Spills: Arrangements

1685. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Environment:

What measures has the Government introduced, since the oil spill into the Fremantle
Fishing Boat Harbour in 1986, to increase the effectiveness of the emergency
response systems for oil spills and clean up arrangements?

Mr HODGE replied:

Since the Fremantle Fishing Boat Harbour oil spill incident, the new Environmental
Protection Act has come into force. The Act has provisions requiring the reporting to
the EPA of incidents of pollution and enables the EPA to undertake necessary clean-
up action and to recover the costs of such action. Also, a number of initiatives have
been undertaken including upgrading of the Environmental Protection Authority's
emergency response, which was successfully tested in the recent petrol tanker spillage
incident when the EPA was able to coordinate environmental aspects effectively.

The Department of Marine and Harbours has obtained an oil boom for use in
situations such as the Fremantle Fishing Boat Harbour, and in May this year it
undertook a training programme on oil spill response at Garden Island.

The Department of Mines is investigating with the Crown Law Department
procedures for more effective control of pipelines. The petroleum companies have
been requested to review operating procedures for oil pipelines and have instituted
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procedures which will ensure earlier warning of pipe failure.

Oil spill contingency plans have been developed for various sensitive areas.

HEALTH: SPAS

Standards: Regulations

1686. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Referring to his answer to question 943 of Wednesday, 23 July 1986, have
regulations been prepared on the standards of construction of spas and the
quality and required treatment of the water used in such space?

(2) If yes, when will they be introduced?

(3) If no, why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) As I said in answer to question 1254 on Wednesday, 10 June 1987, from the
member, regulations will be prepared as soon as possible after guidelines for heated
spa pools are adopted by the National Health and Medical Research Council. I will
introduce enabling provisions for these regulations in the Health Amendment Bill late
in this session.

(2) Not applicable..

(3) Answered by (l).

PLANNING: ZONING

Whireon Park

1687. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) What is the current zoning of Whiteman Park?

(2) What is the area of Whiteman Park?

(3) Has he or his department given consideration to the possible subdivision of
part of Whiteman Park for housing lots?

(4) If yes to (3), will he provide details?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Whiteman Park is reserved in the metropolitan region scheme for parks and
recreation.

(2) The area of Whiteman Park is approximately 2 640 hectares.

(3) No formal consideration has been given by me or the State Planning Commission
to the possible subdivision of part of Whitemnan Park for housing lots.

(4) Not applicable.
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TRANSPORT: AIRSTRIP

Whiteman Park

1688. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Is he or his department aware of any proposal to construct or locate an airstrip
within Whiteman Pak?

(2) If yes, will he provide details of anty proposal?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yet.

(2) The Western Australian Aviation Museum has indicated ant interest in
establishing a display of vintage aircraft at Whiteman Park. The State Planning
Commission has agreed to this in principle, including a small occasional air strip to
enable flying demonstrations subject to approval of the Commonwealth authorities.

TECH{NOLOGY AND INDUSTRY DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Administrative Positions

1689. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Industry and Technology:

(1) As a result of the creation of the Technology and Industry Development
Authority, what new positions have been created?

(2) What positions have been abolished?

(3) What total overall increase in staff has occurred or will occur when positions
are filled?

(4) What total reduction in staff has occurred or will occur when positions are
allocated?

(5) Are the advertised positions --

(a) Director (Technology and Industry Policy Division);

(b) Director (Industry Services Division);

(c) Director (Marketing Division);

(d) Director (Corporate Services Division);

(e) Senior Industry Adviser;

(f) Industry Adviser,

new positions, and if so ame they in addition to existing positions, and if not,
what positions do they replace?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) To date the following new positions have been created --
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six executive positions;

five secretarial positions;

one biotechnology specialist.

(2) None, pending establishment of organisational structure for TWDA.

(3) None.

(4) Indeterminate, until organisational strucrure of TWDA is in place.

(5) (i) (a), (b), (c), and (d) are new positions replacing die former executive
positions of the three agencies which were amalgamated to create
TIDA;

(ii) (e) and (f) are positions within the former Department of Industrial
Development that were vacant items.

ENVIRONMUENT: HERITAGE

Legislation: Action

1690. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) Whlat action is the Goverrnent taking on heritage legislation?

(2) Has legislation been drafted?

(3) Which Minister is responsible?

(4) Is any outline of the Government's policy on the form of legislation
available?

(5) When is it anticipated legislation will be introduced?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This question has been addressed incorrectly to the Premier. It has been directed to
the Minister for Planning, and he will answer the question in writing.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Ministerial Action

1691. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

With reference to the article which appeared in The West Australian dated 26 August
1987 under the heading 'Couple fight for Children", what action has the Minister
taken in relation to the conduct of her department?

Mr WILSON replied:

Having examined the circumstances of the case referred to in the article, I am satisfied
than the department acted properly and appropriately to ensure the protection of the
children concerned. The children were found by the Children's Court to be in the
need of care and protection, and the recommendations of the court were carried out by
the department.
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MRS BRENDA BRUSH

Governmntw Employment

1692. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Premier:

(1) Is Mrs Brenda Brush employed by the Western Australian State Government?

