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Etgatatn (tonwt
Wednesday, 20 November 1985

THE PRESIDENT (I-on. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 2.30 p~m., and read prayers.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
INQUIRY

Tabling of Documents by A uditor General:
Response

THE PRESIDENT: Honourable members,
the Clerk has some documents to table which I
will ask him to read.

The CLERK (Mr L, B. Marquet): I have
received the following letter from the Auditor
General of Western Australia, addressed to me,
and dated 20 November 1985-

ABORIGINAL LAND RIGHTS IN-
QUIRY-TABLING OF PAPERS

Your minute of November 19, 1985 ad-
vised me of the Legislative Council's Or-
der for the tabling of original statements of
expenditure in respect of financial assist-
ance provided by or through the Aborigi-
nal Liaison Committee together with such
written reports and certificates prepared
by me.

I report as follows:

The requirement to obtain statements of
expenditure from recipients was
implemented by the Chairman, Aboriginal
Liaison Committee and is seen as a reason-
able step to achieve accountability for
funds provided. The statements were re-
mitted initially to the Chairman. Hence I
do not have any of the original documents
submitted in acquittal of the financial as-
sistance provided, only photocopies of
those remitted which, I understand, have
been made available to the House by the
Deputy Commissioner, Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority.

The accounts of the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority have been audited.
The audit approach adopted for financial
assistance provided to help meet the cost
of submissions to (he Aboriginal Land
Rights Inquiry was to

(i) ensure that payments to the per-
sons or organisations were prop-
erly authorised; and

(ii) statements of expenditure were
returned in acquittance of the
financial assistance provided.

Under current audit practice standards it
is not necessary to examine all transactions
and vouchers to form an audit opinion.
Reliance can be placed on the results of test
checking of the relevant documents. How-
ever, in this instance all vouchers for pay-
ment of grants were checked and all ac-
quittances were tallied against the records
of financial assistance granted.

In order to certify a statement of the
financial assistance provided to each indi-
vidual recipient, my officers. have in recent
days again examined expenditure records
and I advise that the attached statement of
grants and expenditure acquittances fairly
present transactions in respect of the
financial assistance provided.

To form an opinion on whether the
statements of expenditure submitted by re-
cipients fairly present transactions it is
necessary to make enquiries of recipients
and to examine and assess their books and
accounts. In a recent opinion on another
matter, the Assistant Crown Solicitor
indicated that I do not have the legislative
authority to undertake an audit of the
books and accounts of non-government or-
ganisations in respect of financial assist-
ance provided by the Government. I have
therefore taken the view that the same situ-
ation prevails in relation to financial as-
sistance provided to Aboriginal communi-
ties and/or persons. Accordingly neither I
nor any of my officers have conducted any
such audits.

In many cases the monthly or periodic
financial statements submitted do not pro-
vide information on when expenditure was
incurred or full details of services obtained
or the amounts making up the various
expense items. Therefore, it is not possible,
from the information available, to form an
opinion on the manner in which the funds
were spent. The decision to provide
financial assistance is beyond the scope of
an audit opinion.

Reports issued by me on this matter were:

(i) Report on the books and accounts
of the Aboriginal Affairs Plan-
ning Authority for the year ended
June 30, 1984 (duplicate at-
tached);
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(ii) Management letter dated
December 27, 1984 to the Deputy
Commissioner, Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority (duplicate at-
tached); and

(iii) Minute dated November 12, 1985
to the Minister with Special Re-
sponsibi lily for Aboriginal Affairs
tabled in the House that day.

W. F. ROLSTON,
Auditor General.

November 20, 1985.
(See paper No. 3 42.)

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN
FUND) BILL

President's Ruling
THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths):

Honourable members will recall that yesterday
the Leader of the Opposition asked me to rule
on whether the Legislative Council may amend
the Appropriation (General Loan Fund) Bill
1985. Members will recall that I indicated at
the time that because of the publicity and me-
dia coverage that had been given to this matter,
I had already commenced some examination of
this question.

I explained that it was a complex and com-
plicated matter and, therefore, I ask members
to bear with me in what is a long and detailed
answer to that query.

The question is an important one;, it involves
a close examination of the custom and practice
of this Parliament and its two Houses, and re-
quires me to give meaning to words used in the
Constitution Acts. I therefore believe that I
should state the primary reasons supporting my
answer.

The powers of the Legislative Council and
the Legislative Assembly aver legislation are set
out in section 46 of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Adt 1899. Section 46 became the
sole constitutional provision following the
1921 repeal of sections 66 and 67 of the Consti-
tution Act 1889.

Were the powers of the two Houses co-equal
in all respects, section 46, including the prohib-
ition against tacking, would be largely redun-
dant except for subsection (8) which preserves
the financial initiative of the Crown. The real
purpose of section 46 is to restrict the Council's
powers of originating or amending "money
Bills" and, in a general sense, to preserve the
financial powers of the lower House in a
Westminster-style Legislature.

Section 46 is the result of an uneasy settle-
ment between the two Houses reached in stages
between 1890 and 1977. It by no means reflects
the totality of the views held by each House as
to the extent of its rights and privileges, as the
historical record shows.

Surprisingly, given that history, I can Find no
instance where the President has been asked to
rule on this particular issue. Most of the
controversy relates to the power of the Council
to press requested amendments.

As I see it, the Bill in question appropriates
revenue or moneys. I could stop there and rule
that on that basis alone the Bill is not one that
the Council may amend. The prohibition
against amendment is contained in section
46(2) which reads-

(2) The Legislative Council may not
amend Loan Bills, or Bills imposing tax-
ation, or Bills appropriating revenue or
moneys for the ordinary annual services of
the Government.

The first point I make I s that the Appropriation
(General Loan Fund) Bill is not the "Loan"
Bill, mentioned in the subsection, but a Bill
appropriating money for the purposes of the
General Loan Fund. The Loan Bill, the subject
of messages between the Houses in 1894 about
the Council's right to make, and then insist on,
suggestions, as requests were then described,
has been listed on the Council's Notice Paper
since 3 1 October.

if this IHouse has the power to amend the
Bill, it must be because it is not a Bill appropri-
ating public money for "the ordinary annual
services of the Government" and, clearly, that
is the real issue I have to decide. I have been
unable to find any precedent in the Western
Australian Parliament involving the meaning
and application of these words. However, this
issue has been considered more than once in
the Senate, and I am prepared to apply its
precedents to the question here. I inform the
House that my use of Senate precedent is based
on the near-identical language of the relevant
and comparable provisions in the State and
Federal Constitutions; it is not based solely or
primarily on the nature of the Senate and the
Council as upper Houses. The various State
Constitutions differ widely in their language
depending on the powers of.the upper House in
each case. As such, their experiences are not as
useful as those of the Senate.

The history and development of the meaning
and application of the phrase in issue is
contained in pages 374-388 of the fifth edition
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of Odgers' Senate Practice, and I do not intend
to reiterate what is said; but current practice
regarding Appropriation Hills in the Federal
Parliament is based on the 't965 compact"
referred to therein. In terms of that arrange-
ment, appropriations for the construction of
public works and buildings, acquisition of sites
and buildings, single item purchases of plant
and equipment in excess of a certain figure,
and new policies not otherwise authorised by
Act, are included in a separate Appropriation
Bill or Bills which is or are open to amendment
by the Senate. I should add that the appropri-
ations for the Federal Parliament are also
contained in a separate Bill. The fact that Par-
liament is not an ordinary annual service of the
Government has been accepted at the Federal
level. Similar approaches in this State have yet
to reach fruition.

The Senate appears to have defined the ex-
pression "the ordinary annual services of the
Government" by stating what does not consti-
tute those services and has covered the unfore-
seen by slating that the Parliament will decide
from time to time as occasion arises what other
appropriations should be the subject of a Bill
which the Senate may amend.

Two factors persuade me to the view that I
should rule that this Bill is one that may be
amended by this House. Firstly, the appropri-
ations made by the Bill, when enacted, faill
squarely within the categories adopted by the
Senate and accepted by successive Govern-
ments as being appropriate to treatment in a
separate measure open to amendment by the
Senate. Secondly, the fact that the services set
out in the Bill are contained in a separate
measure so as to avoid breaching section 46(6),
which forbids tacking the ordinary
Appropriation Bill, supports the inference that
they are not seen by the State Government as
being services for the ordinary annual services
of the Government. I decline to create a
precedent by trying to provide an exhaustive
list of those services which, in my opinion, fall
within the meaning of those words at this point
in time. This issue may arise at a future time
and I do not wish what I have to say on this
occasion to be taken as a final determination.
Accordingly, I say no more than that to fall
within the prohibition against amendment, the
appropriations must be to maintain the usual
and general costs of Government
administration from year to year. New policies
and works should be contained in a separate
Bill so as to avoid a breach of subsection (6), to
which I have already referred.
(150)

I have said on a previous occasion that the
restrictions contained in section 46 are to be
read narrowly so as noc to conflict unnecess-
arily with the rights of this House to deal with
proposed laws as it thinks fit. In this case, I
believe that it would be an unwarranted exten-
sion of the application of subsection (2) were I
to hold that it applies to Bills appropriating
money other than for the ordinary annual ser-
vices of the Government. Accordingly, I have
no hesitation in holding that the Bill is open to
amendment by this House. I therefore answer
the question formally in the affirmative. The
Appropriation (General Loan Fund) Bill 1985
is not a Bill appropriating revenue or moneys
for the ordinary annual services of the Govern-
ment.

Miniserial Statement
HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central

Met ropol itan-Attorney General) [2.46
p.m.J-by leave: Mr President, the issue raised
by Mr Masters' question is complex in nature
and I will take an early opportunity to consider
your statement in detail. I do not propose at
this stage to challenge your ruling formally.
However, I do indicate that the Government
does not share your view of the nature of the
Appropriation (General Loan Fund) Bill. On
the advice available to the Government, it is
not the case that the Bill is open generally to
amendment by this House.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT ACT

Honorary Royal Commission Report:
Ministerial Statement

HON. J1. M. DERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [2.47
p.mjn.-by leave: On behalf of the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management, I take
the opportunity to give a brief Government
response to the Honorary Royal Commission,
and in. so doing I thank Hon. Sandy Lewis for
providing copies of the report to the Govern-
ment prior to its tabling.

Obviously, the Government will require
some time to absorb the contents of the report,
and before any formal response can be made,
the Government will seek the views of the pub-
lic on the recommendations contained in the
report. However, the Government does take
this opportunity to congratulate the Royal
Commissioners on the report that they have
tabled. Many of the recommendations in the
report undoubtedly are controversial. There are
some relatively minor criticisms of the depart-
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ment, but a large number of the
recommendations are obviously very sound
ones which the Government welcomes.

The Honorary Royal Commission has obvi-
ously put a large amount of time and effort into
producing this report, and the quality of the
report reflects the enthusiasm of members of
the Honorary Royal Commission for the sub-
ject matter.

I am pleased to say that many of the key
recommendations of the report have already
been taken up and are being implemented by
the Department of Conservation and Land
Management under the direction of the Minis-
ter for Conservation and Land Management.
For example, the department has already
initiated the formulation of land management
plans in a number of national parks, nature
reserves, and State forests. Three major re-
gional land management plans for the
south-west of the State are also being
formulated.

The department is also very conscious of the
need for greater public participation in land
management and has made a number of initiat-
ives in this area, and the support of the com-
mission for this approach is welcome. For
example, the Department of Conservation and
Land Management launched its first pilot
scheme of public participation in the
Mundaring region only two weeks ago. Over 90
people, representing a range of community
interests in that district, attended a public
meeting organised by the Department of Con-
servation and L-and Management to facilitate
public participation in land management.

I am also pleased to say that the Department
of Conservation and Land Management has
commenced work on developing an improved
system of land classification for national parks
and reserves, and State forests. Another initiat-
ive which the commission has recommended,
which has already been taken up by the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Land Management,
is the recommendation concerned with the res-
ervation and classification of marine areas.

Mr President, in summary, I again congratu-
late the members of the commission for the
report. I am sure some of the recommendations
that they have made may be controversial, but
the Government respects the forthright manner
in which the commission has presented its
views.

The report of the Royal Commission will be
of valuable assistance to the Minister for Con-
servation and Land Management, who is

required, under section 144(1) of the Conser-
vation and Land Management Act, to review
the performance of the Department of Conser-
vation and Land Management by 31 December
this year. This review is aready under way.

I table these notes.
(See paper No. 343.)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
INQUIRY

Tabling ofDocumnents by Aboriginal Affairs
Mlanning Authority: Response

Debate resumed from 19 November.
HON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North)

[2.55 p.m.]: The Opposition has taken note of
the paper tabled in the name of Mr B. W.
Easton, Deputy Commissioner of the Aborigi-
nal Affairs Planning Authority, and agrees that
Mr Easton has complied with the order of the
House; and I urge the House to support the
motion moved by the Leader of the House.

Question put and passed.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon. D. ..

Wordsworth) in the Chair; Hon. Peter
Dowding (Minister for Employment and Train-
ing) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title and principal Act-
Hon. P. H. WELLS: The response by the

Minister to the second reading debate was ap-
palling. He did not consider taking anything on
board that had been said during the debate,
and used the age-otd excuse that the Com-
mittee stage was the time to deal with each of
the questions raised. The debate was one of the
few in this Chamber in which we found mem-
bers of the Government, other than the Minis-
ter, participating. The debate involved more
members than normal.

Mon. Kay 1-allahan interjected.
Mon. P. H-. WELLS: If Hon. Kay Hallahan

would like to check the Hansard, she would
find that the statement I have made is correct.
The Minister decided to ignore members' con-
tributions to the debate and made no effort to
answer them, despite the fact that he could
have asked the House to adjourn and obtain
advice from his adviser as to the wide range of
comments made in a number of areas that
should have been seriously considered-areas
that suggest there may be defects and over-
sights.
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Several members interjected.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: It is rather interesting to

hear those interjections, from which one would
expect that any examination of the Govern-
ment's Bill would delay it. I would have
thought that elected representatives of the
people would be able to come into this place
and examine some of that legislation.

The normal procedure is that there is a re-
sponse to a second reading debate, and usually
that response gives some answers to the wide
range of matters brought up. In those cases,
either the Minister disagreed with the com-
ments or in some areas was willing to take them
on board. I am aware that the Minister hand-
ling the Bill is not the Minister responsible, but
he is capable and, when he wants to, can work.
Last night was not one of those nights.

H-on. G. C. MacKinnon: The Minister hand-
ling the Bill is the Minister responsible.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Thanks very much, Mr
MacKinnon. I would have thought some of that
responsibility in respect of this Chamber would
relate to second reading speeches, and a re-
sponse to second reading debates. However, in
his performance last night the Minister said, in
one case, that this was the type of Bill where
questions could be answered at the Committee
stage.

It would be impossible to answer the ques-
tions raised in relation to this Bill at the Com-
mittee stage because a number of the areas
raised during the debate highlighted defects in
the Bill, as well as areas that were not con-
sidered.

They were areas the department should have
been able to take on board so as to consider the
precedents in legislation elsewhere. Those com-
ments were not made willy-nilly, but with due
consideration.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: They were very much
out of date.

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: Those Acts were brought
in by Labor Governments in the last 12
months. I happened to be reading from
Victorian legislation.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: I don't think you can
read very well.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: That shows the mem-
ber's bias and her incapability to understand. I
thought the Minister, the person responsible
for the Bill in this Chamber, should have given
better consideration to the wide range of issues
raised in that debate. He failed to do so, which
is a reflection of his attitude to this Chamber.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: I am driven to
respond in defence of that short attack on my
performance last night. The members who
spoke and raised specific issues last night made
it clear they were issues affecting specific
clauses, and consideration of those clauses is
where the issues should be considered. In re-
lation to problems with the Bill, they are prob-
lems of detail, because I think Hon. Tom
Knight, Hon. Phillip Pendal, and others all said
they would support the second reading but had
concerns about specific aspects of the Bill. The
answer to the member's comments is that un-
less there is an issue of policy, we deal with
other matters during debate on the clauses.

I do not want to prolong these debates in the
way Hon. Peter Wells may wish to by saying
everything three times. I do not recall a major
Bill when he has not risen and either
complained about the lime he has had to look
at legislation, or has wanted adjournments for
some time, or more help from Government
sources so that he could understand the Bill
better or indeed has complained that the Min-
ister has not explained something to his satis-
faction. Mast members opposite have been able
to manage this difficult issue without
complaining about it, and I hope H-on. Peter
Wells will be able to join their company in the
future.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: The Minister's last
remark did not befit him, because in terms of
this Bill I made no complaint about time. I
made a number of comments that did not fall
within debate during the Committee stage; a
number of comments were made which had
nothing to do with specific clauses. The Minis-
ter has demonstrated on this Bill, as with a
number of Bills, that it is doubtful whether he
has read it and is therefore unable to make a
contribution.

Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON: I have
been a member of this Chamber for nearly nine
years and I have heard a number of Ministers,
including Liberal Ministers, say that certain
issues should be dealt with at the Committee
stage. In my time here I have not heard any
member get up as consistently as Hon, Peter
Welts does and denigrate and insult Ministers.
It is time he stopped doing so and learnt a bit
about the way this Chamber behaves. He has
gone beyond everything and it is time he learnt
how to behave himself.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not believe
this has anything to do with clause 1.

Clause put and passed.
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Clauses 2 to 9 put and passed.

Clause 10: Sections SE to 5G inserted-.

Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: During the secon d
reading debate I inquired about the position of
a natural father in relation to proposed section
5G. That section requires that where a person
can establish to the satisfaction of the judge
that his paramount interest is the welfare of a
child, he may be given leave to intervene. Does
the natural father of the child have to establish
that his paramount interest in intervening is
the welfare and interest of the child, or does he
have a right to intervene by virtue of his being
the natural father?

Hon. PETER DOWDING: The natural
father's right to intervene in relation to the
adoption application is laid down by proposed
section 5G, and he also has a right to apply to
the Family Court for custody of or access to the
child. In either event that would be a matter
heard at the same time as the adoption appli-
cation. Nothing in proposed section SG pre-vents his right to make that application before
the adoption application is proceeded with.
Once the adoption application is dealt with we
have a different situation; but prior to the ap-
plication for adoption he has a right to apply
under the Family Court Act for either of these
rights in respect of the child. If he makes that
application, that and the adoption application
are heard together. Authority exists for that
proposition.

Hon. I. G. MEDGAUF: I thank the Minister
for his reply. I raised the question because
when I was Attorney General I referred to the
Law Reform Commission the question of the
rights of natural fathers. This does not affect
only adoptions, because in a number of other
actions the natural fathers appear to be out on
a limb. They are in a difficult situation if they
are unable to appear before a court with a view
to making representations that they have a per-
sonal interest in the matter. The interest is not
always exclusively concerned with the welfare
and interest of the child. In saying that, I em-
phasise that I agree that the major concern
must be the welfare and interest of the child.

I agree entirely with that and since I have
taken an interest in this subject I have never
departed from that view. The welfare and the
interest of the child must be paramount, and it
must usurp the rights of the natural father,
natural mother, or adopting parents. It really
must come first because it is paramount not
only in our adoption laws but also in our child
welfare laws. Nevertheless, in saying this, we

must not forget that the natural father who is
prepared to admit paternity, or who indeed fre-
quently embraces paternity wholeheartedly,
does have some rights. The law in the past may
have tended to overlook some of the rights of
the adopted child and indeed of the natural or
relinquishing mother. Frequently the rights of
the natural father are entirely overlooked. I am
talking about a natural father who in fact is
prepared to accept his obligations as a father
and not one who denies paternity and gets as
far away from the scene as he can, having
fathered the child. This point is important.

I see that we are now adopting a section
which includes the natural father He will have
to satisfy the judge that his main interest in the
matter is the welfare and interest of the child.
Without quarrelling with the aspect of the wel-
fare and interest of the child, I am concerned
that the natural father is being overlooked. I
am not proposing to suggest an amendment,
but I draw the Government's attention to the
fact that this matter has been referred to the
Law Reform Commission. I do not know what
stage it has reached; indeed, the matter might
have been shelved or given a low priority by
the Government or by the Law Reform Com-
mission for other reasons. It is a matter which,
with all due respect, is not really answered by
the Minister's comments. He is really talking
about the situation in relation to custody of
and access to children through the Family
Court. While the matter could be heard simul-
taneously, if a father had not applied for cus-
tody or access he would have to apply under
new section 5G.

Hon. Peter Dowding: That is correct.

Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I draw the Minister's
attention to this matter. I do not think the
Minister really needs to make any further com-
ment unless he really wishes to do so. It is a
matter to which the attention of the Govern-
ment and the department should be directed
because there is concern in certain quarters
that the natural father's rights should not be
overlooked.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 11 to 18 put and passed.

The CHAIRMAN: I draw members' atten-
tion to the fact that the Minister has on the
Notice Paper a new clause 19. We will go
through the Bill and then come back and
handle the new clause separately.
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Hon. Peter Dowding: I appreciate that. May
I move that so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would prevent this matter from
being debated now?

The CHAIRMAN: Unfortunately, that is not
a procedural motion that can be undentaken by
the Chairman of Commutes.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I will report progress
then.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit
again, on motion by Hon. Peter Dowding
(Minister for Employment and Training).

As to Committee Stage: Suspension of Standing
Orders

HON. PETER DOWDING (North-Minis-
ter for Employment and Training) [3.19 p.m.,]:
I move-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would allow the Committee
to consider a New Clause out of time.

Question put and a division called for.

Bells rung and the House divided.

Point of Order

Hon. MARGARET McALEER: Surely, Mr
President, that was a motion to seek leave?

The PRESIDENT: The motion requires an
absolute Majority. While the bells are ringing, I
remind honourable members that when they
are moving motions in this House there is a
requirement that they hand to the President a
written copy of their motion. Members babble
several sentences that they have been rehears-
ing and take it for granted that the President
will remember what they have said. 1 certainly
cannot do so, particularly when I am not in the
House.

Result of Division

Division resulted as follows-
Ayes 15

Hon. J. M. Berinson Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. J1. M. Brown Hon. Kay Hallahan
Kion. E. .1. Charlton lHon. Robert Hetherington
Hon. D. K. Dans Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. Peter Dowding Hon. Tom McNeil
Hon. Graham Hon. Mark Nevill

Edwards Hon. S. M. Pianiadosi
Hon. Lyla Elliott Hon. Fred McKenzie Celr

Hon .C. J. Belt
Hon. V. J1. Ferry
Hon, Tom Knight
Hon. A. A. Lewis
Hon. P. H. Lockyer
Hon. G. C.

MacKinnon
Hon. G. E. Masters
Hon. 1. G. Medcalt

Noes 16
Hon, N. F. Moore
Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. 1. G, Pratt
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. P. H. Wells
Hon. John Williams
Hon. Margaret McAleer

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Consideration of Tabled Paper

Debate resumed from 6 November.

HON. LYLA ELLIOTT (North-East Metro-
politan) [3.21 p.m.]: Some 14 years ago I had
the privilege of making my maiden speech in
this Chamber when I moved the Ad-
dress-in-Reply at the opening of the
Twenty-seventh Parliament of western
Australia. In that maiden speech I advocated
electoral and parliamentary reform, and a bet-
ter deal for Aboriginal people. As part of that
better deal I suggested kibbutzim style develop-
ment for the people who did not want an urban
lifestyle. I guess it was my version of land rights
at the time. I had seen how successful the
kibbutzim in Israel were, and knowing how im-
portant land was to our indigenous people I
thought it was the answer.

That was over 14 years ago and we still do
not have electoral or parliamentary reform,
and very few Aboriginal people have realised
their dream of settling on the land of their an-
cestors. I am more than a little sad that I shall
be leaving the Parliament before these two vital
issues have been resolved. I say this because
one change is necessary before we can claim
true democracy in this State, and the other is
necessary before a race of people can regain
their pride, their health, and their full place
alongside the wider community.

I have found during the past 14 years that,
contrary to popular belief, the life of a member
of Parliament is not easy. It can involve long
hours, hard work, frustration, and disruption to
one's family life, It can also be very stressful.
This is particularly so for a person like myself
who has always found public speaking difficult.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Order! I call all
members to order. The honourable member is
addressing the House, and it is quite rude to
carry on audible conversations while she is
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doing so. I will repeat what I said yesterday:
Any member carrying on an audible conver-
sation or interrupting will be dealt with.

Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: As I was saying, the
life of a member of Parliament can be stressful,
but it can be both educative and rewarding.
Looking back through some of my speeches
reminded me that I had to become an instant
expert on such things as effluent disposal at
Midland Abattoirs, steel-jawed rabbit traps,
rubbish disposal, the economics of the charcoal
iron industry, and do-it-yourself funerals.

If I was to be asked what 1 found most
rewarding about serving as a member of the
State Parliament I think I would say two things.
The first is the very great privilege denied to
other people in the community, and that is ac-
cess to a forum in which one can publicly raise
any issue or any injustice that one feels Strongly
about. This has given me cause for great satis-
faction.

Over the years I have been able to raise
hundreds of issues concerning my electorate or
the community generally. Some of these related
to the problems of women such as equal oppor-
tunity, rape, domestic violence, and family
planning. Others included child welfare, care of
the aged and mental health patients, a better
deal for disabled people, animal welfare, and
nuclear disarmament.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and a Deputy Chairman of Com-
mittees (Hon. John Williams) are contravening
the proper command from this Chair. I am not
going to warn them again.

Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: This is my last
speech and I am going to say some nice things
about members. I was hoping some of them
would be listening.

The other rewarding aspect of being a mem-
ber has been the electorate work. In addition to
enabling me to help solve a lot of constituents'
personal problems, it has brought me into con-
tact with hundreds of wonderful, selfless people
in the community who devote a great deal of
their time and energies in a voluntary capacity
to improving the quality of life of others in this
State.

For the greater pant of my term the Labor
Party has been out of office. However, I want
to say that I was particularly proud to be here
in the days of the Tonkin Government and for
the first term of the Burke Government. There
is no doubt in my mind that the present
Government will be returned with an even
greater majority at the next election. It has

been a magnificent Government with an out-
standing record in virtually every field of hu-
man endeavour. I am particularly proud of its
achievements in the areas of social law reform,
women's issues, industrial relations, job cre-
ation, housing, and education. It has shown
imagination and brought a fresh approach to
Government administration and regional de-
velopment. At the end of its first term I believe
it can rightly claim to have made an enormous
contribution to the well-being of Western
Australians as a whole.

A lot of problems are still to be tackled by the
State, but the solution to many of them will
only be achieved in conjunction with the Fed-
eral Governiment because of the financial im-
plications. I refer in particular to the growing
number of people living in poverty. The State
Government can ameliorate the situation with
concessions in the services it provides, but the
major solution lies in the macro-economic poli-
cies of the Federal Government.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the
House knows that he cannot wander around
the Chamber in front of a member who is on
her feet. The member is making her final
speech and everybody seems to be doing every-
thing that is disorderly. I am getting quite sick
and tired of it.

Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I may have chosen
the wrong time to make roy speech.

The PRESIDENT: Hon. Lyla Elliott did not
choose the wrong time; she chose the proper
time.

IHon. LYLA ELLIOTT: One area where the
State can make important changes for the bet-
ter is that of violence in the home. As members
will be aware, the Government earlier this year
set up a task force to investigate the extent and
nature of domestic violence in Western
Australia and to make recommendations on the
way in which the laws and services should be
changed to better respond to the needs of vic-
tims. A great deal of hard work has been done
by the members of the task force, and we
are soon to present our report and
recommendations to the Government. I earn-
estly hope and request that that report will be
released to the public and that the
recommendations will be implemented as
quickly as possible.

There is in fact a great need to look at the
causes of violence in all its forms in our society
and to try to remove some of those causes. I
dealt with this during the debate on the Acts
Amendment Sexual Assaults Bill, and I will not
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repeat what I said then other than to say that I
believe it is one of the most serious social issues
facing us, and it should be tackled on a broad
front, starting with child abuse and violence
against women.

The worst form of violence, of course, is war
and the ultimate is a nuclear war, which would
destroy us all. I therefore do not want to leave
this Parliament without once again adding my
insignificant voice to the many thousands of
people throughout Australia, and indeed
throughout the world, who are calling, in fact
begging, for an end to the insane nuclear arms
race. Two of the papers presented to the
ANZAAS Congress in Melbourne in August
this year dealt with a very sad result of the
tension created by the super powers' strggle
for nuclear supremacy. It is one that is often
overlooked, and that is the effect it is having on
children. One of the speakers, a senior lecturer
in psychology at La Trobe University, said that
77 per cent of Australian children expected a
nuclear war which they did not expect or wish
to survive. How can we expect our young
people to develop responsible, caring attitudes
when they are living constantly in the shadow
of the threat of extinction? The most important
human motivation is the ability to dream-not
only about one's own future but about a better
world for everybody. If we take this away, what
is left? Despair, cynicism, and a feeling of
hopelessness.

The possession of nuclear weapons has not
prevented war. Since World War It there have
been 105 major wars, causing an estimated 16
million deaths, mainly among civilian popu-
lations. The terrifying thing is the very real
possibility that one day one of these wars, or a
computer failure, or human error, will lead us
into a nuclear conflict.

We know that on two occasions the World
was on the brink of a nuclear war; firstly during
the Cuban missile crisis in 1962, and secondly
during the Yom Kippur War in 1973 when the
North West Cape base was put on full alert,
without the knowledge of the Australian
Government. On at least five occasions
misreading of radar brought the world super
powers close to the use of nuclear weapons.

The world is placing great hope in the meet-
ing this week between the leaders of the two
nuclear super powers, Mr Reagan and Mr
Gorbachev. Should this meeting fail to produce
any glimmer of hope for a reduction in tension
between the United States and the Soviet
Union, or a willingness to negotiate arms re-
duction, I believe the time has arrived for the

rest of the world, including the countries in the
Eastern Bloc, to start putting pressure on these
two countries in a practical way-that is to say
to .both the USSR and the USA, "We do not
want-to be part of your dangerous power game
which is placing the entire world in such jeop-
ardy; we do not want your bases on our soil or
your warships in our waters". Unless some
positive, drastic steps are taken to force a halt
in the madness of military nuclear technology,
all the efforts of the nations of the world to
improve the lot of their peoples will be just a
waste of time.

Finally, before I conclude my remarks, I take
the opportunity to place on record my
appreciation to a number of people. If I have
been able to make a contribution in some small
way through serving as a member of this Parlia-
ment, I have two people to thank more than
any others. They were the late Joe Chamber-
lain, for whom I worked for some 18 years, who
helped to shape my views as a democratic
socialist, and the late Ruby Hutchison who
talked me into standing for her seat when she
retired in 1971. Both these people in my
opinion were outstanding servants of the Labor
movement who deserve proper recognition for
the role they played in Labor's history, particu-
larly during the dark days of McCarthyism of
the 1950s and 1960s, when the Australian
Labor Party was under attack by extreme
right-wing forces in this country.

But there are others I would also like to
thank: Firstly, my friends in the Labor move-
ment, both in the Parliament and outside.
Having served at most levels of the Labor Party
since 1952 has afforded me the great oppor-
tunity of meeting hundreds of people over the
years, many of whom became good friends. I
am particularly grateful to all those who, de-
spite all the difficult and discouraging years in
Opposition, have retained their faith in the
party and continued to support it and the can-
didates endorsed by it, including me.

Mr President, many verbal fights rake place
in both Chambers of this Parliament between
the members of the three parties. We get angry
with each other at times and sling a lot of in-
sults, but I express my thanks to the members
of the Opposition parties, particularly you, Sir,
for the many kindnesses and courtesies shown
to me outside the House. It is always a surprise
to new members, I think, when they come here
and learn that the members of the other parties
do not have two horns and a tail after all, and
that they really can be quite nice human beings
despite their adherence to the wrong ideology.
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Another group of people I want to thank is
the staff of Parliament House. The courtesy
and standard of service from all departments in
this building is outstanding. I refer to the
Clerks and staff of both Houses, particularly
this Chamber, Mansard, the Library. the dining
room, the other attendants, and our very
pleasant telephonists. I express my
appreciation to them all for helping to make
my job a lot easier.

I now pay a special tribute to the people who
share many of the burdens placed upon mem-
bers by the demands of their constituents. and I
refer to the electorate secretaries. I will never
understand how members survived in the days
before the advent of electorate secretaries. Of
course, life was not so hectic then. There did
not seem to be the demands on members that
we see today. Parliament, for example, sat for
much shorter periods, said less and did less. In
1955 Hansard consisted of 2 31 1 pages; last
year it was 7 35 1,

Strangely enough, I think that despite the
fact that members did less work in those days
and serviced their electorates less it is sad but
true to say they probably had more respect
from the public. However, be that as it may, I
am sure all members would wholeheartedly
agree with me that life in Parliament today
would be impossible without those dedicated
people in their offices.

I have been blessed with excellent secretaries
who have been loyal, hard working and ef-
ficient. My present secretary Mrs Alma
Whitehouse, with her happy nature and intense
loyalty and conscientiousness, is a pleasure to
work with. So I would like to place on record
my sincere thanks to Alma and her
predecessors for their invaluable assistance to
me over the years.

Finally, I take the opportunity-] know it is
a little early, but this might be my last oppor-
tunity in this House-to wish all members,
staff, and their families all the best for the
coming festive season, a peaceful 1986-State
election notwithstanding-and to those mem-
bers who are retiring with me, may they have a
long, happy and healthy retirement.

[Applause.]

HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [3.41
p.m.]: I take this opportunity to raise a number
of matters under the examination of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund, Estimates of Rev-
enue and Expenditure which have been laid on
the Table of the House.

Firstly, I refer to the State Emergency Ser-
vice. Honourable members are well aware that
on previous occasions I have raised matters
concerning the State Emergency Service, es-
pecially in regard to the south-west region, an
office for which is based at Bunbury.

I refer to the Minister for Police and Emerg-
ency Services, and Local Government esti-
mates for the year ended 30 June 1986, which
appear on page 85 of the Estimates, and to item
1 5. The State Emergency Service is estimated
to spend in the next 12 months an amount of
$1 122000. which is an increase of $67000
over the 19 84-8 5 expenditure. It is a very small
increase when one considers that it serves the
whole of Western Australia. Over the last year
or two we have been very fortunate that we
have not had too many natural disasters, but
they do occur and they will occur again.

I was amazed to find that the Government
has not provided extra funding for the
south-west region State Emergency Service, be-
cause this matter has been brought to its atten-
tion on several occasions. The south-west re-
gion office is based at Bunbury which, in geo-
graphical terms, covers the area extending from
Bunbury to Lake Grace in the east, and through
the upper great southern region including
Brookion and Wagin, to Collie.

The point is that a regional director is based
at Bunbury and is supplied with an office and a
telephone. I understand that he is not supplied
with proper radio equipment which can service
the area efficiently. In addition, there is no
provision for proper headquarters in that im-
portant region.

The Government has put emphasis on its
progressive development of the south-west, and
this has been espoused through its well
published "Bunbury 2000" strategy, but it has
not worked as far as the State Emergency Ser-
vice is concerned.

It is on public record, not only from me, but
also from responsible people in the south-west
and upper great southern regions, that the
lBunbury region has been starved of proper
funds to provide the right equipment to deal
with emergencies that may arise.

I cannot understand the Government's
position on this matter. I would think, having
provided facilities and equipment in other
areas of the State-admittedly those areas also
suffer from disasters-that the Government
would have made sure that the south-west re-
gion was the leader as far as the provision of

4776



[Wednesday, 20 November 19851]77

emergency services is concerned. The Govern-
ment stands condemned for its lack of atten-
tion in this area.

I hate to say it. but it will take a damn good
disaster and emergency situation to wake up
the Government. Unfortunately, the Govern-
ment is slow in this regard. No doubt there will
be a disaster some tine in the future, and the
Government will have to act;, that is, if it is in
office. I suggest that in the new year it may not
be in office and that the newly elected Govern-
ment will give this matter priority.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 p.mi.

Hon. V. J, FERRY: I looked at my file re-
cently and realised that in February 1984 1
mentioned in a Press statement that the
south-west and upper great southern region was
being deprived of an adequate State Emergency
Service regional headquarters. I also mentioned
that I had raised the matter in Parliament fol-
lowing a severe storm in Bunbury which did
considerable damage in August the previous
year, 1983. Some two years later, in 1985, one
would have thought that the Government
would have given some attention to the matter.

I noticed also that in October 1984 1 issued a
further Press statement saying that the Govern-
ment had deferred any consideration of ap-
provals for a new regional SES headquarters
until after it had received the report of the
emergency services review, That review was
completed some time ago. As honourable mem-
bers would be well aware, a four-man com-
mittee reviewed the SES and came down with
three separate reports. Subsequent to that, the
whole package was handed to the Com-
missioner of Police to make him officially re-
sponsible for the service. I have made com-
ments about that before. I do not believe it is a
proper structure; the service needs to be tackled
in an appropriate way. However, that is the
case as it now stands.

I am absolutelIy appalled that the Govern-
menit has not redressed this deficiency. As I
said earlier, I am afraid it will take another
natural disaster of some consequence before
the Government will act. The Commissioner of
Police is now responsible for the SES. I would
imagine that it is hoped that the regional
coordinator of the SES for the southern region
will operate through the police network. Again,
that is highily unsatisfactory because the police
have their own work to do in any case;, the
system lacks coordination.

I am especially appreciative and mindful of
the wonderful work being done by the volun-
teer emergency groups, as distinct from the re-
gional headquarters administration. The vol-
unteer district groups throughout the area are
made up of a wonderful set of people. These
men and women volunteer their services and
give up their time to hold exercises to hone
their ability to deal with emergencies. I am not
sure whether an exercise has just been held or is
now being held in the Pinjarra area. That is a
wonderful thing.

Although there is this activity, if there is a
major emergency, such as a bushfire, cyclone,
or earthquake, the emergency service will be
like an army without a general because the co-
ordinator should coordinate the total region,
bearing in mind that it stretches from Bunbury
on the west coast to Lake Grace in the eastern
wheatbehl. There will be no coordinating influ-
ence. The Government is to be soundly con-
demned for its lack of responsibility in this
regard. We will continue to press the Govern-
ment on this count.

I come back to the point about the Govern-
ment being particularly keen to progress the
south-west. I am sure any fair-minded person
would be keen to do so, but I have always been
critical of the manner in which the Govern-
ment is doing certain things. This is one area in
which it has failed miserably to carry out its
charter to help that area.