(2) If yes, what are the conditions of her employment?

(3) What department is she employed in?

(4) What is her salary, if any?

(5) Was the position advertised?

Mr BRI.AN BURKE replied:

(1) No.

(2) to (5) Not applicable.

TAXES AND CHARGES: LAND TAX

Leased Property

1695. Mr MacKIhJNON, to the Minister representing the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) Is it correct that the State Government has now changed its policy with respect
to the levying of land tax on property leased from the Crown and local
authorities?

(2) If so, what changes are being considered?

(3) Why axe these changes being made?

Mr PETER DOWD[NG replied:

(1) No.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

ENVIRONMENT: NUDGES

Control

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

(1) Is it correct that the Department of Conservation and Land Management is
coordinating efforts by the State Goverrnent in relation to the control of non-
biting midges?

(2) If so, is he aware of the concerns expressed about this problem by the City of
Cockburn?

(3) What action is the Government now taking with respect to this problem?
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Mr HODGE replied:

(I) Yes, in cooperation with the Environmental Protection Authority, CALM is
coordinating a programme of investigations into ways of controlling midge numbers.

(2) Yet. These concerns, and those of oilier local government authorities, were the
meason for initiation of the investigations.

(3) See, (1). The total cost of $60 000 for 1987-88 is being shared between State
Government agencies -- $30 000 -- and six metropolitan local government
authorities - $30 000.

LAND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT

Functional Review Commilte Report

1697. Mr MacKIhJNON, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Is the report by the Functional Review Committee on the assessment of the
Department of Land Administration to be made public?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Functional Review Committee report is part of the ordinary process of advice
to Goverrnent, and as such it is a confidential matter.

(2) Answered by (1).

ENVIRONMENT

Coogee Coastal Area Study: Consulhants

1698. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) When were consultants, Wilson, Sayer, Core Pty Ltd, appointed to undertake a
study on behalf of the State Planning Commission into the feasibility of
implementing option 2 of the Coogee coastal area study?

(2) Has that study been completed?

(3) If so, when will its findings be released?

(4) If the study has not been completed, when is it expected that it will be
finialised?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) August 1986.

(2) Yet.

(3) The study findings are being considered, and a decision on its release has not
been made.

(4) Not applicable.
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COMPANIES AND SECURITES ADVISORY CONMTrrEE

Establishment

1699. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Does the Government intend to establish a companies and securities advisory
committee, as indicated to me in answer to question 172 of 1986?

(2) If so, when will that commnittee be established?

(3) If it is not to be established, is the Government considering amending
legislation which will lead to the scrapping of thie registration of business
names?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) to (3) The appointment of a committee is being held in abeyance pending
clarification of the Commonwealth's proposed takeover of companies and securities
law.

EDUCATON: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Armadale: New Location

1700. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Where is the new Armadale primary school being built?

(2) What is the reason for the school being relocated?

(3) What is the total cost of building the new school?

(4) When will the school be ready for occupation?

(5) What is the cost of the site works involved in this project?

(6) Has any developer, or outside party, contributed to the cost of the site works,
or school project?

(7) If so, what was the extent of that contribution?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Carradine Road, Armadale.

(2) The existing site is being redeveloped for commercial purposes.

(3) $2 593 000 estimated project cost.

(4) Fourth school term, 1987.

(5) $528 476.

(6) Yes.

(7) $2 080 000.
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DOGS

Pit Bull Terriers: Reports

1701. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Has he received any reports on pit bull terriers?

(2) Does he intend to take any action with regard to pit bull terriers?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) I have received a number of letters on the subject of pit bull terriers following
references to them in the media. I have received no reports on this breed of dog.

(2) The Dog Act provides that where, in the opinion of the Minister, a specific or
mixed breed of dog is a potential danger, regulations may be made for its control.
Should evidence about problems with these dogs be advanced, appropriate inquiries
will be made.

HEALTH: FOODSTUFFS

Chemical Residues: Testing

1702. Mr BRADSH-AW, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has any extra testing been put in place to test for chemical residues in poultry,
park, sheep, eggs, beef, fruit, and vegetables in the wake of the beef problem?

(2) If so, what extra testing has been put in place?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(t) Yes.

(2) Testing of pig, sheep, and cattle carcases for the domestic market has been
introduced on a weekly basis for all large and medium-sized abattoirs in Western.
Australia, and is being progressively extended to all remaining abattoirs. The
sampling frequencies are at present -_

Cattle, one in 1~00 carcases;
pigs, one in 300 carcases;.
sheep, one in 1 000 carcases.

HEALTH: FOODSTUFFS

Chemical Residues: Budget Allocation

1703. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Agriculture:

How will the $600 000 allocated by Cabinet be used in the current chemical residue
problem in beef?

Mr GRILL replied:

$200 000 for the chemical buy-back programme; $400 000 for soil and animal
diagnostic services.
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AGRICULTURE: FARMERS

Quarantine: Chemical Residues

1704. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Agriculture:

Does the Government intend to compensate any farmers currently under quarantine
because of the pesticide problem under the Agricultural Products (Chemical
Residues) Act 1983?