On page 34 of the Estimates of Revenue and
Expenditure I notice under the Department of
Premier and Cabinet that there is provision for
21 Government media staff. In addition, there
are five ministerial advisers and other minis-
terial officers, making a total of 26. It seems to
me that the Premier is surrounding himself
with a media team. He has done so since he
attained office, and in such a way that he is
presenting himself with a great bodyguard. One
wonders about the reason for this. It could be
that the Premier and the Government are so
fearful of a backlash from the people that they
are pouring out propaganda to try to spread
their story, whether it is factual or not.

Through the efforts of the Parliament their
deficiencies are being exposed, as are some of
the goings-on under Government supervision. I
refer honourable members to the motions we
passed in recent days in this House regarding
disbursement of moneys. No-one denies the
purpose of making money available from time
to time, but the management of and account-
ability for that money is another thing.
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Talking about accountability, we must be
reminded that this Parliament very recently
passed the Administration and Audit Bill to
improve the accountability of Government
agencies and departments, and the Govern-
ment generally. That is a very important Safe-
guard for the people of Western Australia. This
Parliament is the right and proper place for
such matters to be aired and for the Govern-
ment to be brought to book for its actions.

I refer again to the massive media staff which
the Premier is making use of The correct story
should have been given to the people rather
than a slanted version emanating from the in-
ner sanctum of Cabinet and Government. Item
10 on page 35 of the document refers to the
Government Media Office and estimates an ex-
penditure for 198 5-86 of $174 000. Last year
expenditure was $151 308. Thus this propa-
ganda machine goes on upward. One wonders
how high it will go before it bursts.

The total estimate of expenditure for the
Public Service Board for 1985-86 is$9 202 000. That figure represents an increase
of almost $4 million on last year. There is obvi-
ously an explanation for that, and I would be
curious to know just what is entailed in the
increase because I have with me a document
entitled, "Management in the Public Service",
put out under the signature of the Chairman of
the Public Service Board on I November 198 5.

The document sets out the delegation of
authority to permanent heads of departments
giving them greater autonomy in corporate
planning, broadbanding, executive develop-
ment, human training resources management,
redeployment and training, appraisal of staff
performance, development of management in-
formation, and so on. No-one would criticise
increased efficiency and better performance;
that goes without saying. However, if it is the
intention to pass these sorts of responsibilities
to departments rather than leaving them in the
hands of the Public Service Board, why is a
further $4 million to be made available to the
Public Service Board? There is obviously an
explanation for this and I ask the Minister for
that explanation.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I advise the
strangers in the gallery that audible conver-
sations are not permitted in the gallery.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: The increase to be
provided for in the forthcoming financial year
is close to 45 per cent on the previous year.
When one considers the amount of $4 million
involved it is a tremendous increase in money

terms. There seems to be a contradiction in this
matter; on the one hand the Public Service
Board will allow permanent heads of depart-
ments to be more accountable-and that is not
a bad thing-but on the other hand additional
money will be made available for the Public
Service Board even though the departments
will be doing the work the board previously
did. The situation seems to be in reverse.

Following that line of thought, I can recall
the various cuts which were made in the re-
munerations of public servants at higher levels
some two years ago, when the Treasurer, Brian
Burke, and his Government reduced their
salaries by 10 per cent. It does not add up. The
Government is expecting permanent heads of
departments, departmental officers and others,
whatever their level, to perform more ef-
ficiently and effectively, and yet not long ago
the Government reduced their salaries. How
can the Government expect hard working,
genuine, a nd conscientious public servants-
whatever category they are in-to give their
best, and to improve their performance and
efficiency under those circumstances? The
Government has an unbounded hide to expect
these people to be more efficient and to per-
form better. The Government's actions under
Brian Burke have been absolutely incredible. If
I were a public servant I would be exceedingly
hostile towards the Government.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: They still are.

I-on. V. J. FERRY: Yes, Mr Pendal is quite
right. There is no denying that the Treasurer,
backed up by his Government and supporters,
including members of Parliament, agreed that
the salaries of the top echelon of public ser-
vants should be reduced by 10 per cent for 12
months, in the light of the existing circum-
stances. Having done that, the Government is
n ow telIi ng th ose pu blic servan ts that they m ust
perform better.

I am led to believe-I will stand corrected if
I have been mi sinformed -that with regard to
redeployment and training, training human re-
source managers, and the like, the only people
who will qualify for that preferential training
treatment will be those aged 45 and under. It
seems that those over the age of 45 are con-
sidered to be redundant in the sense that if they
were trained they would not be able to give
sufficient length of service to the State before
retirement.

That is another extraordinary situation in
which the Government is encouraging public
servants to give their best, but when they are in
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their most productive years, having gained
years of experience, and are employed in mana-
gerial or executive positions, they are told that
they do not qualify for assistance to make them
more efficient and able to cope with modem
methods and technology. I shall be happy to be
corrected if I am wrong on that point, but it has
been put to me in those terms.

The Government has tried to cut the Public
Service to ribbons and I think it must expect a
tremendous backlash, not only from public ser-
vants but also from their friends, relatives, and
others in the community who recognise the
dedication and first-class service that these
people are giving to the State. Of course, some
public servants are less efficient than others,
just as some members of Parliament are less
efficient than others. That applies to any indus-
try, but in general terms public servants are a
career-minded group of people who want to
progress, give of their best, look after their fam-
ilies, and enjoy life. I doubt whether they can
do that under this Government.

I recently attended the annual conference of
the country tourist associations in Busselton. It
was opened by the Minister for Tourism, Mr
Des Dans, and I thank him for going to my
province to carry out this task. He is welcome
in my province at any time and I look forward
to his visiting it again. I refer to the treatment
of country tourist bureaus, committees, and
other organisations involved in this area. I sat
in at some of the sessions of the conference and
I make it quite clear that I am not blaming Mr
Dans for not being able to do so.
Unfortunately, he only had time to open the
conference and then had to leave to attend
another meeting in Collie to carry out minis-
terial duties.

Hon. A. A. Lewis interjected.
Hon. V. J. FERRY: It may not have been

Collie, but he certainly had to go to another
centre to attend to ministerial duties.

At the conference I listened to the comments
of many people and picked up the vibes of
people in Western Australia from Kununurra
and Wyndham in the north to Esperance and
Augusta in the bottom corners of this State. I
was alarmed to learn that many delegates were
very disturbed at the direction in which tour-
ism in this State is heading. It seemed to
them-I make it clear that these are not my
opinions but opinions I have picked up from
the delegates by listening to and being involved
in conversations-that they are being told what
to do in a dictatorial manner rather than being

encouraged to perform in their own best
interests and in the interests of the State. They
feel they are being stood over by the Tourism
Commission and browbeaten into carrying out
certain actions in a specified way whether or
not they could be done in a better and more
productive and profitable way. That is a great
shame.

The delegates from Western Australia are
almost all volunteers, although some are un-
doubtedly paid and associated with tourist
groups. However, in the main they are ordinary
citizens dedicated to helping the State progress
in the tourism area. They were apprehensive
and disturbed, and they felt they were being
threatened by the Government. If that is the
case, it is not good business for Western
Australia. I fear that many good people will
perhaps not give a 100 per cent effort to their
local districts because they feel they are being
trodden under by the higher authority of the
Tourism Commission. That is very sad indeed.

It is sad because so many people genuinely
desire to help in this way. In fact the Govern-
ment is making great play, not only in the
country areas but also in the metropolitan area,
to attract tourists to this State. Here again it is
the manner in which it is done which disturbs
me. Once one destroys the initiative and good-
will of the people one tries to work with, the
whole system tends to foul up.

Another matter to which I have referred in
the past-I cannot find any provision in the
Estimates under any heading whatsoever-is
the funding of student driver training schemes.
This is another matter I have Pursued over a
number of years. Student driver training
schemes are carried out in some high schools in
Western Australia. I use the example of
Busselton as one. There are others, but not
many these days.

The Government does not provide any funds
at all for this very fine objective. It is done by
supporting finance from P & C associations, lo-
cal business houses, individuals, and com-
munity help-sometimes local authorities. It is
extraordinary that the Government itself puts
it in the too-hard basket, and fails to come up
with an acceptable formula whereby senior
hi gh school students may have the benefit of
dri ver training with motor vehicles.

I do not have the statistics here, but I have
quoted them in the House before. Nevertheless,
hundreds of students have had the benefit of
student driver training through the high school
schemes in this State. I have no doubt at all
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that those drivers are very good citizens as a
result of that training. It teaches them not only
the way to drive but also how to become re-
sponsible and better citizens.

For a very small sum a pilot scheme could be
established whereby Government provides X
amount of dollars. I quoted the figure before, it
may be $8 000, $160 000 or $200 000. This
would enable a pilot scheme to be established
for 12 months to see how it operates, see the
benefits of it, and then make an appraisal of
whether to expand that scheme. It seems a
small price to pay.

The argument has been advanced, quite er-
roneously in my view, that this would be an
elitist scheme inasmuch as only a few pupils
would have the opportunity to be trained in
this way. That is complete and utter nonsense.
No matter what the training may be, it is never
possible for everyone in the community to take
the course. This is an extraordinary attitude to
take, but that argument has been put to me by
members of the Education Department-not
many, thankfully. The same view was
expressed by the Minister for Education on one
occasion.

I do not support that view at all. Just because
there is no course in French at a particular high
school but there is one at another does not
mean we should stop teaching students French.
The same would apply to Greek or any other
subject; because it is not available at all
schools, it should not be available at all! I hope
the Government will tackle this at some time
or other. I fear this Government will never
tackle it, but I hope the next will make funds
available whereby students can be taught to
drive motor vehicles correctly for their own
safety, and certainly for the safety of others.

A radio broadcast recently was referred to by
one or two members in this Parliament, and I
feel duty bound to make reference to it. That
was a programme on swearing, and the ability
to swear with the emphasis on swearing in
Australia. I find that absolutely appalling. I did
not hear the broadcast, but I have a transcript
of it, which I believe to be an accurate one. If it
is accurate I am absolutely appalled, bearing in
mind this was an educational broadcast. I can
see no educational value at all in broadcasting
on air, in a programme directed at young
people, a Programme such as this with its em-
phasis on swearwords.

Same of those swearwords were absolutely
foul, filthy, and disgusting. I have been around
this world for many years and I have seen and

heard a lot. That does not give me licence to
pollute the air and abuse the English language.
I have always held the view that if one cannot
express one's point of view in acceptable
English language, but one must resort to this
sort of profanity, one should keep one's mouth
shut.

I-on. H. W. Gayfer: It was pretty disgusting.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: It was so disgusting that
I shall not attempt to read any part of it to this
House. It appals me that educationalists and
broadcasting authorities in this country are not
only prepared to put this over the airways, but
in fact inflict it on people. If this format were
in a restricted area, perhaps in a university lec-
ture theatre directed at adult students on some
aspects of the English language, it may he ac-
ceptable, because we have free speech. If they
wish to discuss it in that context, perhaps it
would be acceptable. But it is certainly not ac-
ceptable for broadcast on the public airways
and directed especially at the young people of
this country. It is despicable in the extreme,
and I condemn the education authorities and
those associated with it. I certainly condemn
the ABC, I think it was, which put this pro-
gramme on air.

On a similar note, I did not see the pro-
gramme myself, but I received some telephone
messages regarding the programme last
Monday evening at 7.30 p.m. I think it. was
screened by Channel 7. It had to do with fer-
tility. Some people have rung me expressing
their abhorrence for that sort of programme
being screened at that hour of the even ing-
7.30 to 8.00 p.m. Due to pressure of other work
I have not yet had the opportunity to view that
programme on video, but I hope to have the
opportunity so that I can make my own assess-
ment.

H~on. S. M. Piantadosi: It was a very good
programme.

H~on. V. J. FERRY: It may have been a good
programme, but not for screening in that seg-
ment of the evening. It was sure to offend some
people. It certainly offended the people who
contacted my office. If it was so offensive, per-
haps it should have been screened later-

Hon. Garry Kelly: You should see it.

Hon. V. J. FERRY:-at an appropriate hour
of the evening. That was the main complaint of
the people phoning my office. if it had to be
broadcast through television stations it should
have been done later in the evening when the

4780



[Wednesday, 20 November 1985]178

audience may have been More mature. These
people did not say the programme should be
banned completely.

I have not had the opportunity to view it
myself and make my own judgment, but if it is
offensive in any way I tend to confirmn that it
should have been screened at a later period of
the evening. It may have been more acceptable
to adult people.

Hon. Garry Kelly interjected.
Hon. V. J. FERRY: It may not have been a

big sample, but if people took the trouble to
phone up to express their opinion, that is a
good idea. We invite the public to contact us as
their representatives, and so it should be. I take
note of what people do. I do not know what Mr
Kelly does.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He does not get telephone
calls.

Hon. V. J1. FERRY: I do not know who tele-
phones Mr Kelly, or when, or why; but I am
certainly prepared to raise it here as a matter of
interest in the context of what I said about the
ABC radio broadcast.

There has been in the news recently some
reference to problems associated with unruly
passengers travelling in civil aircraft. I do not
wish to refer to any particular group of people,
but from time to time groups of people do go
on holidays, sometimes by ship but mostly on
aircraft these days; be they football clubs, re-
tired people's clubs, tennis clubs, bridge clubs,
or whatever. It does seem a great pity that
when people go away on holiday in groups,
especially sporting groups, they seem to take
upon themselves unwarranted licence to do
what they would like to do without regard to
the comfort and safety of others around them.

As one who has had some experience with
aircraft in all sorts of situations-including the
carriage of passengers-and in all sorts of
places, I find it very disturbing that the civil
aviation authorities are obliged to put up with
this unruly behaviour. I am certainly concerned
that other paying passengers are obliged to
have inflicted upon them uncivilised behav-
iour, whether it be foul language, drunkenness,
or unseemly behaviour in all its forms.

This unruly, rude and dangerous behaviour
by some passengers is to be absolutely de-
plored. It amazes me that passengers on air-
craft conduct themselves in a manner which is
so objectionable. It would be bad enough if
passengers were travelling by road-by bus or
train-and acted up to the discomfort and dis-
advantage of fellow passengers. The motor

transportation on the ground would allow the
vehicle to be brought to a halt and the
offenders dealt with at some period, without
the risk of injury, discomfort or possible death
to others around them.

It is sometimes asserted that the influence of
alcohol may be the cause of unruly behaviour,
and that is used as an excuse. There can be no
excuse for misdemeanours occurring under the
influence of alcohol; it is no excuse and no
defence. People should be accountable for their
behaviour, particularly in a public place, and to
act in an unruly manner in an aircraft, apart
from the gross rudeness to other passe ngers and
flight crew, is absolutely unforgivable.

Air safety, as you would know personally, Mr
Deputy President, is paramount. We must have
safety in the air and I suggest that the people
who act up in an unacceptable manner on a
civil aircraft would be, very likely, the first to
complain if their safety were put at risk through
somebody else's action or inaction. It is appal-
ling that people have to put up with that sort of
behaviour.

Apart from the safety of the other passengers
I feel very keenly for the crew of civil airlines;
not only the people up front in the flight deck
but also the stewards and stewardesses and
other attendants. They have a job to do, and a
very difficult job it is. They must be extremely
tactful and patient and at most times they are,
but when they have to deal with what at times
would seem to be impossible people, it places
everyone under stress. I have often tried to
visualise myself in a situation of having to
restrain somebody in a civil aircraft when other
people are around me. It is a very disturbing
thought and I just hope that the civil airline
authorities and the Government take the
strongest possible action against anyone who
offends in this way. There is no licence whatso-
ever for any group to act up in an unseemly
way; and certainly, to use alcohol as an excuse
for an offence is absolutely not on in my book.

I have mentioned the crew members. They
themselves are only human beings and are
under a lot of stress; they get tired like anybody
else. Very often they have a long and tiring
flight, and the weather conditions may be diffi-
cult. They may have passengers on board who
require emergency treatment or urgent medical
attention and they have a very real and deep
responsibility. Therefore, for others to take up
their lime unnecessarily by behaving in an
objectionable way is quite unforgivable.
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I now refer to the report of the former For-
ests Department of Western Australia, tabled
on 19 November. It is a unique report covering
the period I July 1984 to 21 March 1985, and
it is the last report of the former Forests De-
partment.

Honourable members will realise that the
Forests Department was absorbed into the new
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement earlier this year. I think it is very sad
in many respects that the Forests Department
is losing its identity. It has served this State
well since it was brought into being many years
ago with the objective of preserving and man-
aging our State forests for the benefit of West-
ern Australians.

I will refer briefly to a couple of items in that
report. Under the heading of "Prescribed Burn-
ing", it says-

Sixty-nine prescribed aerial burns cover-
ing approximately 217 000 ha of State For-
est were carried out prior to 22 March. In
addition about 53 000 ha were burnt by
ground crews. These areas were burnt for a
variety of purposes including fuel re-
duction for fire protection; habitat man-
agement; disposal of logging debris; and
site preparation for hardwood regeneration
and pine plantation establishment. The
total area also includes 4 720 ha burnt for
fuel reduction in departmental plantations
of Pinus radiana and P. pinaster.

One of the main thoughts I had in referring to
the section was the fact that so many hec-
tares-53 000 of them-were burnt by ground
crews. It has been my experience, having stud-
ied some fire control techniques around
Australia and in some other countries, that our
method of fire control in Western Australia is
world-class. The fact that some of the protec-
tion is done by ground crews gives the people
in those gangs first-hand knowledge of how to
deal with fire at the fire's face.

Some countries use aircraft, very largely, to
control fires. They use computers and all sorts
of things and have very few people who are
experienced in dealing with fire itself-feeling
the fire, getting singed, and perhaps sometimes
burnt, unfortunately. Those people have a real
feel for fire behaviour and that is why the
Western Australian firefighters, through the
former Forests Department and now the De-
partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment, have this advantage over so many other
fire control units. It is essential, and I hope it
will continue to be the case.

I know aerial controlled burning is adhered
to in the State and that that serves a very useful
purpose, but fire control and behaviour can be
experienced only by getting near fire-as some
of us have in our lifetimes-and understanding
how dangerous it is and how it actually be-
haves. Then we have a chance of controlling it
for the benefit of the community.

I might add here that the department has a
fleet of nine Piper Super Cub aircraft which
have flown approximately 5 600 hours to pro-
vide aerial surveillance of State forests and
nearby Crown lands and private property. For
many years we had forestry tree lookouts and I
suppose the most famous of them was, and still
is, the Gloucester tree at Pembernon. Some of
these are still being used and some are held in
abeyance for times when aircraft are not avail-
able. The department can place experienced
spotters up there to survey the countryside to
spot any fires that may occur from time to time
and relay that information to the gangs on the
ground.

Finally, touching on this report of the Forests
Department, I note that it lists here the many
timber items which are imported from over-
seas. A tremendous range of timber products
are coming into Australia. I do not necessarily
always disagree with this, but it amazes me to
see the number of countries from which we
import timber products and the types of wood
imported into WA. It makes me wonder
whether we are getting the best out of our own
timber resources so that we might reduce our
timber imports. I hope that better management
of our timber resources will stem the tide of so
much of this timber coming into the State from
overseas. We have the timber to redress this in
many areas. I realise that a number of species
and a certain quality of wood are not available
in Australia, so these must be imported. Never-
theless a lot can be done in our own backyard.

There may be a number of other matters to
which I could refer but I believe I have covered
sufficient items for now. I support the motion.

HON. W. N. STRETCH (Lower Central)
[4.43 p.m.]: In supporting the motion to take
note of the tabled papers constituting the State
Budget, I shall comment on certain matters
that have a considerable effect on the electors
of Lower Central Province. A lot of my
remarks were pre-empted by the debate last
night on the rural finance Bill, but I do not
think any opportunity should be lost to
underline the severe problems we are facing in
our agricultural industries. These problems
must be brought clearly and, unfortunately,
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repetitiously to the notice of the House in order
that the Government might take some notice
and take some very serious steps towards
overcoming these problems.

As I concluded in my speech the other night,
if those agricultural industries go down, the rest
of Australia will go down with them. Nothing is
surer. Even the most convinced industrialist
with the greatest convictions in the world can-
not help but admit that there is no way that
manufacturing industries can make up that ex-
port gap in the foreseeable future. There is no
way that gap can be made up through the ser-
vice industries, because without the primary
and secondary structure in our industries below
the service industries, there is no need for ter-
tiary industries at all;, they have no support
base.

It is a paradox that at a time when the indi-
vidual output per farmer is so high, the indus-
try as a whole should be in such dire trouble.
Our output per unit compares favourably with
any around the world. Our farmers really are
highly efficient when looked at in regard to
their input and the harshness of the terrain they
farm.

Despite this and the extremely long hours
they work and low pay the farmers receive as a
reward for their labours, Australia as a whole is
losing its place in the world economies at a
rapidly increasing rate. This is a very grave
concern not only for those people in our agri-
cultural and other exporting industries, hut also
I am sure for all Australians who think about
the future of the country.

This was very clearly brought to people's no-
tice by an article in the Press by iohn Leard
some months ago. The article was rated by
some people as scaremongering and generally
doing the economy a disservice, but I think that
that was a very narrow view to take of the
article. I see the article as one written by a
highly qualified person making comment on
where he sees Australia going and the danger he
sees ahead for all our people, and
recommending some of the steps we must take
to get ourselves out of this trouble. I will refer
to his report in more detail a little later.

To summarise some of the Bureau of Agri-
cultural Economics' statistics since 1980-over
the last five years-farm costs have risen more
than three times the rate of increase of farm
incomes. Members who are not farmers or who
have been ru nn ing their own busi nesses or even
their own home finances should just think a
moment about the effect of that and consider

what it would be like if their costs had risen at
three times the rate of their incomes-in other
words, there is no indexation; and the farmers
are actually taking an indexation of minus 300
per cent. People would not need to be too
bright in their understanding of economics to
see that that is a situation which cannot con-
tinue if farmers are to stay viable.

The average national rural income for
1984-85 was estimated by the RAE to be
$6 600, and my understanding is that that is
per adult person working in agricultural indus-
tries. So, even allowing for a farmer's wife, who
in many cases works longer hours and just as
hard as her husband, we can give them a joint
income of $ 13 200 1 do not think that com-
pares very favourably with a single in-
come-earning family on a wage. I know farmers
have a certain number of what might be
regarded as perks. After the passage of the meat
Bill last night farmers may now be allowed to
kill animals on their own farms for consump-
tion. That is a saving. Some farmers still have
cows which they milk for their own use and
others grow vegetables. In this way they can
help hold down their costs to some extent.
Nevertheless, the simple fact is that a year's
work earns, for the average farmer and his wife,
$13 200.

The Henderson report and others draw a
poverty line across the community and say that
if people's incomes are above that line they are
not living in poverty but if their incomes are
below that line they are living in poverty. That
approach is nonsense. Surely members will
agree that $13 200 is not a great deal on which
to live when we consider that in many cases
these people live so far out from the city or
major towns that they have to board their chil-
dren at school, either at hostels, boarding
schools or with friends. In each case there is not
a great deal of difference in the cost involved.
A bit of nonsense is talked about that, too, but I
will not go into that now.

Another very disturbing factor must be con-
sidered and this is something I ask the Govern-
ment's economic wizards to pay some attention
to. Members will be aware that several times in
this House I have drawn attention to our over-
seas debt. Officially it stands at $68 billion.
Unofficially it is considered to be above that
figure, and when we bring in private
borrowings and undeclared borrowings, it
would raise the total to perhaps $90 billion,
somewhere very close to the Third World disas-
ter area countries.
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Let us consider the interest that has to be
paid on that overseas money-this is interest
alone, not the repayment of the principal. This
is with all our export earnings fromn wool and
beef;, with all the people in Mr Gayfer's elector-
ate who produce those enormous tonnages of
wheat; with all the woolgrowers in my elector-
ate and all the beefgrowers in the Kimberley.
Every cent they earn is not doing a
tuppeny-aamn for this country when we realise
that this is purely going to repay our overseas
debt.

I again ask that members relate this back to
their own personal financial situation. Whether
we are members of Parliament or union men,
or anything else, the fact is that our entire wage
packet is going to pay off the interest on our
borrowings; it is not going to pay off the
borrowings but just the interest on those
borrowings; we are leaving our capital repay-
ments out of it. Where does that leave us when
we relate that back to our own situation? It is
surely a very desperate situation. Australia's
situation is virtually an extension of every
single Australian's financial position.

When we country members get up here and
make these points, we are not talking about the
poor old whingeing cocky; he is not worried
about that-well, he is really-but he is also
looking at where we are going in this country
and at when we are going to get the rationale in
the economy to make some impact on these
overseas borrowings and at when we are going
to get ourselves back to having some respect-
ability in international circles. The other night
Hon. Colin Bell said that international
financiers regard the Australian dollar as being
worth 50c. They might have been generous in
that assessment. It is a terrible situation.

If members consider that the whole of our
agricultural economy is going to pay off the
interest alone on our overseas debt, not the
repayment of the principal, they will be able to
see why overseas countries are worried about
us. They do not want to see Australia go down
the tube. They have a great respect for us. The
wool we produce is second to none in the
world. They need our produce and they want to
see us continue as a strong and viable nation.
They also want to see a strong and free country
headed by free thinkers. We are a rational
people who form a bastion against some of the
more extreme philosophies that abound in
pants of the world fairly close to our shores.
Whether or not we agree with their
philosophies, the Western world wants to see us
survive.

However, we are doing our best, through our
personal greed, to send this country down for-
ever. I do not believe it will happen. As I said
last night, sooner or later the rank and file
unionist will tell his union leaders to pull their
heads in. The rank and file union member
understands the trouble the country is in and
he is prepared to do his bit. Rank and file
unionists, like business leaders, farmers and
thinking small businessmen, are prepared to do
that little bit more for a little bit less to reverse
this terrible situation into which we are head-
ing. We are taking ourselves there; we are not
be ing led.

This frightening lemming-like mentality is
pervading the community. It seems that all
people need do is apply to the Government and
say, "These people look a bit poor; they don't
have this and they don't have that; they need a
bit more of this and a bit more of that." This
just cannot be allowed to go on. I have heard a
person in this Chamber, to my utmost surprise
when I first came here, say that he did not
know what farmers grizzled about, because be-
fore he came here he worked for the Govern-
ment and the Government was always able to
pay his wages. I am not scornful of that atti-
tude; I am extremely saddened by it.

I am paralysed by the thought that someone
could be so naive about the economics of this
country to think that Governments have
money of their own. They do not have a
damned cent. The only money they get is what
they take from the producers' pockets. Money
does not grow on trees, as the old adage says; it
has to be produced. if it is not produced it is
not there; if it is not there it should not be
spent. Although all our economic wizards in
the past, from both sides of the philosophical
line in politics, have ignored this fact and said
we could borrow money indefinitely, and print
money, and have breakfast with the
Kehmlanis, it has been a totally false philos-
ophy. Even schoolchildren know that they have
only a certain amount of money in their
lunchbox, and when that goes, that is it.

I will briefly go through John Leard's report
because although it has been touched on before
it is worthy of being scrutinised several times.
Al the risk of boring the House, members
should take note of his advice that we need to
take drastic steps to get the economy back into
some semblance of commonsense. The report
is headed "Why aren't we cold the truth?
Australia is going broke!" Some people say that
this is talking down the economy. I do not
believe in doing that but I do believe in paint-
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ing things as they are. When we have a debt of
the magnitude I have just outlined, it is no
good trying to fool ourselves. John Leard puts
it simply-

As a nation we have been living beyond
our means. We are neglecting our tremen-
dous human and physical resources.

He could also have said that we were
overlooking our psychological resources.

I believe that, if properly approached, the
rank and file of the union movement could
appreciate the difficulties into which we are
heading. They have plenty of commonsense; it
is beyond the grasp only of certain members of
their leadership, those who are carrying the
people for-ward in this present fashion. One
wonders whether these union leaders are doing
it for the benefit of their rank and file or simply
to justify their jobs. I do not believe that many
union leaders are doing their members a ser-
vice. They should not be looking at the next
increase in wage packets but at where the jobs
are to be found in the next two or three years.

John Leard goes on as follows-

Australia's foreign debt has now reached
approximately $70 Billion compared with
only $3.5 Billion fifteen years ago. The
interest charges alone on this foreign debt
are now approaching $10 Billion per an-
num.

We arc blithely going ahead with a Federal
Budget catering for a deficit of not much less
than $ 10 billion and we seem to be regarding it
as some marvellous milestone. It is nearly the
same amount as we are going to pay as our
interest bill on our overseas borrowings! We
must virtually increase our annual earnings by
$20 billion a year before we can even break
even, before we can live within our means,
which includes paying off our interest on our
loans, and that is without even doing anything
about the loans themselves.

Until a Government can say proudly. "We
have cut our annual spehiding by $30 billion
from the figure of this financial year", we will
get nowhere. We will make no impact on the
millstone that is around our neck
internationally. In this situation there is no way
we can expect an increase in the value of the
Australian dollar or a decrease in interest rates.

When we look at interest rates throughout
our economy we see the real impact they are
having. They are hurting everyone-the home.
owner, the farmer, the small businessman, and

the large businessman. The ramifications are
then felt throughout the community. This
major problem must be addressed.

I hope I have outlined sufficiently to the
House the difficulties of addressing this prob-
lem when we have an enormous debt which is
holding our economy at its present depressed
level. I spoke last night in a similar fashion on
the effect of interest rates, and I made the point
that currently in Western Australia an
insulated sector with regard to interest rates is
the home owner. Fairly informed economic in-
formation abroad suggests that the overall ef-
fect of holding down home loan interest rates is
to actually raise common interest rates by
approximately two per cent. Financial insti-
tutions have also expressed their concern by
adding a series of cocktail loans onto the basic
home loans at an interest rate of 13.5 per cent,
with a top-up loan being either a personal loan
or other type of loan, which has the effect of
lifting the interest rate above the legislative
ceiling of 13.5 per cent.

In such a serious situation as the one I have
outlined these sectors of the community cannot
be insulated. If the Government is to control
interest rates affecting one sector of the com-
munity, it must control all other sectors; if the
Government is going to free one section from
this burden it must do it for all sections.

It is wrong to hold down housing Joan
interest rates for political benefit. We all have
home owners in our electorates who will not
like an increase in the interest rate, but again
when we look at the impact that interest rates
are having on the survival of our nation, some
of the people 1 mentioned earlier would be pre-
pared to accept that burden in order to get
Australia back into an economic situation. I
sincerely hope I am right. If I am not right,
there will be some disastrous times ahead for
Australia because we cannot continue to ig-
nore, to coin a very apt phrase, the goose that is
laying the golden egg. However, the gilt has
gone off the golden egg lately and it is up to us
to look after the people who are experiencing
difficulties and give them some hope of
extricating the country from this desperate
position.

I do not even believe that matters like tariff
reviews will have such a great impact in the
future. Interest rates remain the big killer in
both small and large business. tf we can address
the major problem Of OUr international debt,
the other problems will virtually look after
themselves.
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I will pass on to some specific issues that
affect my electorate. 1t is clear that Hon. Lyla
Elliott is genuinely concerned about the welfare
of animals in agriculture. It must be clearly
stated that farmers have a greater interest in
the welfare of animals than do any other sec-
tors of industry. Certainly farmers have a
vested interest in this matter. They also have a
vested interest in keeping animals in as healthy
a state as possible. There is no profit in a dead
sheep, and there is considerably less profit in a
dead cow. An old acquaintance, a farmer, told
me one day that there was nothing deader than
a dead cow, and those members who are fam-
iliar with the industry wilt know exactly what I
mean.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Mr Piantadlosi liked that
one.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: 1 thought the earlier
point I made was appropriate also.

This matter is of particular significance to a
person in Mr Piantadlosi's position of being
able to have considerable influence on peop le
who have a major contribution to make to thie
economic recovery of this country. Tackled thle
right way, with his charm and glibness of
tongue, he would be able to convince them to
put their shoulders to the wheel, as it were, and
help get this country back onto the rails.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi interjected.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I have worked with

unionists and I know they have as great a re-
gard for the welfare of this country as we do.
Some union officials however do not do the
unionists a service.

H-on. S. M. Piantadosi interjected.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I accept that there

are people who generally tend to go for the
short-term gain rather than looking at the
long-terin interests of the Country. They do a
disservice to their industry, but the people in
the live sheep industry so disposed would be a
minority.

It is a vital industry for Australia and West-
ern Australia in particular. It is an industry
which takes a large number of otherwise
unusable sheep off the market and it leaves the
farms clear for the production of younger, bet-
ter quality sheep which are more suited to both
our own trade and other parts of the export
trade. I am well aware that the Middle East is
showing a preference for younger sheep, but it
is still taking a majority of the older ones at a
price. It is very 'important to keep the pipeline
of livestock, as it were, freely flowing so that we
do not end up with a large number of old sheep

that cannot be handled locally. The only reason
that the agricultural industry is surviving at all
in my area is through the advent of the live
sheep industry.

In my experience of farming it has lifted the
price of heavyweight wet hers from around $ 10
to $20 or $23, and, in exceptional times, $40.
That has made an enormous difference to the
profitability of farmers, and it has been the
icing on the cake which has allowed farmers to
survive and in some cases move forward
slowly. Unfortunately that is not so for people
who rely mainly on grain, although many of
them use theit stubble to fatten shipping
wethers, and that is a remunerative outlet for
them.

Much has been made in the Press of the
deaths that occur in shipping these sheep;
unfortunately that is inevitable. The average
loss from attrition in a normal farm situation,
where we keep conditions as amenable as poss-
ible for the sheep, is about five per cent in a
breeding flock and three per cent in a wether
flock. So a farmer may well lose three sheep in
100 while they are just wandering around the
paddocks, I have seen a healthy sheep being
driven through a paddock suddenly turn up its
feet and die, to my distress and no doubt that
of the sheep. I do not know what the mortality
rate of the human race is, but even the best of
us falls off the perch occasionally. We should
not make too much of the fact that some sheep
drop dead in the course of taking a final over-
seas voyage.

To its credit, the industry has made major
advances in looking after stock on high seas,
and there has been a significant drop in the
number of deaths among sheep being exported
to the Middle East. I refer to The Farmners
Weekly of 23 October this year which contains
an article headed, "Making sailors out of
sheep". Towards the end of the article it
states-

"'There has been a major drop in the
death rate of sheep being transported to
the Middle East.

"In 1975, 4.3 per cent of the sheep
shipped alive died on the voyage.

That is 4.) per cent compared with three per
cent in the paddock. I know some people have
smalIle r losses. The art iclte goe s on as foltLows--

"Today, losses are down to between 1.5
and 2 per cent.

That virtually puts them in line with the sheep
run in paddock conditions. The article goes
On-
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"This is because everyone involved in
the trade is improving their operations,
and because farmers are offering younger
sheep.. .

I think it is unfair and a little irrational to make
large-scale attacks on the industr. Certainly we
have had some terrible disasters. A sheep ship
caught fire south-west of Adelaide some years
ago, with a very sad loss of sheep on board.
Another was caught in industrial disputation-
it could even have been a state of war-in the
Middle East and could not unload its sheep and
there was a horrendous loss of sheep. Those
matters are an unfortunate side effect of sea
travel. We lost the Titanic and the Lusitania,
and several other vessels with huge losses of
human life. It was regrettable and tragic. We do
not like seeing it occur more than anyone else,
but considering the numbers of sheep that are
shipped it is an inevitable cost of the
enterprise.

While we are on the subject of the sea and
shipping, I would like to deal with port disputes
and the effect they are having on vegetable
growers in the Warren electorate. I refer to the
Warren-Blackwood Times of Wednesday, 23
October ths year, which stated under the head-
ing "Growers hit by port dispute"~-

Manjimup-Pemberton vegetable growers
shuddered last week as the State lost
another vegetable export market.

Wharf disruptions at Fremantle were the
cause. The order formerly supplied by WA
producers has been filled by Taiwan.

That is the sort of thing I was referring to. This
is the lack of backup support that is keeping
this economy in its downward trend. We all
believed that with the advent of a Labor
Government these disputes would be a thing of
the past and we would have sweetness and light
and perfect peace on the waterfront. Sadly this
is not so, and we have seen the loss of a
valuable export market.

The Minister for Agriculture (Mr Evans) was
asked to call a meeting to ensure that this
would not happen again. He said it was com-
mendable that vegetable producers should be
considering ironing out their problems at this
time of the year so that they would not happen
next year. Where the heck was the Minister last
year after the Government had been in office
for two years? Why was he not ensuring then
that these problems did not happen this year?
He is saying it is commendable to take steps
after nearly three years in Government to en-
sure that such problems do not arise again. I do

not believe he can ensure that. It is pie in the
sky, and the Minister, who shamefully is also
the local member, has let the growers down
extremely badly to the extent of their losing an
export market.

We have a situation in which we are sending
people overseas at great expense to develop
markets, and that is a worthy cause. However,
we cannot guarantee continuity of supply.
American exporters are virtually able to
guarantee delivery to the day, on the day. We
cannot compete. Here we had a perfect market
setup and all the arrangements were made, and
then a wharf dispute at Fremantle caused us to
lose the market. It will take a lot of talking by
people, including the Minister, to get those im-
porters to come back and buy from us again.
We are marked in their little black books as an
unreliable supplier.

We have seen it happen with all our export
industries. We have seen disputes affecting
wool, iron ore, vegetables, and live sheep. For-
tunately the latter problem has been ironed out.
The waterfront disruption saddens me greatly.
Until the people on the waterfront are prepared
to shoulder their share of responsibility in get-
ting the country back into good economic
shape, we will continue to slide. It is no good
trying to hold our position because there is no
holding position. Such a position is a steady
slide backwards. We have to make an improve-
ment nationally in the vicinity of $30 billion a
year before we can make any progress. We have
to cut our Federal Budget by $20 billion a year
before we can hold the situation. Any cuts less
than that and we will still be sliding backwards,
albeit slowly.

On the subject of the Warren electorate, I
point out there have been major advances in
the development of the horticultural industry.
It is having a major impact and achieving pen-
etration of the export markets, but as a result of
that unfortunate setback to which I referred.
The'industry has been put years behind.