Mr GRILL replied:

No. However, I have been consulting with the Federal Minister for Primary Industry
and Energy, Mr K~enn, with a view to making available from the Rural Adjustment
Scheme funds for the relief of financial hardship occasioned by such quarantine.

TECHNICAL AND FURTHER EDUCATION

Lecturers: Meal Allowances

1705. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is he aware that some technical and further education lecturers are obliged to
lecture at night after their day work, as part of their duty?

(2) Is he aware that night duty as outlined in (1) necessitates some lecturers
having their meal at the technical college where they work?

(3) Is he aware that no meal allowance is available to such lecturers?

(4) Is he also aware that public servants who work back at night-time in a TAFE
college are entitled to claim a meal allowance?

(5) Would he take steps to establish a meal allowance for TAFE lecturing staff
who are obliged to lecture at night after completing a day load?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Lecturers are required to teach within the range 20-23 hours per week at times
ranging from 8.00 am to 10.00 pm. Each hour worked after 5.30 pmn counts as one
and a half hours towards the weekly teaching load.

(2) -Under some unusual circumstances, a lecturer may be required to accept a
programme that results in having two consecutive meals away from home.

(3) Yes.

(4) Yes.

(5) No, because meal allowances are granted where officers are required to work
outside their regulatory hours. TAFE lecturers who teach in the evening as part of
their duty are working within their regulatory hours.
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TECHNICAL AND FURTHER EDUCATION

Functional Review Committee: Review

1706. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is he aware that a fuanctional review group has for some time been examining
the administration and organisation of technical and further education in
Western Australia?

(2) Can he indicate whether this group has concluded its work and presented its
report?

(3) Can he indicate when this report is going to be presented?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) This matter lies within the portfolio of the Minister for Works and Services and
Labour, Productivity and Employment.

TECHNICAL AND FURTHER EDUCATION

Fremantle College Librarian

1707. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Was the librarian of the Fremantle College of Technical and Further Education
physically assaulted by a student in the college library on Thursday, 5 March
1987?

(2) Was the incident reported to the Education Department?

(3) Was a request made for the assailant to be charged with assault?

(4) What action, if any, was taken by the Education Department?

(5) If the answer to (4) is none, would he explain why?

(6) What protection is given by the Education Department to members of teaching
and non-teaching staffs in its various schools and colleges?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (3) Yes.

(4) None.

(5) The department received legal advice that the correct procedure was for the
individual concerned to lay charges with the police, or bring a civil action for
damages, if appropriate.

(6) Permanent staff of dhe Education Department are offered the same protection as
other officers employed in the Government service.

3814



[Wednesday, 16 September 1987 31

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS

Smoking: Regulations

1708. Wr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for Education:

(1) What positive steps, if any, are being taken by the Education Department to
enforce administrative instruction 4.04 of "The Teachers' Handbook" which
states --

Smoking is forbidden on school premises, except in thie staffioom, at
any time.

(2) Does this instruction apply equally to teaching and non-teaching staff?

(3) Does this instruction apply to students?

(4) Are there any Government primary or secondary schools where areas are
provided where students are permitted to smoke?

(5) Does he consider that smoking should be prohibited in primary and secondary
schools?

(6) If the answer to (5) is yes, what steps will he take to ensure that such a policy
will be enforced?

(7) That is his attitude to smoking in a technical and further education college
where the majority of students are of mature age?

(8) Are staff in a TAFE college equally bound by administrative instruction 4.04
referred to in (1)?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The implementation of this policy rests with the principals of each school, in line
with the self determining concept of Better Schools.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes.

(4) There are no records kept on this matter.

(5) Yes. However, this is a matter for individual schools to implement according to
objectives within the school development plan. This is consistent with the Better
Schools report.

(6) Enforcement is a local issue in schools. Advice and resources for schools
wishing to address this issue is available from the department's occupational health
and safety unit and community resources such as national Heart Foundation and
Cancer Council.

(7) TAFE are reviewing policy and are likely to move towards designated smoking or
nonsmoking areas.

(8) No.
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HORTICULTURE: POTATOES

Cyst Nematode: Report

1709. Mr WArr, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Has the report being prepared for the Government on the potato cyst nenmatode
been completed?

(2) Has it yet been presented to him?

(3) What are the principle recommendations of the report?

(4) Is the report to be made public?

(5) If so, when, and if not, why not?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (25) 1 have agreed that the Western Australian Department of Agriculture defer
the finalisation of the strategy option paper until the requirements of authorities in the
Eastern States and overseas countries are better defined. This is in part dependent on
further resting in Western Australia, and this exercise is unlikely to be completed
before mid-1988.

In the coming season, the programmne involves the "fork testing" of all potato crops in
Western Australia.

I have issued a statement on this matter today, and have arranged for a copy to be
handed to the member today.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: GERALDTON

Committees. Expenditure

1710. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What amounts have been spent on commnittees since the 1986 election for
special projects in the Geraldron area?

(2) What are the details of each item?

(3) What does the Government list as its goals for the Geraldton area in the
current financial year?