I am sure that with the energy now being
applied by hard-working people, -we will win
back some markets. However, we in this place,
as legislators, must have the backbone to get
those products transported from the country to
their destination in the best possible state. No-
body wants to buy stale vegetables and the
buyer has the choice. There are international
buyers who can fly anywhere at short'notice
and they will not be mucked about by a country
in which the general attitude is, "Oh well, we
will get your tonnages out, provided the ships
can leave the ports, or the planes are refuelled,
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or whatever." We in this country must wake up
to the fact that if we want to play in the big
league, we have to act like big league players.
We must not fiddle around and permit these
stoppages and strikes to damage our export
markets. The country cannot afford this, and
neither can the producers.

As I have said before, and I will say it again,
if we do not all shoulder our share of this re-
sponsibility, we will not be able to climb our
way out of this present situation.

The wool industry is probably one of the
brighter scars in the agricultural firmament at
present. It is subject to the same cost pressures
as the other agricultural industries but fortu-
nately in wool we have a product of unsur-
passed quality which is accepted as such on the
world market. Nowhere in the world can manu-
facturers find a better quality wool than in
Australia.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: It is a durable product.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: That is a very good

point. My colleague I-on. A. A. Lewis, with
whom I share the honour of representing Lower
Central Province, is quite right. Wool can be
stored and shipped easily and it lends itself well
to modern handling techniques. I-on. A. A.
Lewis has been woolgrowing ever since I have
known him, and his knowledge of the industry
throughout Australia is far greater than mine.

The wool industry accepted very early on the
challenge of marketing as the method by which
it could hold its own in a sliding market. As
members on this side said last night in respect
of the meat industry, and as we said two weeks
ago in reference to the potato Bill, marketing is
now the key to the success of an agricultural
product. Many years ago members of the wool
industry recognised that, and growers put a lot
of funds into marketing techniques. At the time
many growers said, "It is far too much and the
industry cannot afford it." Time has proved
that the industry can afford it and that the
money has been well spent. The Australian
Wool Corporation has repaid its Government
guarantee and it now operates independently of
Government.

Every now and again someone jumps up and
queries the effectiveness of the Wool Corpor-
ation. Fortunately it is generally someone
within the industry, which I think is a very
healthy trend. So far the corporation has been
able to come through and show that it is ef-
ficient and is serving the best interests of the
industry as a whole. The corporation is now
recycling the money it collected earlier, which

is being fed back through the industry to the
growers. Even though those refund cheques are
not large ones, they are very welcome at any
time.

There are a couple of other factors that will
help the wool industry to maintain its position.
One of these factors was brought to my atten-
tion recently and although it is a Federal mat-
ter, it has much to do with finance, which is
why I raise it now. It is a matter that the Minis-
ter and members generally should bring to the
attention of their colleagues in the Federal
sphere. It deals with the contamination of wool
fibre, which is a major problem for the wool
industry.

It was put to me at a most unusual venue by
a most unusual person that one reason for this
contamination of wool is that a lot of wool
itself is harvested in fairly ancient sheds-not
as ancient as my own shed, I will admit-but
many would be between 10 and 50 years old.
There has been a very low depreciation allow-
ance given to shearing sheds, and it was
suggested to me that with the changing tech-
nology in wool harvesting and the imp rove-
ment in design of woolsheds, sheds should
really be rebuilt, or at least redesigned, every 10
years if there is to be any chance of keeping up
with the technology available.

Most members, I am sure, have been in a
woolshed and have seen how the system
operates. In the old days, changes were quite
simple; one just added on a couple more
stands, put a couple more shearers in, built a
lean-to outside and put another 500 sheep in
the yards, and off one went again.
Unfortunately, nowadays that is not enough. In
addition to the rising costs involved in wool
harvesting, we are now into horseshoe board
designs, and electrification of most sheds is
now a fact of life. This means we no longer
have a long line of shafting; we now have indi-
vidual plants that can be placed in various con-
figurations. It is virtually impossible to
redesign a straight board shed into a horseshoe
board shed. One now has such facilities as
Fawcett mats, rotary wool tables and elevated
shearing boards. all of which require the almost
total redesign or rebuilding of a shed. Conse-
quently the two per cent devaluation allowance
on the shed is no incentive to improve the
shearing environment. Therefore, the Federal
Government should be asked, in a concerted
way by industry and the State Government
alike, to lift that allowance to 10 per cent, 15
per cent or even 20 per cent so that farmers can
adapt to the new needs of the industry.
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1 mention the importance of that in relation
to the contamination of wool because it was
very cynically put to me that one reason for the
presence of black fibre in the wool is that too
often shearing sheds are held together with
black baling twine. I have been in many sheds
where this, unfortunately, is so-sheds are held
together with bits of wire and cocky string; in
fact, everything under the sun that could poss-
ibly be used is used. If a rail is broken and there
is a piece of black twine handy, it will be used
to tie the rail together. One piece of twine can
completely wreck a large consignment of wool
as far as the end use of that wool is concerned.
The manufacturer might be spinning a very
fine piece of white woollen cloth-to wear to a
wedding in Dalkeith-and out comes a nice
black piece of twine, which-

I-on. D. K. Dans: It would probably be
imported from France.

H-on. W. N. STRETCH: Not wool, Mr Dans.
That is one thing that the French do not
produce very well. They might have the baling
twine, but they would not have the fine wool.

A very small fibre of black baling twine, or
any other foreign material, can do enormous
damage to a large consignment of wool because
every little piece of black or discoloured ma-
terial has to be picked out by hand. If members
have ever been in a spinning mill and seen the
speed at which the finished material comes off
the looms, they would realise the difficulties
and the expense of stopping the whole process
while the black spots are picked out.

We, as producers, naturally believe that the
Japanese make too much of this matter but
they are the end users of the product and they
are able to say, "We are the manufacturers and
the buyers, and we buy only what we want. We
buy clean wool and we do not intend to buy the
things the Australians send to us."

Not only black fibre gets into wool; there
have also been complaints of the family chook
finding its way into the wool consignment as
well as thongs, steel baling hooks, farmers' hats
and even a litter of kittens which, as members
would probably be aware, would not have been
in the best condition after having been shipped
overseas in a bale of wool. One can appreciate
from this the difficulties that are faced in the
industry, and one can understand the points
that this grower raised. I think his point is valid
and that is why 1 have taken the liberty of
bringing it to the attention of this House.

The importance of wool to this country does
not need to be stressed. As an industry, it was
worth $2.3 billion to this country in 1984-85.
We are talking about big exports and an indus-
try which consequently needs some help. When
one looks through the depreciation lists for
woolsheds, one finds that if they are brick,
stone or concrete walled, they are allowed a 1.5
or 2.25 per cent depreciation allowance,
depending on which method is used in con-
struction. If the sheds are made of wood and
iron, they are allowed a two per cent and three
per cent depreciation.

The average depreciated life of a woolshed is
between 33 and 35 years, but I am afraid that
technology has overtaken the industry. A
35-year-old shed is now causing problems for
the wool operators. To operate such a building
is costly and it is not efficient. Some help in
that regard would be a major step towards help-
ing the woolgrowing industry retain its
competitiveness and to make a reasonable
profit in an otherwise gloomy agricultural pic-
ture.

Another question which I have been asked
on many occasions concerns the role of the
regional associations set up by the Government
in various districts. Between 15 and 20 years
ago representatives from the country shire
councils met on a regional basis in an endeav-
our to sort out their problems on a voluntary
basis. They felt that that system was sat isfac-
tory. However, with the advent of the Whitlam
Governminent-unfo rtun ately the- practice has
continued-the voluntary organisations have
tended to be downgraded and have been put in
the shade by the semiprofessional bodies.

One of the surviving associations made the
point to me that it had been given an amount
of $3 000 by the Government in 1977 to help
with secretarial work. That amount lasted for
seven years and the association wrote to the
Minister for Budget Management requesting
another meagre $3 000 to carry on its voluntary
work. The Minister apparently misunderstood
the first letter, but finally he advised the associ-
ation that he had considered its request and
from his inquiries he was able to ascertain that
the association was perform Ing a function simi-
lar to organisations appointed by the Govern-
ment.

A voluntary association such as the Country
Regional Association of Western Australia is
entitled to a little bit of secretarial help. The
association might not be as high-powered as a
Government regional organisation, but it is
close to the situation. Representatives from the
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association travel to Perth in their own time to
meet as regularly as they can, and they provide
a great input into the regions. It is niggardly of
the Minister for Budget Management to knock
back its request for $3 000 when it has a proven
record and can show that the last $3 000 it was
granted lasted for seven years.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: That is a shame.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I think it is a shame

too, and when one knows the calibre of the
people involved, such as Mr Hemnley and Mr
Walter, surely the association is entitled to
some support from the Government. Its re-
quest for $3 000 works out to about $400 per
year, and it would not hurt the Government to
grant its request. The grant would be a good
investment for the time these men make freely
available to their districts and, in the long term,
to the State.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: By the time the chairman
is paid to travel to the regional centre and one
takes into account secretarial expenses, it
would cost about $400.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: Hon. Sandy Lewis
has made a good point. By the time the chair-
man is paid to travel from Perth to a regional
centre, and he is usually accompanied by his
secretarial staff, the bill would be close to $400.
I understand that these trips are day trips and,
therefore, accommodation expenses are not
required.

The Country Regional Association operates
for a whole year on a budget of $400. The
Minister for Budget Management should recon-
sider its request. I do not think it is like the
Minister to knock back a bargain such as this.

I am glad that Mr Pans is in the House be-
cause I will be able to advise him about the
problems confronting the WA Country Trot-
ting Association. When the Parliament passed
amendments to the Racing Restriction Act the
Opposition felt problems would arise, but the
WA Country Trotting Association was reason-
ably happy at that time. It received assurances
from its city cousins that racing dates would
not bc taken away from it and that more events
would not be held in the city. That has not
happened, and the WA Country Trotting As-
sociation may have been too trustworthy be-
cause our worries have been realised and there
will be more city meetings.

I have already drawn the problem to the
Minister's attention, and I understand that the
Country Trotting Association has contacted
him. I urge him to give the matter serious con-
sideration. The Country Trotting Association is

suffering from the dilution of the betting and
entertainment dollar, and inevitably there will
be a further decrease. However, when an assur-
ance has been given to the industry that it will
not be affected by amendments to legislation,
and that turns out not to be the case, someone
must be accountable.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: They had a chance to
support my Bill, you know.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: Yes.

Another rural matter which I hope will have
a beneficial effect on Western Australia before
too long is the rather exciting phosphate pros-
pect. It has been the dream of our farmers for
many years that Western Australia will finally
have an internal resource of phosphate that
would make them less reliant on overseas
supplies and, in the long term, totally insulated
from the need to import phosphate, especially
in the case of hostilities between countries. The
Laverton deposit is enormous and we look for-
ward to its further exploration and develop-
ment. Another reason that the cost of phos-
phate in Western Australia has been prohibi-
tive recently is as a result of the shipping rates
charged by the Australian National Line.

The closure of the Christmas Island phos-
phate deposit was a tremendous shock to the
farming community. However, it was soon
realised that phosphate fertiliser could be
shipped into Western Australia at a cheaper
rate from Europe than it could be from
Christmas Island. The farming community
now accepts that there could be some gain. It
certainly highlights an incredible situation
when one considers that we can import
products from halfway around the world
cheaper than we can from halfway across our
closest ocean.

I am unable to accurately quote the figures,
but I understand that the seamen in the ANL
are each subsidised to the extent of $77 000 per
annum as the result of the cost incurred in
forcing the use of that shipping line. It is a
situation which needs to be investigated, and I
hope that the incoming Government, of what-
ever colour, will pay close attention to it.

Hon. P. K. Pans: There would need to be
some changes to the Commonwealth navi-
gation legislation, which has not been changed
since 1912 and is not likely to be.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: From that com-
ment, I take it that under the Labor Govern-
ment we do not have much to look forward to
with respect to addressing that anomaly!
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Another very important matter is the haulage
of grain by road. Every year at harvest time we
run into the problem of overload permits and
overloading of trucks. I have had some dis-
cussions with local producer bodies, local
government, and the Main Roads Dcpartment.
It seems that there is not much hope of im-
provement. However, I ask the Minister to give
some consideration to allowing overload per-
mits at harvest time. A shire could declare a
harvest period of, for example, six weeks, so
that farmers within that shire could apply for
overload permits on the understanding that
they accept a corresponding drop in truck
speed and a heavier fine if they abuse the con-
cession.

The major consideration must be that of
cost. it would be of assistance to farmers in the
grain areas, particularly this year, if they were
allowed to load their trucks to capacity. I have
seen plenty of old IBedfords; licensed to carry
four or five tonnes coming in to the bins
carting eight or nine tonnes. The farmers take
the risk and are prepared to pay the fines. I
have evidence to support my belief that many
farmers arc picked up for minimal overload
amounts. Therefore, a concession with respect
to the amount of overload allowed would re-
lieve the hauliers of a tremendous amount of
extra work and fewer fines would be imposed.

I believe that a combination of overloading
and excessive speed is the major cause of road
damage. I have debated this with the MRD,
and its officers do not necessarily agree. I bow
to their superior scientific knowledge, but I be-
lieve that the damage which can be said to
occur as a result of such overloading will be at a
reasonably insignificant level. I believe that the
farmers are prepared to reduce their speed if
they are allowed to overload. Any member who
has driven a truck would know that an
overloaded truck must be driven at a reduced
speed, although not always.

If farmers are granted an overloading con-
cession, and still overload, they must be pre-
pared to risk possibly double the fines that are
imposed. The MRD Works within the limits of
its charter. I believe it presently errs on the side
of generosity. When it weighs the load of a
suspected offender, it allows a leeway of two
per cent. Before a fine is actually imposed, an
extra half tonne is allowed. If a fine is imposed,
that half tonne concession disappears and the
offender is fined for the amount above the
limit plus the two per cent allowance. That
sounds reasonably complicated, but it is quite
clear on receipt of the fine! In the past, farmers

have not accepted that they lose the half tonne
concession, which is allowed as pant of a
gentlemen's agreement, and is not an
entitlement.

Unfortunately, I gather from negotiations
that I have had with various bodies that we will
not get very far with the proposal for
overloading concessions. Therefore, I put up an
alternative. There is under consideration a
study which in all probability will recommend
a slight increase in axle loadings. I believe it is
called the RORVL report, or the review of road
vehicle loading report, put out by the National
Association of Australian State Road
Authorities. I understand the association is
looking at lifting the loading for a tn-axle
trailer to 20 tonnes, Specifications for single
axle on the front and tandem axles on the rear
trailers are already at the recommended timit,
but I understand that a small increase in the
rear axle loading will be recommended. My
alternative to the allowance of overload per-
mits would be for the Minister to hring forward
that increase in axle loadings as quickly as
possible-indeed, as a matter of great ur-
gency-so that the remaining harvest can be
brought in with the benefit of that increase. I
know it will be too late for many of the north-
ern areas, but in the southern and south-eastern
areas many farmers would still benefit greatly
from such assistance.

Those are the major matters concerning my
electorate at this stage. I know my colleague
will be touching on many of the other areas in
the deep south-west, and I will leave those sub-
jects to him to cover, in view of his many years
of experience and his deep knowledge of the
timber industry, national parks, and the many
other things that are close to his heart. There-
fore, [ support the motion.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You did not tell us
how sheep worms are getting resistant to
drenches.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I did not go into the
subject of worms so close to dinner. [ thought it
might be in poor taste and would possiby upset
our enjoyment of that very fine lamb dinner we
can look forward to, with or without a branded
carcase.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Was it Eastern States
lamb?

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: That has not'been
proven.

I indicate my support for the passing of the
Budget papers. I urge the House to take note of
the remarks I have made on the extremely
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serious state of our economy. Even though
most of my concerns are in the province of the
Federal Government, every dollar wasted is
another dollar that has to be paid back at least
twice, perhaps even three times. Anything the
Government can do to reduce its expenditure
and make sure that what expenditure it has to
make is directed into export industries will be
of great assistance to the overall attack that we
must all, in a concerted way, make on the des-
perate state of the Australian economy.

I-ON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [5.48
p.m.]: The other evening this House heard a
first-class speech on South Africa by Hon.
Graham MacKinnon. Although I do not always
agree with that gentleman, as I get older I seem
to agree with him more and more. I commence
tonight by reading a portion of a letter I
received from one of my friends in South
Africa outlining the situation there as he saw it.
It strengthens the arguments put forward by
Hon. Grahan MacKinnon. It also condemns
the State and Federal Governments for their
attitudes to the Republic of South Africa.

If any member raises the subject of Mr
Fraser, I am quite prepared to deal with it. I
have been so prepared for a matter of 50 years.
When he was a kid he used to tuck his football
under his arm and run, and I do not think he
has improved.

It used to be a joke in this country just after
World War 11 when people from Europe, the
United Kingdom, or the United States spent
two or three days in Australia and then wrote a
book about the country. People used to laugh
about tourists who became an authority on
Australia after a three-day visit. We now have
the case of a former Prime Minister who has
spent three days in South Africa, bearing in
mind all the various cultures of that country,
and he has been appointed by the present
Prime Minister as a member of a committee to
tell South Africans how badly they have be-
haved and how they can lift their game. It dem-
onstrates that both Prime Ministers are sadly
lacking In knowledge about the problems of
South Africa, how they can be cured, and what
really happens in South Africa. In the eyes of
most Australians, both Mr Hawke and Mr
Fraser stand condemned for their attitudes.

The letter states-
Things here in South Africa go on the

same. We have never even seen a rioter In
all our years here except on T.V., so it
hardly affects us directly. Mind you I think
80% of the trouble is caused by unemploy-

ment in the black areas which is as much
caused by over capitalisation of pro-
duction and office systems as it is by
scarcity of capital. Chief flutalezi of the
Zulus gave an ultimatum last week to the
A.N.C. and U.D.F. to Stop Urging Blacks to
kill Blacks otherwise his Zulus would deal
with them even in Lusaka. Butalezi is head
of Inkatha which is a I million strong
mainly Zulu cultural movement which is
second to the Zionist Church as the most
numerous black organisation, They both
dwarf the A.N.C. and I don't think people
overseas realise this or the fact that the
A.N.C. leadership including Mandela is
predominantly Xhosa, who are despised by
the Zulus, and is one reason why the
A.N.C. has failed to unite the blacks here.
This may have been encouraged by the
S.A. Government but tt was certainly not
started by them and in fact the S.A. Police
have had to protect the Xhosa from the
Zulus.

The letter refers to smart, degreed people who
have gone into the Parliament of South Africa
and who are not nearly as forthright and honest
as were their predecessors who were never
caught out in a lie. I must admit that the letter
made me think of this place a little because the
samne situation exists; we are getting a number
of smart people in this place who in my
opinion really do not have the feel of the com-
munity.

H-on. H. W. Gayfer interjected.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I will ignore that sort of
facetious comment from Mr Gayfer because he
is an expert in only one thing; that is, the
carting of l ittle bits of wheat. He has blown the
cocky shaft aside.

The last time I spoke on a Bill during which
one could range a fair distance, I quoted from
the Qua rierI; Reviewv of the Rural Econom ,
which is published by the Bureau of Agricul-
tural Economies. I thought I would bring mem-
bers up to date and put on record the com-
ments in the latest edition published on 4
November, as follows-

Overview

Deteriorating world prices are expected
to result in the real net value of rural pro-
duction in 1985-86 being 26 per cent be-
low that in 1984-85. This follows a fall of
19 per cent from 1983-84 to 1984-85.
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Two decreases, of 19 per cent and 26 per cent,
have occurred in the industries that carry this
nation on their backs. Various sections are
dealt with in the article but I will comment on
only some of thtem. I quote-

Dairy products
Australian Milk production is expected

to increase slightly to 6 100 ML in 1985-86.
World markets remain depressed, with
stocks of dairy products at record levels.
Wheat

International wheat prices remain weak,
due to falling import demand, increasing
stocks and intense exporter competition-
At 51 5 Mt, the 1985 world wheat crop will
be slightly down on the 1984 record of 521I
Mt-

Members will remember in my last speech I
quoted from a magazine about the surpluses of
wheat. The near record crop of wheat will not
help us very much at all. The article con-
tinues-

Coarse grains
World prices for coarse grains continue

to fall as the US corn harvest progresses.
Expected higher 1985-86 world production
and stocks will place further downward
pressure on prices in 1986. Local prices for
feed grains will continue to decline if the
US dollar continues to weaken.

In addition to that very gloomy world scene, we
have a situation in which both State and Fed-
eral Governments should be carefully consider-
ing a number of things-if they know what
they are doing, and one wonders about that on
the basis of the answers given in this House
that vary from time to time, the mistakes that
are made, and the delays that are generated by
the Government in not giving answers to ques-
tions and we have had an example of that in
the last few days when I-on. Norman Moore
had to wait two years for answers.

I refer to the licence fees for mobile and base
radios. A person who has a GB radio, which
anybody can buy from a store, with a base set
on UHF, pays licence fees of $15 for the base
set and $12 for the mobile set. A person with a
VHF set, which is used for firefighting, protec-
tion Of Crops and farms, and general protection
of the community-we can all remember cyc-
lone "Alby" and how useful VHF sets were
then-must pay licence fees of $200 for the
base set and $85 for the mobile set. In other
words, people who arc using a UHF set for
pleasure or perhaps casual conversation pay

$1 5 for the base set, while the farmers using it
in their work have to pay $200 for the base set.
People using GB radios pay $15 for the mobile
set and farmers and firefighters protecting their
livelihood pay $85 for the mobile set. I believe
die Federal Government should do something
about that situation to make the licence fees for
bushfire systems at least compatible with those
of people who are buying GB radios to enable
them to have inane conversations.

Sitting suspended from 6.0010o 730p.m.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I thought this matter was

worth bringing before the House so all mem-
bers could be made aware of it, and perhaps the
Government may approach the Federal
Government to try to get some concessions for
the people in bushfire brigades, who look to me
as though they have been badly treated.

I now wish to refer to the situation of ques-
tions in this place. The delay in answers to
questions has never been as great as it is at the
present moment. There have never been as
many questions postponed as under this
Government.

Hon. Peter Dowding: There have never been
as many questions.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Is the Minister admitting
that his party was a pretty poor Opposition?
His party used to ask question after question
and had the answer within the usual 24-hour
period.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You put me to shame.
A Government member interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am not talking about

Mr Well's questions. I am talking about my
questions. If members would like to look at
today's question paper they will see a number
of questions have been postponed. Hon. Fred
McKenzie will be interested in this question-

(1) Is it the Government's intention to
close the Boyup Brook-Katanning rail-
way line?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) What would be the estimated costs to

bring back a train service on this line?
Does that question need to have a delay on it?

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I asked what the
State Government was doing for East-West
Airlines, and that was postponed as well.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Government is
probably doing the same thing to Hon. D. .
Wordsworth's question as it is doing to my
question. The Government is picking our
brains to make a Press release at some later
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time. I refer to the question relating to the
Boyup Brook-Katanning railway line which is
now minus 21 000 sleepers that have been
moved to Collie. I do not mind that. It is a
double standard. Why has the Government not
got the guts to say it will close the line? It
removed 21 000 sleepers, a couple of bridges,
and most of the lights, and bitumen has been
put over the road crossings, yet the Govern-
menit is not prepared to say that it will close the
line. Why? Because this very honest Govern-
ment-no double standards with this Govern-
ment-said it would reopen the line. It told the
public that before the last election.

It does not want to answer the question for
that reason. That is fair enough. If I had put
myself into a silly position like the Govern-
ment has, I would not want to answer the ques-
tion either. At some stage, either now or during
the election campaign, it will have to say to the
railway workers on the Boyup
Brook-Katanning railway line that there is
no-one in the Ministry who cares two hoots
about the railway workers. The only bloke who
understands railways is the Government Whip.
The Government has let the whole thing go,
and it tells untruths to the public again.

I now refer to the ajiswers given in this
House when I asked a question about how
much the Government had made on the
short-term money market. The answer I got
was $6 5 760 9 77. Following that, I asked ques-
tion 305-

From what period of the 1984-85 year
did the prof-it of $65 760 977 come?

The answer given was that the Treasury's
interest earnings for the year ended 30 June
1985 were $53 978 143, not $65 760 971 as
previously reported.

Within a couple of hundred thousand dol-
lars, it was $12 million out. How many other
answers that we get from this Governiment are
so far out? Is the Treasurer's Budget 17.5 per
cent out, like this answer was? If it is, what are
the results for this State?

I would have thought that any Minister who
had made a blue of that size would have come
back to this place, just before he resigned, and
apologised to the House for misleading it. if I
had not asked the supplementary question, this
House would not have known that the mistake
had been made.

I asked a further question-

With regard to answer to part (1) of
question 305 of Thursday, 31 October
1985, when was the incorrect posting
found and where was the amount that was
originally credited finally credited?

In reply, the Minister said-
The error occurred on 24 June and was

not found until the ledger was reconciled
on 9 July ...

These are people dealing in the short-term
money market, yet the error was not found
until 15 days later.

The Minister said it was the cash credit as a
result of the principal repayment on a deposit
being credited to the interest account and, con-
versely, the interest earnings being credited to
the principal account. A subsequent journal
transfer rectified the error. It was posted on 16
July. From when the error was reconciled on 9
July it took them a full week to reverse the
error. This Government expects us to believe it
is a good financial manager. This Government
is the complete and utter bungler of all time.
Not only has the House been misled, but also
where else in the financial statements of this
Government are there mistakes as big? How
many other people have been led astray by this
Government?

A member: Mr Moore?
Hon. A, A. LEWIS: Mr Moore is not really

being led astray; he just has not been given
answers, but we will resolve that problem of
appropriations and other matters after the
President's ruling. There are ways of dealing
with these matters. It may be that we will have
to continue as we are doing. The Government's
masters in Canberra are not much better. With
the total public guaranteed debt in Australia for
June 1983 under the World's best Treasurer-
he has lost that title to the New Zealand
Treasurer now-

Hon. Garry Kelly:The dollar is up today.
H-on. A. A. LEWIS: Mr Kelly says the dollar

is up today-right up the spout, it is.
I-on. P. G. Pendal: You are right, Mr Lewis.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Since this Government

has come to power the dollar has fallen and
fallen and fallen. It is predicted that the dollar,
valued only a short time ago at $1.03 or $ 1.04
to the US$ dollar when this Government was
elected, within a few months will fall to 50c.
Experts are predicting it will be down to 50c.
Mr Oliver should look at these figures. In June
1983 our total debt was $61.602 million. That
is when the world's best Treasurer took over! In
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June 1986 it has risen to $104 billion on a
Treasury estimate. That is a 75 per cent in-
crease. In a country of 15.5 million people the
national debt is $104 billion. The Government
is a disgrace. In less than 10 years our foreign
debt has increased by 600 per cent. The over-
seas debt is now 2.5 times the size of our ex-
ports in a whole year. This is the Federal Labor
Party's financial management.

I am glad the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment is in the House because I hope to get
some answers in regard to both this Bill and an
amending Bill later in the evening. On the State
scene, I refer to taxation under the Burke
Government-false advertising, the double
standard Burke Government that has not told
the truth about taxation. In 1982-83,' $475
million was received in taxation revenue.
Under the Burke Labor Government in
1985-86 it is estimated to have increased to
$721 million, an increase of $246 million or
51.7 per cent. That is the Government's sup-
posed low taxation. It says, "Your charges
aren't going up."

Hon. P. G. Pendal: They reduced taxation,
they say.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Government tells us
our charges will not be increased. It says, "You
know this Government would not put your
charges up:" The Government pulled the wool
over the eyes of everybody in this State, not
just the eyes of the poor fellow in the corner of
the Government's advertisement.

The Government is proudly saying that it has
reduced FID in two successive Budgets. Is not
the Government great? FID should never have
been introduced. Its effect on the money mar-
ket of this State has been drastic. Each Burke
Budget has introduced a new tax. We saw the
soccer football pools tax and now there will be
a casino tax. Of course the tobacco tax provides
the Government with a small sum of money. It
is interesting that this Government will impose
a tax in order to get us smokers off rotten fags,
to make us quit the habit. With regard to the
tobacco tax, Western Australians are paying
about 10 times in tax the amount that is being
used by this Government in trying to prevent
young people smoking. That again shows the
double standards of this Government.

The other day I was discussing the Budget
and Hon. Fred McKenzie told me stamp duty
had not been increased. I saw the Minister for
Budget Management take a doubler! The rates
have increased dramatically. Of course stamp
duty was introduced on life assurance.

There has been approximately a 70 per cent
increase in the costs and fees introduced by this
Government. Others were not so noticeable;
whenever a person bought something he
noticed the price had increased. The Burke
Government has increased departmental rev-
enue by a net 58.8 per cent. Of course, not only
did the Government increase all these charges,
but also it mortgaged our future by taking a
one-off $50 million forward royalty from the
Argyle diamond venture. Of course, the cost of
shares in one of its many subsidiaries-I think
it is called the Diamond Trust-were increased
and the price of diamonds, a girl's best friend,
has gone right through the roof.

Under the management of this Government
the price of the shares has fallen from $1 to
63c, if it has not fallen further since I last
looked. What horrifies me is that in the WADC
report which we will deal with later, the direc-
tors said there was no need to revalue their
contribution to the Diamond Trust.

The real increase in the level of taxation
imposed on the people of this State by the
Government is about 20 per cent. The
Treasurer claimed that the real increase over
last year was something under one per cent, but
in fact it is about three per cent. Let us look at
some of the hidden costs that the Government
has imposed. Drivers' licences have gone up by
only 50 per cent. Extraordinary drivers' licence
fees for the people who unfortunately got
caught-and that can be any of us at various
times-have gone up by 809 per cent. Finance
brokers' licence fees have gone up by 110 per
cent. They are clearly old figures, and the new
figures will be even more startling because I
picked up a number of other hidden costs as I
went through the figures.

We passed a Sill dealing with travel agents.
The revenue which will be derived as a result of
that legislation amounts to $75 000. That is a
lot of trips away; it is a lot of people travelling
around the world. One can go around the world
for about $2 300, so more than 30 people
would have to lose their round-the-world trips
to make up for what this Government is charg-
ing in licence fees.

Let us look at the cost of fuel. Mr Burke
claims that fucl prices have gone up by 10.7 per
cent. That ignores the place that uses the fuel-
the bush. Bulk petroleum freight rates were
increased in 1983 and 1984, and now in 1985
they are being raised by another three per cent,
making a total increase of 10 per cent. This has
occurred under the Government which was go-
ing to reduce fuel prices in the bush.
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Motor vehicle dealers' licences are up by 68
per cent. The fee for a yard manager in a motor
car yard has gone up by 58 per cent. MTT fares
have gone up; the Government is even getting
at pensioners. This Government has a hide!
Real estate and business agents' licence fees are
up by 58 percent. I will not go into the detail of
all the other small increases such as 30 per cent
for vehicle licence renewal recording fees. The
vehicle licence transfer fee has gone up by 100
per cent.

Stamp duty in 1982-83 raised $1 23
million-plus; in 1984-85 it raised $199 million.
The total raised from all licences increased
from $38.4 million to $75.7 million. We hear
the myth about payroll tax and how it has been
reduced by this Government.

Hon. Garry Kelly: We have reduced it.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: In total terms, Mr Kelly?
The Government has reduced the percentage
because wage rates have gone up and people are
going into higher brackets more quickly.

Hon. Garry Kelly: The exemptions have
been raised, and the number of people working
has increased as well, and you know it.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Has it? That does not
agree with what I have been told by people who
know something about business. I will check
the figures and we will see In a later financial
debate whether they are right, and I will tell Mr
Kelly. His Government will not tell him. This
is the Government that made a 17.5 per cent
mistake in the short-term money market and
did not have the courage to come back here and
admit its mistake.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Keep on one topic.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: How many more shams

or double standards does Mr Kelly want me to
reveal?

in 1982-83 the actual take in payroll tax was
$253 957 494, and in 1984-85 the actual take
was $287 million. That is an increase of about
$34 million, give or take half a million, and
what is haif a million to this mob when they get
a $12 million incorrect answer on the
short-term money market? Half a million is
peanuts! This Government expects to be
trusted!

In the Road Patrol of February 1983 Mr
Burke said the key elements affecting molorists
in the Labor Party's policies were moves to
reduce retail petrol prices. Let us look at retail
petrol prices. In April 1983 the price in the
metropolitan area was 42.9c a litre; in May
1985 it was 56c a litre. The price rise has been

31 per cent. The Minister for Budget Manage-
ment thinks it is funny! The corresponding CPI
rise in that time is 8.6 per cent. The average
petrol price of 10 major country centres in
April 1983 was 45.5c a litre, and in May 1985
it was 58.6c a litre-a rise of 29 per cent. The
Government made a promise to the electors. Is
not the deafening roar coming from the
Government benches interesting? The Govern-
ment said it would look after its people; it is
honest to the Core! In Opposition this Govern-
ment used to claim that it would keep costs
down. The revenue receipts compared with the
Perth CPI show exactly what has happened.

Under the Court and O'Connor Govern-
ments the increase per annumn was as follows:,
In 1980-81 the increase was six per cent; in
1981-82, 3.9 per cent; in 1982-83, 0.7 per
cent-and just cop this-in 1983-84 it was
14. 1 pe rcent; and i n 19 84-8 5, 9.7 per cen t. Yet
according to this Government the prices have
not gone up.

Let us have a look at the poor motorist or the
truckie. Vehicle transfer fees are up by L100 per
cent;, off-road vehicle fees are up by 50 per cent
and 67 per cent; drivers' licence fees are up by
50 per cent; drivers' licence application fees are
up 33 per cent; drivers' licence duplicate fees
are up 33 per cent; and the fuel levy is up 17
per cent. The increase in transfer fees on a
$ 12 000 family car is $180, and on a $150 000
business machine, $2 250.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What are you quoting
from?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: If the Minister wishes me
to table the figures 1 shall do so. This infor-
mation is taken from the Australian Labor
Party's Press release reference Nos. P83379
and P842 19. The Minister will be able to get
these documents more easily than I have been
able to because they Were not sent to me.

Water charges have gone up, although we
were told that they were not going to. I will give
the House a couple of examples of expenditure
in kilolitres of water consumed. The cost of
water consumption for 800 kilolitres in 1982
was $272, to ihe nearest dollar; in 1985, how-
ever, the cost was $500, to the nearest dollar.
That is an increase of $228- No increase in-
deed! What a fantastic claim. If one considers a
larger amount of water consumed, say 80 000
kilolitres, the cost in 1982 was $31 088; in 1985
for the same amount it was $46 158-an in-
crease of $15 070.
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Once again there is a deafening silence from
the Government benches. The Government has
double standards, and it has continued to use
its media machine to try to preach to the public
and convince it that the costs have not gone up.
According to this Government, costs have not
increased beyond inflation, but the figures I
have given the House will prove that such costs
have done so. The cruellest cut of all made by
these socially aware people, as the Labor Party
members call themselves, is that which con-
cerns the cuts in fares for pensioners.

If one considers the increases for fares for
pensioners, one finds that over one zone in the
metropolitan area the fare has gone up 20 per
cent; over two zones, it has gone up 40 per cent;
over three zones, 60 per cent; over four zones,
60 per cent; over five zones, 50 per cent;, and
over six zones, 50 per cent. The pensioners as a
group have taken a 44 per cent increase.

Members of the Labor Party have so often
stood up and said that this Government is
composed of the only people who are really
concerned with the elderly, with the pov-
erty-stricken, with the Aborigines, and with all
the other disadvantaged groups in our com-
munity. Yet now this Government is taxing
such groups heavily. The figures 1 have
provided belie the Labor Government's
statements of concern. The Government has
not done a thing for this State; it has not
contributed in any way, and in fact long-term
losses have been caused by its gambling and by
its sell-out of the State's future in respect of the
rental resources royalty on Barrow Island and
the diamond mine venture. These, and similar,
fiascos have mortgaged this State's future, and
the public will have to wake up to that fact at
the next election and get rid of the Government
and its double standards. The public should
throw the Government to the wolves. It has
conned the public so far, but it cannot continue
to do so.

I support the Estimates because I have
virtually no other choice. We in this place may
have another choice if we follow the President's
ruling. I support this motion, but I point out to
the House that this gang with its complete
double standards has been ruling this State and
this country for too long.

HON. MARGARET McALEER (Upper
West) [8.05 p.m.]: I take the opportunity that
this debate provides to draw attention to a
problem in my province. I notice in the GLF
Bill that the Government has put aside a sum

of $49 million for secondary and primary
schools. No doubt a certain amount of that
money will be spent in the country.

I realise that that is not a very large sum of
money when it comes to building schools, and
certainly over the years some progress has been
made-in fact very good progress has been
made-in providing country areas with new
schools or additions to old schools. However,
there remain among the smaller country
schools very many old buildings which are not
likely to be replaced easily because the number
of children who go to them is not growing. One
such school is at Gillingarra, which is a very
small siding not far south of Moora. This is an
old-type school with two classrooms which
have a verandah, a storeroom at the end, and a
little office in the middle of the building which
is used by the headmaster. Some years ago the
school was fortunate enough to receive a
demountable, which is of the old type of
demountable-[ believe it was not the first
type of demountable but I think it must have
been the second.

The school was fortunate enough to get a
good supply of water so the gardens in recent
years have been beautified. The parents and
citizens' association has been extremely active,
and there are very nice trees and lawns around
the school, while there are carpets-thanks to
the Education Department-in the building.
The pre-primary children have their lessons in
the demountable. There are not very many of
them, only three at the present. There is a li-
brary and a very large television set which was
supplied by the P & C. There is a duplicator in
the library, and the clerical assistant works the
duplicator and does her work there. This has
made the very small storeroom at the end of
the school building available as a staff room
and this is an amenity-no matter how small-
which is not often enjoyed by staff in small
country schools.

All in all, the school, although old, is very
attractive and very well supported by an active
P & C association. Currently there are 22 chil-
dren attending the school, and next year 21
children are definitely expected, although it
may be that there will be an additional two or
three children because farms in the area have
changed hands, and young couples are coming
into the district.

Unfortunately, and to the great shock of the
parents and citizens'association, the other day
notice was received that the demountable class-
room was needed elsewhere. At first it was pro-
grammed to go to Port Hedland-a very long
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way for this ancient building to travel-and
then it was rerouted and is now going to the
new primary school at Ocean Reef. I feel this
demountable is going to be a rather unusual
sight at the new school. The P' & C at
Gillingarra has naturally protested ve-
hemently-in fact "vehemently" is the word,
because it sent telegrams to everybody in sight
saying that the parents vehemently protested at
the proposed removal of this demountable-
and I have made representations to (he Minis-
ter in the hope that the move can be
reconsidered.