(4) What is the estimated cost of each goal?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) and (2) Geraldton mid west region study management comunirree, $30 000 --
contribution to conduct of Geraldton mid west regional study; commnittee of reference
for redevelopment of Westrail marshalling yards, $50 000 -- prepare options for
redevelopnments of marshalling yards.

(3) (i) To facilitate economic and social development;

(ki) to provide essential physical and human services.
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(4) Expenditure for the implementation of (3) is spread across a number of portfolios
and includes operating as well as capital funds.

I: is not possible to isolate the specific cost of implementing these broad goals in the
Geraldton mid west region in isolation from. other State-wide programmes.

A number of individual projects are listed in the 1987-88 Budget papers.

REGIONAL DEVELO)PMENT: BUNBIJRY 2000

Achievements

1711. Mr WATT,' to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What does the Government list as its achievements for 1986-87 under the
Bunbury 2000 programme?

(2) What does the Government list as its goals for the 1987-88 financial year
under the Bunbuiy 2000 programmne?

(3) What is the percentage variation in the budget estimate for the South West
Development Authority for 1987-8 8?

(4) What are the reasons for the variation?

Mr CARR replied:

This question has been incorrectly addressed to the Minister for Regional
Development. It has ben referred to the Minister for The South West, and he will
answer it in writing.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: ALBANY TOMORROW

Achievements

1712. Mr WAIT, to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What does the Government list as its achievements under the Albany
Tomorrow programme?

(2) What does the Government list as its goals for the 1987-88 financial year
under the Albany Tomorrow programme?

(3) What is the percentage increase in the Budget estimate for the Great Southemn
Development Authority for 1977-88?

(4) Where will the additional amounts be spent?

-- The answer was tabled..-

(See paper No 347.)

V's)

3817



3818 [ASSEMBLY]

LAND PURCHASES

Albany

1713. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What land purchases are planned for die Albany region in 1987-88?

(2) Under what Budget item does the estimate appear?

Mr CARR replied:

I will reply in writing to the member as soon as the informnation has been compiled.

FOREST RESOURCES

Committee of Inquiry

1714. Mr WATT, to the Minister for The Sauth West:

(1) Has the "Independent Comnmintee of Enquiry into Forest Resources and
Values" completed its inquiry on behalf of the South West Development
Authority?

(2) Has a report been presented?

(3) What are the principal recommendations of the report?

(4) Is die report to be made public?

(5) If so, when, and if not, why not?

(6) What action is planned by Government to implement the recommendations?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The independent commninee of inquiry into forest resources and values made a
submission to the South West Development Authority. The inquiry was not made on
behalf of the Soudi West Development Authority.

(2) Yes.

(3) The submission makes recommendations on a range of uses for hardwoods, the
protection of forest reserves, use of incentive schemes for timber production, and
retention of vegetation and tourism in forest areas.

(4) and (5) The submission was made public in January 1987.

(6) The submission and subsequent public commnents were referred to the Department
of Conservation and Land Management as part of an overall South West
Development Authority submission on the draft timber strategy and regional
managemnent plans. The submission, along with many others, is still being considered
by the Department of Conservation and Land Management.
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BUILDERS' REGISTRATION ACT

Review

1715. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Is the Builders' Registration Act currently being reviewed?

(2) If yes, what body or person is doing the review?

(3) If no to (1), is it the intention of the Government to review the Act and
operation of the board?

(4) If yes to (3), when will this review take place?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) and (4) The Standing Committee on Government Agencies has been conducting a
review of the Builders Registration Board. The Council's report, scheduled for
tabling today, will be examined with respect to any recommendations connoting a
review of the Builders' Registration Act.

LIVESTOCK MARKET REPORT SERVICE

Sale

1723. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for Agricuilture:

(t) Is he considering a proposal to sell the Livestock Market Reporting Service --
LMRS?

(2) Is he considering a proposal to transfer the responsibility for livestock market
reporting to the saileyard operators?

(3) If yes to (1) or (2), has he had discussions with --

(a) the shire councils affected;

(b) the associated agency;

(c) the Western Australian Meat Commission?

(4) What has been their response?

-Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No. I have advised saleyard operators that the Government intends to recover the
cost of operating this service, and that operators wishing to have their yards covered
by the service will need to contribute to its cost.

(2) Members of Western Australian Livestock Salesmans Association have indicated
an intention to provide their own reports rather than contribute to the cost of LMRS.

(3) and (4) As indicated, a proposal has been put to the saleyard operators. The
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Western Australian Meat Commnission has given a positive response. I amn awaiting
final responses from the other operators.

REGISTRAR OF COOPERATIVE AND FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

Ministerial Responsibility

1724. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer.

(1) On what date did the position of Registrar of Cooperative and Financial
Institutions fall directly under the responsibility of the Treasuirer?

(2) What Minister was responsible for the Registrar's activities prior to the
Treasurer taking over?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) 24 October 1986.

(2) Minister for Housing.

DRAINAGE: BUSSELTON

Inquiry: Report

1725. Mr BLADCIE, to the Minister for Works and Services:

(t) When is the report of the Busselton drainage inquiry expected to be made
public?