I have especially asked him to receive a
deputation from the parents so that they will be
given an opportunity to explain more vividly
than I could do just what the deprivation of
this demountable will mean to the school. It is
an old demountable and it will not be very
welcome anywhere else, but it is valuable to
Gillingarra. I would like to tell members how
important these very small amenities are in the
country.

Country people do not have many facilities
in their schools. The numbers do not warrant it
and, as!I say, because of the age of the buildings
there are fewer facilities and comforts than one
would find in the newer schools. I understand,
as do country people generally, that it is not
possible to build many new schools while
rebuilding all the old country schools.

That is all the more reason for not depriving
the people of the small amenities they do have.
In this case, where so much has been done to
improve the small school at Gillingarra it
would be good, not just for the children but
also for the staff and the very active P and C
association, if in fact the decision could be
reversed and the demountable building could
be left in place.

I support the motion.
HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [8. 11 pm]

When one receives the various documents
presented by the Government on the Budget
night and then the other information that flows
through in the form of Budget outlooks-mem-
bers will have received "Budget Outlook-
Opportunities for Youth", "Budget Outlook-
New Horizons for Senior Citizens", "Budget
Outlook-Women: at Home and at Work",
and "Budget Outlook-Our Children:
Australia's Future"-it is a mammoth task to
get through this huge amount of what I regard
as propaganda material. At times when I am
told that we are not having any increases in
taxes and charges, I find it difficult to reconcile

that with the amount of revenue in the form of
taxes that the Burke Labor Government has
raised over the past three years since coming to
office.

I give an example: In the year 1982-1983,
taxation, in the form of land tax, stamp duty,
and similar revenue items, amounted to $475
million. By 1984-85, the amount had reached
$677 million; and in the current year the
estimated revenue is in the vicinity of $721
million. Now we are told that the Western
Australian taxpayer is better off with the tax
concessions that he has been granted in this
Budget, especially in the light of the Burke
Government's performance. Frankly, I cannot
imagine how the Government can raise rev-
enue beyond the increase in the Consumer
Price Index over a three-year period and then
claim that it is actually reducing the burden on
Western Australians.

Previous speakers have dealt with specific
items, but it is worthwhile mentioning land tax.
As members will be aware, during this session
we dealt with legislation to reduce the burden
of land tax on Western Australian land-holders.
It is interesting to note that the legislation to
reduce the burden meant that, in actuat terms,
there is an increase from almost $50 million
last year to $54 million this year.

Only last week we dealt with legislation in
the form of the Stamp Amendment Bill and the
Stamp Amendment Bill (No. 2) which were
designed to reduce the burden of the incidence
of stamp duty on the taxpayers of Western
Australia. For the benefit of members, I indi-
cate that the burden will not decline, according
to the Budget papers, but in actual fact the
revenue will increase from about $199 million
last year to $226 million this year.

It is interesting to note that the financial in-
stitutions duty revenue in this financial year
will decline, and I believe that is due to a pre-
diction made by speakers from the Opposition
side when that form of taxation was introduced
into this House. The prediction was that settle-
ments would take place 'outside Western
Australia. In fact, the State of Queensland,
which did not introduce a financial institutions
duty, attracted a tremendous number of settle-
ments of accounts for goods and services
provided in Western Australia; and therefore
we saw a decline in the operations of the
short-term money market in Western Australia,
to the extent that two major money market
operators closed their doors in Western
Australia.
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I refer to the Australian Bank, which no
longer operates a short-term money market
room in Perth, and also the largest or the sec-
ond largest bank in Australia since its takeover
of a British bank, the ANZ Banking Group,
which has also closed the doors of its money
market operation in Western Australia. No
doubt, at last, the Government has seen the
error of its ways; but unfortunately it is too
late.

The Liberal Party has pledged itself, when in
Government, to abolish the financial insti-
tutions duty in its first term of office. All I can
say to the Government is, 'Thank you for re-
ducing this duty slightly from $35 million to
$25 million this year, because it will make our
task next year easier."

I would be very interested to hear the figures
for Probate duly from the Leader of the House
or the Minister for Budget Management. As far
as I understand, the probate duty has been
phased out; but in a discussion with my col-
league, Hon. Mick Gayfer, he proposed to me
the likelihood of the receipt of $365 000, which
is more than double the revenue last year from
probate duty. That may be because of a penalty
rate in the form of interest on unpaid probate
duty. That shows the problems people are
facing in meeting probate duty, and mortgaging
their properties in order to meet the payments
of probate duty they must make as benefici-
aries.

Only last week we passed the Pay-roll Tax
Amendment Bill and the Pay-roll Tax Assess-
ment Amendment Bill. In the second reading
comments by the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment, he said that he was easing the burden of
payroll tax on small businesses. We see now
that the payroll tax revenue will be almost $301
million in the next financial year, and it was
$287 million last year.

So the story goes on. Those are examples of a
continuing facade-in fact, the continuing
propaganda. The Government is saying
through the Press, "We are not increasing the
tax burden. We are not increasing charges. We
are a low taxing Government." Unfortunately,
Senator Cook, in April, said publicly, "Labor is
a high taxing Government."

Senator Cook faced up to this fact and said it
publicly, but unfortunately the Government
will not face up to it. Labor Governments have
a long record of being high taxing Govern-
ments and the Burke Government is certainly
no exception.

Incidentally, the summary of that revenue
has increased from $475 million in 1982-83 to
$721 million in 1985-86, and it represents a
51.7 per cent increase. All I can say to the
electors of Western Australia is, "God help us
if we see another term of the Labor Govern-
ment. Instead of having a $3 billion Budget we
will have a Budget in excess of $5 billion."

The underlying issue for Western Australians
is the increasing division between the people
who produce the goods-that is, principally the
farmers and the miners, together with the ser-
vices which are sought and priced in compe-
tition in the marketplace-and the people who
produce nothing, but who nonetheless are
sustained, rewarded, and also guaranteed their
security by Governments.

Recently I spoke at a function about what I
call the battle of the dollars, which is becoming
one of the most decisive battles in Western
Australia's history. Thirty years ago we saw 27
Government dollars riding on the back of 73
private dollars; 20 years ago it was 29 Govern-
ment dollars riding on the back of 71 private
dollars; and I I years ago it was 31 Government
dollars riding on the back of 69 private dollars.
Today, it is 45 Government dollars riding on
the back of 55 private dollars-soon the jockey
will be heavier than the horse! There will be a
severe 'massive economic backache from the
load.

Australia is falling further behind in compe-
tition with other nations, and its living stan-
dards are declining. We wallow in national
borrowing to keep up Australia's standard of
living.

The producers and the non-producers are of
little importance in the face of the evident and
accelerating rate of advance on this boundary
as the Government sector enlarges and the
non-Government sector diminishes. As the
non-producer group expands, we will be told
that of course the number of producers will fall.
We hear these wonderful terminologies-we
are told we are on target, but nobody knows
what the target is. Ultimately we might find
that the target is a dleficit at a Federal level of
$6 billion. We hear these wonderful economic
words which flow from Labor Governments,
and for the people who do not take an interest
in these matters and feel that Governments
have their total interest at heart, there is an
element of uncertainly. This could result in the
lack of confidence in the whole parliamentary
system.
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We are told that when the non-producing
group expands, the number of producers must
fall. People look for excuses for that and if they
query them they are told, "Of course, the
farmers and manufacturers have become more
efficient by capital intensive. The mineral re-
sources were always capital intensive. The
worldwide trend has been strongly towards the
growth of the services sector." What a lot of
nonsense, and so the rhetoric of propaganda
continues.

We are told that we are moving into a mixed
economy. This is the early version of what is
called "consensus". Consensus, of course, be-
ing the concept of socialism and free enterprise
working hand in hand. Let us look at the incen-
tive package which the Labor Government has
presented to the producers of Western
Australia-a State with an agricultural and
mineral based economy.

What incentives have the Labor Govern-
ments given the people? The Federal Govern-
ment has proposed and is legislating for an in-
crease in company tax which will take more of
the producers' dollar. It has drafted legislation
for the introduction of a capital gains tax, yet it
does not really know what it is all about. The
farmers in the community know what it is all
about. We will see the Federal Government
back down from the introduction of a capital
gains tax. We have heard the rhetoric of Prime
Minister Hawke that he will stick by a capital
gains tax, and Treasurer Keating has been out
selling the Budget. In a few weeks' time we will
see the results of that. The Federal Govern-
ment will not have the guts to go on with it.

What other incentives will the Government
give that will result in Prosperity for businesses
as has been supported by Premier Burke? The
Government will rake in every possible busi-
ness entertainment expense which is
appropriated for the purposes of selling goods
or services to potential clients and creating em-
ployment and prosperity for business. What a
wonderful tax package of incentives for the
family businesses and farmers of Western
Australia.

It was interesting to note the increase in
Government expenditure and to ascertain what
the Government is spending in the
non-producing sector. I refer to the quarterly
estimates of the Australian Bureau of Statistics
of the national income and expenditure in
Australia for the June quarter. The catalogue is
No. 5206, and table 28 is headed, "Personal
Benefit Payments by Level of Government by

Purpose". It states that in 1981-82 the Com-
monwealth Government spent $1 948 million
on health.

In 1984-85 the Federal Government spent
almost $4 000 million in that field. In 1981-82
the amount spent on unemployment benefits
was $1 224 million. In the year to 1984-85, the
year just concluded, it spent nearly $3 000
million. Total Federal Government expendi-
ture on personal benefit payments in just four
years has increased from $135 billion to $217
billion. Just how does the Australian taxpayer
carry that load?

Hon. Graham Edwards: What is it spending
on veterans' affairs?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I am glad the honour-
able member raised that matter. Spending in
the veterans' affairs area has improved. That
was one of the first areas I looked at. For the
benefit of the member, I will talk about benefits
to ex-servicemen. In 1981-82, $1 328 million
was spent; in 1984-85, the amount had
increased to $2 315 million.

Hon. Graham Edwards: You obviously sup-
port that.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I would obviously sup-
port it because I know there have been moves
to reduce the allocation to this area. I know
that the Returned Services League has had to
fight for the continued increase in that allo-
cation. The member would know that it was
always anticipated that when we moved into
the 1980s and 1990s there would be a very high
call on repatriation benefits. It was foreseen
some 30 years ago. Various capital expendi-
tures have been made, but over the past 12
months the Returned Services League has been
very concerned. In fact, legislation is presently
before the Federal Parliament to try to put a
brake on future benefits. I do not know what
the close-off date for registration is, but if at a
certain date a person is not a registered ben-
eficiary and is not already entitled to repatri-
ation benefits, he will find it very difficult in
future years to qualify for repatriation benefits.
I am disappointed with that situation because
Australia has always had defence "on the
cheap". The people who left Australia to fight
overseas-perhaps in New Guinea and the
islands-expected to be given proper health
treatment and to be treated for the effects of
their war service. I will fight against any
Government that intends to reduce the benefits
and the promises which were made many years
ago.
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It is interesting to read the various Budget
speeches put out by other Labor State Govern-
ments. I read the Budget speech delivered by
Hon. K. G. Booth, who is the Treasurer of New
South Wales. The speech was delivered on 24
September, almost at the same time as the
Western Australian Budget speech was
delivered. I also read the Budget speech
presented by Hon. R. A. Jolly, MP, Treasurer
of Victoria, which was presented on 25
September 1985. It is fascinating to read how
the Labor philosophy follows across our conti-
nent. There is little difference between any of
the three Budgets.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson had the responsibility of
introducing the Budget papers in this House.
He did so on 10 October. His speech is full of
rhetoric. On the first page he said-

..the Premier and Treasurer has outlined
the outstanding record of economic and
financial management established by this
Government.

The Treasurer should be able to have some
form of financial management, having
increased revenuetto the State by 51.7 per cent,
but I do not believe that that is an outstanding
record. It might be such in his eyes, but it is
certainly not in the eyes of the electorate, or it
will not be if we can get that message through.

The Minister for Budget Management also
said that business confidence was high. That is
a broad, sweeping statement. I have heard
other members over the past few weeks speak
about the state of family firms and small
businesses in this State. I have also heard them
speak about farmers and the plight they are in.
I do not believe that they would agree that
business confidence is high or that they would
agree with another assertion made by the Min-
ister that profitability had increased strongly. I
do not believe that farmers or small
businessmen would agree with those
statements.

The Minister also asserted that the building
industry was buoyant. Although the tabled
paper, "Estimates of Revenue and Expendi-
ture"', is dated 10 October, even at that time it
should have been known that building ap-
provals had gone over the top. They went over
the top well before 10 October, so why should
the Government make such a statement? The
Minister also said-

As the economic indicators make clear,
our State is now characterised by an
across-the-board growth performance well
in advance of improving national trends.

(1511P

That also is a surprise to me. If we compare
Western Australia's performance with that of
any other State, we see that that is not spelt, out.
I was surprised to read the following words-

This is in dramatic contrast to the situ-
ation of subdued economic activity and
financial uncertainty which the Govern-
ment inherited when it came to office in
1983.

Interest rates today are at an all-time high.
Bank bills for farmers are running at an interest
rate of 23 per cent if we take into account the
charges associated with them. This is contrary
to the Treasurer's promise prior to the last elec-
tion that he would reduce interest rates. In ad-
dition, the deficit of our current account is at
an all-time record level. In the last calendar
month, we had a deficit in our balance of pay-
ments that has never been seen before in the
history of Australia. The Australian dollar mir-
rors the respect our trading partners have for us
as a reliable supplier of goods and services.
What a record! Yet the Government said when
it took office that there was subdued economic
activity and financial uncertainty.

The Minister for Budget Management also
referred to a Budget strategy that would con-
tinue to provide a healthy environment for pri-
vate sector growth and which placed the
highest priority on creating job opportunities
and career training for our youth. I find the
phrase "job creation" an extraordinary one. It
is used as if jobs should be created for the sake
of doing so rather than be created in response
to the needs of production and economic activ-
ity.

The rhetoric continues with the Government
saying that the Budget builds upon the massive
record and high level of economic development
that has already been achieved. This State is
based on the agricultural and mining indus-
tries. At the moment the mining industry has a
deficit in its revenue and last month the farm-
ing community recorded an increase of some
eight per cent in its returns and it is wallowing
in incredible cost rises. The industry is
sandwiched between high and rising internal
costs and low external returns. It is most diffi-
cult to accept the statements in this document.

One should always try to be self-critical and
take a careful, objective look at the Govern-
ment's proposals. I have been subjected to so
much rhetoric and propaganda by the Govern-
ment that I started to believe what it said.
However. I soon changed my mind after I had
received letters from people enclosing copies of
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their land tax returns which had been ac-
companied by a letter from the Treasurer
stating that the Government had reduced land
tax rates. These people wrote to me and asked
how was it that they were told that they were
getting a decrease when in fact they were pay-
ing an extra $45 or so in land tax. What an
incredible situation. It is difficult not to won-
der whether one is being cynical. We read in
the four-page advertisements in the newspaper
how the Treasurer, Brian Burke, is keeping
costs, and rates and taxes down, yet the
Government's revenue has risen by 51.7 per
cent. it is necessary to read between the lines to
discover what is true and what is false in these
advertisements.

We are told that a move has been made to
protect families which are adversely affected by
rising home loan interest rates and that the
Budget makes provision for a scheme to enable
building societies to maintain the present level
of interest rates. A sum of $70 million has been
allocated for that and we know that it is simply
a vote catcher. In fact, interest rates will not go
down, they will increase. Incidentally, the sub-
sidy on interest rates for home loans applies
only to those people who currently have a hous-
ing loan. No provision is made for people who
do not currently own their own home and who
may wish to take out a housing loan. Those
people must pay interest at the new ruling
rates.

I also query with the Minister for Budget
Management whether any examination has
been made of the building societies' charges to
their customers. We know that the interest
rates subsidy to the building societies is passed
directly to the borrowers with existing loans
but we do not know whether building societies
have increased their bookkeeping charges in
the last month or so. I would be interested to
know whether that is the case.

The Government also said that having
inherited a shortfall in the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund when it came into office, it made a
determined effort to further improve the
State's financial position. it certainly did make
a determined effort; there has been a 51.7 per
cent increase across-the-board in revenue gath-
ering. That represents more than a determined
effort by anyone's standards.

I am pleased that the Minister for Budget
Management is in the Chamber at the moment.
I am sure that he would have had quite an
input into this Budget and he will be able to
answer the queries I raise. It is stated that the
increase in the CRF this year has been held at

8.9 per cent. This, of course, means the
estimated total will exceed this magical figure
of $3 billion. Based on the expected movement
in the Consumer Price Index of 8 per cent, the
Budget represents a real increase of less than
one per cent. Last year when "The Western
Australian Economy 1983-84", prepared by the
State Treasury, was presented by the Treasurer,
Brian Burke, great emphasis was placed on the
performance of the economy and the fact that
the Consumer Price Index, excluding hospital
and medical services, increased by 6.8 per cent.
That was one of the highlights of the Western
Australian economy at that time. However, this
year we shall operate with a CPI increase of 8.9
per cent. I am a little disappointed at that. I
know that the Federal Government is targeting
the figure of 8.9 per cent and I believe that
bankers, and the broad spectrum of economists
feel that the figure should be around 8.5 per
cent. I am surprised that the Government has
targeted the figure of 8.9 per cent and that it is
patting itself on the shoulder because the real
increase in the Budget will be less than one per
cent. I would be interested to know how the
Government arrived at that figure.

I thought that the Government would have
taken pride in reducing the burden of taxation
in Western Australia and although its advertis-
ing and rhetoric give that impression, in fact
the figures do not support that. I expected the
Government to perform better than it did and
in some way to attempt to emulate its publicity.

It is interesting to note that the Government
claims we should budget for a surplus and it is
commending itself for moving into a situation
in which it will achieve a surplus. As far as I am
concerned a surplus indicates that taxes have
been too high; last year taxes escalated to such
an extent that the receipts overran estimated
revenue.

Hon. Tom McNeil: They taxed everyone, in-
cl uding the l ittle green man.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Government
made sure that nobody missed out in its taxing
arrangements.

The rhetoric of the Government continued
when it referred to housing programmes and
public housing schemes.

I am a little concerned. I understand from
reliable sources the reason it has gone off the
top is that the first homebuyers' scheme has
virtually sapped the market for any potential
first home buyers. In Western Australia a high
proportion of people live in private or public
rental accommodation. The Minister for
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Budget Management might be pleased to hear
me make some complimentary remarks, but at
the present moment the Government strategy
is to try to take up the slack in the decline
because housing has already come off the top;
it is on its way down. The numbers of building
society approvals is down; banks, as we know,
will be lending less; and due to the high interest
rates the lending criteria will preclude a large
number of families living in private and public
rental accommodation from the opportunity to
purchase their own homes.

I presume this massive housing programme
is an endeavour to keep Western Australia's
economy buoyant and propped up. I hope it is
done in a tactful and skilful manner, because
we do not want to find out suddenly that by
boosting it artificially, it comes down to the
bust situation as a result of mismanagement of
taxpayers' funds.

Regarding the relief for farmers from the
State fuel tax levy, I do not see where it will
work. Premier Burke promised in Geraldton
before the last election that if elected to
Government he would not entertain under any
circumstances any increase in the State fuel tax
levy. Of course it has been increased. This year
he can go back to Geraldton without receiving
any of the rotten tomatoes up there. He can say
he has given same relief to farmers by reducing
the level of State fuel tax levy. But by the time
this comes into operation in December, the
crop will already be off, and what benefit will
that be to the farmers? I understand it is of
little benefit to off-road vehicles.