(2) What are the reasons for the delay with the report?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

This question has been incorrectly directed. I have forwarded a copy to the Minister
for Water Resources, and he will reply in writing in due course.

SPORT AND RECREATION CAMPS

Vasse: Tenancy

1726. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) With regard to holiday and recreational camps at the Locke Estate, Vasse,

what is the Government's policy for future tenancy of current leaseholders?

(2) Does the Government or the Shire of Busselton have the deciding decision as
to whether the various individual organisations including church groups,
Legacy, Girl Guides, etc. shall have tenancy of the land?

(3) If so, to what extent and under what conditions, and would he detail?

(4) Further to (1) and (2), would he detail whether any of the conditions require
the approval of Parliament because of the provisions applying to Crown Class
"A" Reserves?
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Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The purpose of Class "A" Reserve No 22674 has been changed from "Camping &
Recreation" to "Recreation Camnp Sites and Group Holiday Accommodation", and the
Shire at' Busseiron will be seeking the agreement of current leaseholders to the
surrender of their leases in order that new leases with more appropriate conditions be
issued.

(2) The reserve is vested in the Shire of Bussehtor wit power to lease for 21 years
subject to formial approval by the Minister for Lands.

(3) Proposed conditions far new tenancy agreements have been prepared by the Shire
of' Busselton and are presently being considered.

(4) Parliamentary approval is only required for amendments to the reserve or its
purpose.

MINERALS: CRA EXPLORATION PTY LTD

Environmental Review

1727 Mr BLALKIE, to the Minister for Environment:

(1) Has he requested a review by the Environmental Protection Authority of
CRA's operations at Rudall River that could impinge on the national park in
that region and with what results?

(2) If no, why not?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) CRAE has exploration licences which partly cover a portion of the Rudall River
National Park. Strict conditions applying to exploration activities have been imposed
by the Minister for Mines on my recommendation in my portfolio of Minister for
Conservation and Land Management.

The Department of Mines has the responsibility of ensuring that those conditions are
adhered to. Exploration activities are also monitored by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management as one of the conditions.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SWAN BUILDING SOCIETY

Financial Condition

267. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:

What was the financial condition of the Swan Building Society when he handed over
the responsibilities of the Registrar of Corporative and Financial Institutions on 24
October 1986?

Mr WELSON replied:

I thank the member for notice of this question. In fact, I received notice of another
question which he has not asked. However, I anm pleased to answer this question. I
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thought the question was to be asked by another member of the Opposition -- perhaps
the member for East Melville may have jumped the gun.

As I recall it, the Financial condition of the Swan Building Society at that stage was
that which is reflected in the audited accounts of the society which were published in
The West Australian on 18 August 1986. If the member wishes, I will arrange for a
copy to be sent to him.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Reduction: Premier's Comm itment

268. Dr WATSON, to the Premier:

Is the Premier able to comment on the success of the Government commitment to
reduce State Government employment by three per cent to I July 1987?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Government's decision to reduce State Government employment by three per
cent evoked a great deal of scepticism on the part of the Opposition at the time the
policy was announced. Amongst the greatest sceptics was the member for Dale, who
is unfortunately not in this House tonight to hear the good news. I am sure that the
member for Moore, who has an abiding interest in things efficient, will be pleased
with the detail I am about to impart to him.

The three per cent employment reduction initiative exceeded its target. As at 30 June
1987, public sector employment was 97 218.4 full-time equivalents, a reduction of
3 294.3 full-time equivalents or 3.27 per cent on the 1986-87 budgeted figure. The
actual reduction was 3.27 per cent; arid it is appropriate that members express their
support for that achievement.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The public sector, so that members cannot argue about the
detail is defined as all departments and statutory authorities which employ full or
part-time support staff; those who report to or are responsible to a Minister of the
Crown or to Parliament, and are subject to the provisions of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act.

This excludes agencies operating as a competitive commercial enterprise. Obviously
the R & I Bank, for example, should be free to pursue unfettered its commnercial
objectives. It includes also agencies fully funded from other than state Government
sources, in particular, tertiary institutions funded by the Commonwealth.

I have a list of agencies which I can make available if requested which have been
excluded from the public sector for the purposes of employment monitoring and
control.

Categories of employees not included are members of Parliament -- while we might
seek a three per cent or greater than that reduction in the Opposition's ranks from time
to time, we do niot, in absolute terms, seek a three per cent reduction in the numbers of
members of Parliament.

Dr Gallop: What about full-time equivalents?

Mr BRIAN BUTRKE: Full-time equivalents -- it is hard because without wanting to
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anragonise the member for MA Lawley, having an estimation of him that probably
exceeds that which his colleagues have of him, there are some here with other
interests.

Dr Gallop: Is he a full-time member of Parliament?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: lie is a full-time equivalent. Categories of employees also
include members of advisory councils, commnittees, boards, etc; those receiving
remuneration on a fee for service basis; workers' compensation recipients -- excuse
me if I sound a little tired, Mr Speaker, but I was working until late last night. Same
people, when Parliament rises, go straight home. The member for Scarborough does
nor go straight home because he is a hard worker. The member for B alga also reports
for duty.

Categories of employees also include trainees under particular employment schemnes.
In conclusion, I am very pleased that we have reached the target and would like to
accept, whenever it is proffered, the congratulations of the Opposition.

SWAN BUILDING SOCIETY

Police Investigations

269. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Have the police completed their investigations of the Swan Building Society?

(2) Are the police also investigating any activities associated with the Teachers
Credit Society.?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) and (2) I am not aware of the answers and I suggest that the member puts the
question on notice.

SWAN BUILDING SOCIETY

SG!O Involvement

270. Mr Mac]KIN4NON, to the Treasurer:

(1) Who made the initial decision within the Government for the State Government
Insurance Office to be involved in the rescue of the Swan Building Society, and who
within Government reversed that decision to not involve the SGIO?

(2) Has the Government given any guarantees to the Home Building Society that it
will accept losses incurred by the Swan Building Society as a result of activities prior
to the takeover date?

(3) If the answer to (2) is yes-, what guarantees have been, given and what will the cost
be to the taxpayers and from what source within Government will the funds be
sourced?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) The Opposition has adopted a new tactic or there has been a change in
personnel or position of different Opposition members because the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition gave a question without notice to the Minister for Housing, and then
the member for East Melville asked the question. I thought then that the member for
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East Melville must have been a real corner within the ranks of the Opposition. Now I
have to report chat the Leader of the Opposition is asking a question which was given
to me in the name of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition -- chat is a reversal, but I
am happy to answer the question.

Government officers initially suggested there may be a role for the SGIO, but
following discussions with the industry, and legal advice, it was jointly determined
between officials and industry representatives that there was no real assistance that
could be provided by the SGIO.

In conjunction with the industry, guarantees have been given to meet the losses on
amalgamation. The level of cost to Government or to the industry of any losses will
not be known for some time. In the first instance any payments will be in the form of
the Treasurer's advance.

HEALTH

Patients' Travel Assistance Scheme: Escorts

271. Mr SCH-ELL, to the Minister for Health;

Why has the department determined that patients transported to Perth or to other
treatment centres. as inter-hospital transfers are only entitled to an escort under the
patients' travel assistance scheme if the Director General of Medical Services has
given his specific approval?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I cannot answer that question off the top of my head. If the member wants to put it on
notice I will answer it.

As promised, the patients' travel assistance scheme is presently under review. The
scheme was introduced on I January, and we said we would run it for six months and
at the end of that period we would review the operation of it. if that is one of the
problems of the scheme I hope that the member for Mt Marshall has taken up the
opportunity which I gave to him and to al members of Parliament to put mn
submissions in relation to that review and raise any matters they considered were
worthy of further consideration or were causing problems.

As far as the operation of the scheme is concerned, I believe it has been operating
very well. Certainly from the point of view of people who are using the scheme it is
the first rime they have been able to have access to funds when they need them rather
than have to wait three or four months, as was the case with the Commonwealth
scheme. At the same time, as with all schemes, we only have a certain amount of
money available. We have run this scheme on a fairly tight budget and we will
continue to run it on a reasonably tight budget. I hope that at the end of the review
period we may be able to make the scheme a little less restrictive than it is at the
moment.

If one of those restrictions is the one mentioned by the member for Mt Marshall, I am
more than pleased to have a look at it, but if the member wishes to put the question on
notice I will give it a considered reply. [ also hope the member has taken the
opportunity of putting in a submission to the group that is doing the review of the
patients' travel assistance scheme.
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BUILDING SOCIETIES

Reports

272. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Housing:

What regular reports did the Minister receive on the financial state of building
societies in Western Australia when be was the Minister responsible for overseeing
their operations?

Mr WILSON replied:

I did receive regular reports from the registrar. As I recall, those reports normally
covered a wide range of issues related to building societies, but not specifically their
rmnancial health.

SWAN BUILDING SOCIETY

Audit

273. Mr COURT, co the Minister for Housing:

Why bad not the registrar carried out an independent audit of the Swan Budlding
Society for more than 12 months before it had to be rescued?

Mr WILSON replied:

I have some difficulty answering that question. The initial question asked of me
covered up to 24 October. [ cannot answer for that 12-month period.

Mr Court: You were the Minister responsible for part of that time.

Mr WILSON: The member said for a 12-month period.

TRUCKS

Safety Plates

274. Mr WIESE, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Is it a fact that the Minister is now allowing rear marking plates of different styles or
locations to be fitted to tmucks after written applications for approval to the
Commnissioner of Police, arid if so, will the Minister now amend Regulations No 312
and 313 to allow these alternative plates to be fined without the need for written
application to and approval by the Commissioner of Police?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

The regulations have been tabled in Parliament recently -- I think earlier this week or
- at the end of. last week. On the question of written, applications to the Commissioner

of Police, as I understand it it is not a matter for consideration. I have indicated
recently to a local government authority which raised this matter with me that theft is
some flexibility in terms of the positioning of the rear marker plates, but that is all,
and there has been no direction as to the rest of the member's question.
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SWAN BUILDING SOCIETY

Corporate Affairs Department Investigation

275. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Treasurer:

(1) Does the Treasurer recall thac in his Press statement of 24 August when he
announced that the Corporate Affairs Commission was to assist in die investigation of
the financial affairs of die Swan Building Society, he said --

The investigation would centre on whether there had been breaches of the
Building Societies Act in die society's operation prior to the Home Building
Society assuming responsibility for Swan's affairs.

(2) Has the Treasurer asked the registrar to examine whether the Teachers Credit
Society has breached the Credit Unions Act in its operations prior to die R & I Bank
takeover, and if not, why not?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The Swan Building Society matter to which the Leader of the Opposition
referred followed from a report to mue that originated with the registrar. He is a
statutory officer with obligations under the Act to MCli! certain duties. I have not
asked the registrar whether the Teachers Credit Society involves anything
approaching that which caused hinm to make a recommendation to me about Swan.

Mr MacKinnon: You had no concerns in that regard?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I assume he will report to me.

Mr MacKinnon: You had no concerns?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I do not know of any concerns that are similar, but if the
member does, I suppose he can contact the registrar. I do not know of any concerns
in respect of Perpetual Trustees or WA Trustees.

Mr MacKinnon: They have not been required to be bailed out by the Government.

Mr BRIALN BURKE: No, that is true, but I hear things about Perpetual Trustees from
time to time.

Mr Court: What do you hear about Perpetual Trustees?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Just different things that I would not --

Mr Court: Tell us. You are being a smart alec.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Do I have to do everything the member tells me?

Mr Court: You have just made an allegation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I said I hear things from time to time, hut in any case what I am
saying is that I would expect the registrar, in whom I have confidence, to recommend
to me any action that he thought was appropriate. I could think of nothing worse than
having politicians trying to run building societies or teachers credit unions.

Mr Court: You have two serious problems on your hands. Sureiy you know the
extent of those problems.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but that was not the question. The answer is as I have
outlined.

PESTICIDE RESIDUES

Advisory Committee

276. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Has the Minister appointed or does the Minister intend to appoint art advisory
committee to deal with the pesticide residue problem in the south west?

(2) If yes --

(a) What are or will be the functions of the committee;

(b) who are or will be the people on the committee;

(c) what staff are or will be available to the committee;

(d) what is or will be the budget of the committee;

(e) are or will they in fact be a statutory committee;

(f) are or will the members be sworn to secrecy?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) Following a submission made to me by farmers, I agreed at a public
meeting in Manjimup on 4 September that a local committee of farmers would be set
up to work with the Department of Agriculture to assist in determining priorities for
departmental services to improve communications with growers and to generally
provide a forum for all the pesticide residue issues. Two committees have been
formed at Manjimup and Bunbury. Their membership has been determined in
conjunction with producer organisations and ethnic groups, to provide a wide range of
geographic and industry perspectives.

I understand the committees are working well and will meet at regular intervals. The
committees are a local initiative and are not set up under ministerial direction or
Statute. They have no staff or budget allocated to them, but operational expenses will
be met by the Department of Agriculture, and they are working with departmental
staff involved in pesticide residue problems.

The attention of the committee members has been drawn to the confidential nature of
some of the information available to them, and they have agreed to respect that
confidence.

TRANSPORT

-Bus Station; Sale

277. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is it correct that portion of the Perth Bus Station has been sold to the interests
associated with the third commercial television channel to be established ina Perth,
along with the balance of the land comprised in that area, including the Entertainment
Centre?
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(2) If that be the case, who is going to bear the cost of the required modifications to
the Perth Bus Station as a result of the sale?

Mr TROY replied:

(I) and (2 ) 1 understand the question relates to the bus station adjoining the railway
line. It is not correct that that part of the bus station is being sold; therefore, the
second pant of the question is not appropriate.

ABORIGINAL CORPORATIONS

Home Purchases

278. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the establishment of Aboriginal corporations in various
parts of the State of Western Australia?

(2) Is he further aware that these corporations have at their disposal funds for the
purpose of purchasing houses within their specific regions?

(3) If he is aware, does he condone the duplication of those services which are
already provided by the Aboriginal housing corporation and Homeswest?

(4) Has he any indication of the funds provided to those regional corporations, and
what is the source of those funds?

(5) Do these corporations have any follow-up or contact with the tenants
accommodated by the regional corporations to ensure they are not experiencing any
difficulties in their new environment?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) to (5) 1 am aware of the interest that the Southern Aboriginal Corporation has in
having some control over the amount of money allocated for housing within that area,
and I know they are having discussions with the Aboriginal Housing Board and the
Aboriginal Development Commission in respect of this mat-ter. [ do not think it has
gone beyond that point. They have sought from me, as the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, support in enabling them to set in place a scheme whereby they have some
internal decision making and control over the allocation of houses and the type of
people -- indeed, the people -- who go into them. I amn aware of that and of their
interest in seeking to have a greater input into that process.

Similarly, the eastern goldfields Aboriginal resource group in Kalgoorlie is seeking to
establish an arrangement whereby it will have a greater capacity to make
determinations in respect of the housing programmes in the goldfields. It is fairly
early days in respect of both of those organisations' interests and inquiries; and I am
not aware of there being any firm proposals.

I must say that I see somec real potential for its working effectively in this State.
Through our supportive policies we have been able to encourage the Southern
Aboriginal Corporation and the eastern goldfields resource group to cake a greater
role in sructuring and planning Aboriginal projects in those regions. We see this as
ant important exercise in the future, and to that end we as a Government are keen to
offer ongoing support wherever that is necessary and desirable. So in response to the
question, there are such interests being demonstrated in this State.

Mr Cowan: You now have three bodies responsible for housing for Aboriginal
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people. You have the regional corporations, the Aboriginal housing corporation, and
Homeswest itself. Don't you think that is a case of duplication?

Mr BRIDGE: If the member looks at it in that context it may be that these
corporations, as he terms them, are seeking to streamline that process, and that what
they are seeking to achieve is a way of doing that. That is why we are interested in
seeing where we can adjust the whole concept so the ADC, the Aboriginal Housing
Board, and these organisations do discuss these sorts of programmes in consultation
and agreement. Perhaps if they decide the local organisations are the more
appropriate bodies to deal with it in the ultimate determination and decision-making
process, that ordinarily would be a good process. It is in that context that we are keen
to talk about it with them and with the Ministers responsible for the other Government
agencies involved.

In the main it is a pretty realistic approach for them, given the desire that is now
emerging from Aboriginal people around the State to have more involvement in the
matters of interest to them that go on each day.

PRI VATISATION

Taxation Loss

279. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

In view of his statements some 18 to 20 months ago expressing his concern and
opposition to privatisation, how does his present latter-day privatisation policy view
the possible loss of revenue by the State Government in lost payments to the State of
part of the profits, in lieu of taxes to the Commonwealth, of Governent agencies?

Mr Brian Burke: I don't understand the question.

Mr MENSAROS: I will repeat it. About 18 months ago the Premier said that one of
his concerns about and opposition to privatisation was that it would mean a loss of
revenue to the State from those agencies being privatised that paid to the coffers of
the State Government in lieu of Commonwealth taxes. What is his view about this
now, with his present policy?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I think I do now understand the question. I would not pretend to answer it without
notice. I suppose I could, and try to make a reasonable fist of it, but I would prefer
the member to put it on the Notice Paper and I will give him a more detailed answer.

Mr Clarko: You are a bit sensitive on these questions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Not really. I could say to the member that those things losing
money would result in greater payments to the States if they were not losing money to
the public account. But I do not want to give him a flippant answer because a serious
answer can be provided, to everyone's benefit-

TRANSPORT

Bus Station: Sale

280. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does he consider that he is possibly incorrect in saying that no portion of the bus
station has been sold as part of the land transaction connected with the sale of the
Perth Entertainment Centre?
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(2) If he thinks there is any doubt, would he check furnher?

(3) Is it correct that the balance of the land that has been sold is Wesirail land?

(4) Will Westrail receive the proceeds of the sale of that land?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am quite happy to recheck those details, but I ion reasonably confident I
was accurate with the answer I gave the member previously.

(3) and (4) I will pursue these points as well. Itris a question of land ownership. My
immediate response is that I do not believe it is Westrail's, but [ would need to check
further. I am quite happy to do that and I will advise the member for Cotteslce
accordingly.

MIDLAND SALEYARD

Lease: Finalisation

281. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Bearing in mind the statements made by Mr Ellett of Prestige Brick in March this
year that arrangements for extension of the 15-year lease at the Midland saleyard
would be completed within two days, can the Minister advise this House whether they
have been completed?

(2) If so, what are the terms of the lease, and what is the lease fee payable for the
extended period?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) The Opposition seems absolutely intent on hounding Mr Ellett, a person
with a free enterprise background: a person who was until recently a strong supporter
of the Liberal Party; a person who simply wants to go about his own business in
respect of a brickworks. The problem the Opposition has is that that brickworks is
being set up in opposition to Midland Brick. The Opposition is endeavouring by one
means or another, some of them not particularly clean, to prevent that individual from
getting off the ground with a legitimnate enterprise.

As I indicated earlier, as a major concession to the livestock industry Mr Ellent has
very generously arranged for the lease of part of that complex back to the
Government for a period of 15 years, which was the request of the industry, rather
than six years. The actual rental will be decided at the appropriate time, which will be
some years hence.

Mr MacKinanon: Another two days!

Mr Brian Burke: What is this nervousness the Opposition has?

Mr GRILL: In the event of a disagreement between the WA Meat Commission and
Mr Ellent or Mr Ellent's company in relation to the rental, the matter will go to
arbitration. I do not know what will be the result of those negotiations and I do not
know what an arbiter is going to decide at some time in the future, probably some
years off. [ would suggest that the member desist from this attack on Mr Ellent, and
from these frivolous questions in Parliament.

Mr Lewis: Why did you sell it in the first place?
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PESTIIDE MIS USE
Environmenal Damage: Speaker's Ruling

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): Order! I advise members chat on checking the
questions on notice tonight I found that question 1684 infringes Standing Orders in
that it asks for a legal opinion. I have instructed that the question be removed and that
no answer be provided.