This is a very voluminous series of docu-
ments. I suppose I could comment on it for
ever. Many speakers have already spoken at
great length to the Budget. We will await with
interest the figures which will start to flow in
late November this year regarding the money
supply and the quarterly estimates of national
income and expenditure, the commencements
and completions of housing dwellings, and all
those statistics which flow around late
November or early December. It is unfortunate
that the Parliament may well be in recess by the
time the figures are published by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics.

I want to attend briefly to a few matters in
my own electorate. Prior to doing so I want to
refer to a previous speaker, Hon. A. A. Lewis,
who complained about the answering of ques-
tions in this House. Mr Lewis was complaining
about the delay in answering questions on no-
tice. I give a recent example of a very simple
question, notice of which was given on 6

November. The question was addressed to the
Leader of the House representing the Premier,
and is in reference to the consultancy of Mr K.
Gale. I asked-

With reference to the consultancy of Mr
K. Gale-

()Is his consultancy fee or any part
thereof paid by State Treasury?

(2) If "Yes", from what account are funds
appropriated?

(3) If answer to (1) is "part only" from
what other sources is he remunerated?

(4) If answer to (1) is "Yes", how much
has been paid from State Treasury?

It took from 6 November to 19 November to
receive an answer, which was that I was re-
ferred to the reply given in the Legislative As-
sembly. I would have thought that a question in
this House would have been treated with more
respect than referring the member who asked
the question to a reply given in the Legislative
Assembly. This is the reply-

(1)1to (4) The member is referred to the
reply to Legislative Assembly question
241 of 28 August 1985. However, he
would be aware that the State
Treasury is ultimately responsible (or
organising payment of salaries, wages,
and fees within the State Public Ser-
vice.

When I ultimately turned to the reply to ques-
tion 24 1, 1 found it had little relevance if any to
my question. If Hon. A. A. Lewis is concerned
about the types of answers he is receiving to
questions and the delays associated with them,
I can only endorse those comments.

The custom has been that when Ministers
visit a member's electorate the member is noti-
fied. In many instances the member, of what-
ever political party, often arranges the Minis-
ter's itinerary. Very often when the Liberal
Party was in Government a Minister would go
to Northam and then come across to Toodyay.
I would arrange with Mr Mclver, the member
for Avon, who would be in charge of the Minis-
ter's itinerary, to fit in with that itinerary and
with whatever Mr Mclver required so that I
could be accommodated. Mr Mclver extended
that courtesy to me so that the Minister's time
could be used efficiently.

If I am quoting incorrectly, would any mem-
ber please interject? I am not welcoming inter-
jections, they are contrary to Standing Orders. I
would not like to make an untrue statement,
but that is the way I understood it.
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Several members interjected,
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is the wayI

understood it and I know Mr MacKinnon,
whenever he travelled into a member's elector-
ate, sent a note through his secretary saying, for
example, that Hon. Graham MacKinnon, Min-
ister for Public Works, would be in the elector-
ate on such and such a date. Hon, Tom McNeil
might be in the same position. He might re-
ceive a letter which advises that a Minister will
be in his electorate. The Minister is in his elec-torate because the member has asked him to
be. Since the change of Government, this does
not seem to happen.

On 25 August, I thought there might have
been some oversight, so I wrote to the Premier
about this matter, as follows-

Dear Mr Burke,

I can appreciate that with the Court of
Disputed Returns and the likelihood of a
by-election in Mundaring, that the
Government would be paying particular
attention to matters in that electorate.

I am however disappointed that your
Ministers are not responding to the con-
vention set by all previous Governments
that Members are given due notice of Min-
isterial visits to their electorates.

Unfortunately, electors in Mundaring do
not see it this way and 1 am continually
receiving telephone calls following such
visits.

To date 1 have only been able to advise
what the convention was and as the
guidelines have now changed, would you
please let me know the new policies in or-
der that 1 can communicate these to my
constituents.

I must congratulate the Premier because I
received a prompt reply, within three days,
dated 25 August, as follows-

Dear Mr. Oliver,

In reply to your letter of 22nd August, I
am unable to comment in specific terms
because you mention that Members are
not being given due notice of Ministerial
visits to their electorates, but you do not
quote any examples.

I can advise that there is no new policy
or departure from the previous convent ion
and I have circulated advice to my Minis-
ters to provide details of their travel plans
to all Members of Parliament.

Given this directive, I am sure that any
failure to advise you of their travel plans
was an isolated oversight, probably
resulting from the heavy work pressures
being felt by the Ministers and their staff.

Since that date I have never received any no-
tice of the Ministers travelling into my elector-
ate, and they have been to my electorate in
the ir scores.

To give one example, on Tuesday, 8 October
1985, 1 addressed a question to the Leader of
the House representing the Premier in relation
to the launching of the Swan Valley policy
which, incidentally, was a Government
launching. It was held at Baskerville on
Thursday, 12 September 1985. 1 asked a series
of questions about the cost of preparation and
printing of the policy, whether the preparation
and printing were undertaken outside the
Government Printing Office, if "Yes", by
whom, and why elected parliamentary rep-
resentatives were not invited. I noticed the
member for Mundaring was there because he
was to respond. I then asked what was the cost
of catering for the luncheon.

Another strange thing happened on that day.
The stud ewes and rams went to Mulberry
Farm and the culls stayed at Baskerville Hall.
There was some VIP arrangement which was
somewhat disturbing to the people who were
invited to the luncheon at the Baskerville Hall.
These people came because they received a
beautiful silver embossed invitation from the
Premier, and not wishing to offend the
Premier, they came to the function but were
somewhat disappointed because they were
culled. One group was taken to Mulberry Farm
to another function with the stud ewes and
rams, and those culled were left at Baskerville.
They were a little disappointed.

The point I want to make is that I was told
that the total cost of preparing and printing of
the Swan Valley policy document launching-
to which I was not invited even though the area
represents 1 5 per cent of my electorate; my
colleague, Hon. Gordon Masters, also did not
receive an invitation and there was no invi-
tation extended to the Opposition on this mo-
mentous occasion-was 83 000.

It was interesting that the reason the member
for Mundaring was invited to this function is
not printed in this answer. Part (4) of the ques-
tion asked, "Why were elected parliamentary
representatives, excluding the member for
Mundaring, not invited?" and it was not
answered.
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Others who were invited had a direct interest
or specific role in the formulation or im-
plementation of the Swan Valley policy. The
reason is that some members of Parliament
have a specific direct interest or role in the
formulation of policies in regard to their elec-
torate; Gordon Masters and I apparently do
not! We do not have a direct interest or
specific role to play in the formulation or im-
plementation of the Swan Valley policy which
was Originally planned and started in 1980
under a Liberal Government, of which I was a
pant. Now, I am not to be included. This is
totally contrary to what the Premier has told
me.

The next interesting matter in the electorate
and I have found out by hearsay-and I know
that you, sir, move around your electorate and
the bush telegraph does not take more than five
or 10 minutes to reach you, and I am in the
same situation-that the Rural and Allied In-
dustries Council is to hold a two-day seminar
in the electorate. One of my constituents
brought the agenda to my office. Mr David
Evans, the Minister for Agriculture, was to
speak. I think you, Sir, would have been at the
first seminar and launching of the Rural and
Allied Industries Council, which was at
Murdoch University. It was chaired by the for-
mer Premier, Sir Charles Court. I was there for
the entire two days.

On this occasion the Rural and Allied Indus-
tries Council decided to hold its seminar at
Caversham. I thought, "This is interesting; I
wonder where my invitation is." Of course, I
recalled that in August 1983 the Premier had
issued a directive to his Ministers that were
they to travel into a member's electorate, they
should tell him. He had explained that any fail-
ure of a Minister to advise me of a visit was an
isolated oversight. I sat back and said to my
colleagues and people of the electorate, "I'll. see
you there anyway. The Parliament is in session
so I'll have to arrange a pair. 1'll try to be there
at some time though." But no invitation came.
No notice came from the Minister for
Agriculture, who was to attend the seminar to
be held in my electorate. I began to think he
must not be coming.

I then asked in Parliament on what dates
were the invitations posted to prospective par-
ticipants to the two-day seminar on table
grapes to be held on 25 and 26 September? The
answer was that they were posted on 9
September. I asked my question on 24
September, and had yet to receive an invi-
tation. I then asked which members of the State

Cabinet would be attending? I was told that Mr
Arthur Tonkin, Minister for Water Resources
and for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform
would be attending. I then asked why local
members who represented the electorate were
not advised of this ministerial visit in accord-
ance with the Premier's directive? The reply
was that the invitations to local members in-
cluded a programme which indicated that the
Minister for Agriculture would open the sem-
inar,

Ultimately, on 26 September, after the sem-
inar closed, I received a card which set out the
agenda. But I was not invited to the seminar;
the card merely told me what events had, by
then, taken place. I then asked on what date
had the delegated Minister accepted the invi-
tation to be present? The reply was that an
invitation forwarded to the Minister for
Agriculture on 15 August, and for personal
reasons had been unable to attend at the last
moment, so Hon. Arthur Tonkin had
officiated.

They sent out all these circulars to invite
people to come along and indicating that the
Minister for Agriculture would be opening the
seminar, but they did so without even telling
h im and then later, on 15 September, they sent
him the invitation. Hon. Gordon Masters and I
received invitations on 26 September.

What sort of an organ isation is this? Actu-
ally, I do not think the Rural and Allied Indus-
tries Council organised the seminar. It was
probably told what to do. The seminar was
probably organised by a Government adviser
who just went about organising it the way he
wanted to.

A most interesting thing about the agenda is
that it included an item indicating that the
member for Mundaring would close the sem-
inar. I found that very interesting. I thought to
myself, why would he close it? There I was
without an invitation, yet he had received one
on 9 September and he probably knew about it
before the invitations were printed; he was
probably consulted beforehand. When I asked
why he had been invited I was told he was not
invited in his capacity as a local member but as
chairman of the Select Committee inquiring
into the grape growing industry. I am surprised
that that should have been so.

Without reflecting on the Standing Orders Of
another House, I was not aware that a chair-
man of a Select Committee could make public
statements about the subject until the Select
Committee had presented and tabled its report
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in the Parliament. Obviously the Standing Or-
ders of the Legislative Assembly diverge from
our own and from the manner in which you,
Mr President, would rule on such an occurence.
If you were to hear that a chairman of a Select
Committee was making public statements with-
out the knowledge of other members of that
committee, you would not view the matter
lightly, bearing in mind the Standing Orders
applying to Select Committees of this House.
Obviously the Standing Orders of the two
Houses are very different.

All I can add is that the Swan Valley report is
a wonderful document! It is full of rhetoric.
Incidentally, it is published by D. A. Rowe and
Co. As members would be aware, the principal
of that company is a consultant to the Govern-
ment. I have asked a series of questions about
this matter and one related to the wine centre.
The Leader of the House replied that a wine
producing organisation would be manning the
wine centre in the Swan Valley. I rang every
wine centre I knew of in WA, and they new
nothing about it. Ultimately the Government,
after printing this document, wrote to the Wine
and Brandy Producers Association, whose
headquarters are in the Royal Agricultural So-
ciety Showground, and that society has now
agreed to participate in the wine centre. So, this
document was printed without the acknowledg-
ment of anyone prepared to man the wine
centre.

The Swan Valley report talks about all sorts
of things which had always been promised. it

-even talks about an 18-point plan for the grape
growers which the growers had actually pre-
pared themselves. The report indicates that the
grape growers decided collectively on the prep-
aration of an 18-point plan which they put to
the Government and which the Government
accepted.

How is it that the grape growers did not
know about the I 8-point plan until they
received a copy of the report from Mr Troy, the
member for Mundaring? When I rang the
executive of the Grape Growers Association I
asked them what the 18-point plan was all
about. They replied, "What 1 8-point plan?" I
Said, "You're the executive of the Grape
Growers Association; surely you know about it,
because the Government is saying you put the
proposal to the Government." This report indi-
cates that the Government had accepted an
18-point plan from the Grape Growers Associ-
ation, yet the first the association knew about it
was when I asked it to explain what was
involved.

When one reads through the Budget one
finds it contains just rhetoric, and no
substance. When we see all the stunts to be
carried on, we realise this is the No.1 stunt
Government in Australia. It bombards the elec-
torate with advertising. The people who went
to the Baskerville Hall and those who were not
culled and who were told to go to the Mulberry
Farm Hall know exactly what the Government
is all about. I asked the people why they went
along. One person told me the card was so
much like a wedding invitation he felt he could
not refuse it. Those people won. They listened
to all the rhetoric and then went away and said,
"Yes, a lot of promises were made, but we have
heard it before. We know an election is almost
due and this is what it is all about."

HON. TOM McNEIL (Upper West) [9.20
p.m.]: Earlier in the year I raised a matter of
serious concern in my electorate, a bushfire in
the Dandaragan region. A report that I received
from the shire reads as follows-

REPORT PREPARED BY SHIRE OF
DANDARAGAN IN RELATION TO
THE FIRE ON ARMY LEASED LAND
NEAR LANCELIN, 31ST MARCH TO
5TH APRIL 1985 AND IN RELATION
TO THE ARMY'S INVESTIGATION
REPORT INTO THE FIRE.

INTRODUCTION
During the period 31st March to 5th

April 1985 a wildfire which started on the
Defence Department's Artillery Range at
Lancelin severely affected approximately
260 square kilometres of Vacant Crown
Land, pastoral leases and a wildlife re-
serve. Included in the area that was affec-
ted were some 21 registered apiary sites
used by Western Australian commercial
beekeepers.

To extinguish this fire, involved the use
of 4 Government Departments, up to 19
volunteer fire fighting units and 30 to 40
volunteers, 6 beekeepers and the use of 2
Shire graders.

The costs involved, excluding Govern-
ment Department Costs to fight the fire
and damage caused as a result of the fire
amounts to in excess of $130 000.

On the 27th of May 1985, Council sub-
mitted a claim for reimbursement of costs
on behalf of the people involved in fighting
the fire and also seeked to meet the Army
to come to suitable arrangements for fire
prevention measures for the future.
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On the 5th of July 1985, Council
received a reply from the Australian
Government Solicitor, which reads as fol-
lows:

"I have been instructed to reply to your
letter addressed to the Commander,
Australian Army, 5th Military District and
dated the 27 May 1985. A thorough en-
quiry has been conducted by the
Australian Army into the cause of the bush
fires which occurred in the Lancelin area
between 31st March and 5th April 1985.
The inquiry shows that there is no evi-
dence to support your contention that the
bush fires were caused by the activities of
the Australian Army personnel in the
Lancelin Training Area. Liability for dam-
age caused by the bush fires in the
Lancelin area is therefore denied by the
Commonwealth of Australia."

A copy of the Army's Investigation Re-
port was released by the Commander,
Headquarters 5th Military District pursu-
ant to the Freedom of Information Act.

This Investigation Report has been
thoroughly scrutinised by the Shire of
Dandaragan and also its Bush Fire Control
Officers who were at the fire.

A summary of their comments in re-
lation to the Army's Investigation Report
follows:
SUMMARY:

The majority of the comments made by
Council's Fire Control Officers relate to
particular inaccuracies within the Army's
Investigation Report.

The important paragraphs from the
Army's Investigation Report are
reproduced in inverted commas followed
by the comments made by Shire Fire Con-
trol Officers.

To fill members in on what transpired, follow-
ing the discovery of the bushfire in the
Lancelin region, which was attended by volun-
teers from that district and the Shire of
Northam, the Army came back from Bindoon
with about 33 foot soldiers and same fire ten-
ders to assist in trying to put out the fire.
Lieutenant G. Findlay was authorised to pre-
pare a report on how the fire started. His terms
of reference were quite extensive. He was given
all sonts of authority to prepare statements
from people who were in contact over the mat-
ter, either through participating in eliminating
the fire or through the Fire Brigades Board.

The Army comments form the report, and they
are followed by comments from shire person-
nel, as follows-

"Civilian command and control at the
scene of the fire was non existent. The Fire
Control Officer had no contact with most
of his units, he had very little knowledge of
their locations and actual tasking."
COMMENT:-In my opinion the person
who made the statement did not under-
stand the situation. I was in radio contact
with the Fire Control Officer in charge and
to my understanding he had full knowledge
of the location of the fire and was in con-
tact with his units by radio. The Officer in
Charge was directing operations as I was
not able to attend until the Tuesday after-
noon. The Officer was authorised to act in
the capacity.
COMMENT:-My fire unit had two
radios installed. I had contact with the
Chief Fire Control Officer, Shire Officer
and many other units with both VHF and
UHF radios. Through the Shire Office I
also had access to telephone facilities.
"There was little regard for safety of per-
sonnel and stores with the fire authorities
at Cataby."
COMMENT:-There was no danger at
any stage to any personnel.
This comment was agreed to by other Fire
Control Officers.
"There was no co-ordination in the de-
ployment of troops and civilian person-
nel."
COMMENT:-l am sure that if the troops
had contact with the Officer in Charge
they would have been instructed what to
do.
"A Fire Control Officer was appointed but
had little control over individuals."
COMMENT:-I cannot understand this
statement as the Officer had been in charge
since the start of the fire.
"Throughout the fire indiscriminate burn-
ing was conducted by many of the volun-
teer firemen, with little planning and
co-ordination from Headquarters of the
volunteer services, making it dangerous to
deploy troops in the area."
COMMENT:-To my knowledge there
was no indiscriminate back burning. The
only way to contain these fires is through
back burning and any burning that was
done was under instructions. Troops in the
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area should have been under the control of
the Fire Control Officer in Charge and
should not have been in any dangerous
situation.
These general comments were agreed to by
the other Fire Control Officers.
"At approximately 2100 hours we
commenced firing illuminating rounds
into the same area and noted that we had
started two or three small fires, and at the
conclusion of this practice we despatched
the fire tender with two members of the
battery to put out any fires still burning.
The driver of the fire tender reported back
at approximately 2345 hours that he had
extinguished the last remaining fire."
COMMENT:-lt is admitted that the
Army started several fires. These fires were
supposedly extinguished. If the Army had
any knowledge of fires in this type of
country, they would know the danger time
would come from midday in the heat of
the day when the winds increase.
If the fires were handled in the same way
as they were by the units that helped later
to extinguish the fire, then it is not surpris-
ing the fire broke out again. There is no
doubt in my mind that the major fire came
from the impact area.
"My observation from the fire fighting is:
(a) There was a lack of control HQ until

two days after the fire started.
(b) There seemed to be too much back

burn ing where it was not necessary,
(c) Local farmers were back burning off

their own properties at the same time.
One farmer on the 3rd April at 3 p.m.,
a local farmer asked our assistance to
put out a small fire while at the same
time was lighting up nearby.

(d) Lack of communications.
(e) Lack of water facilities."
COMMENT:-l consider the Officer that
made this statement was the only Army
personnel who knew anything about fire
ighting and he was of great assistance es-

pecially in the horseshoe sand hills area.
Any back burning was necessary and the
comments are a lack of knowledge on the
Army's part.
I agree with the comment regarding the
lack of water facilities, but this land is un-
developed Crown Land with no facilities
available.

COMMENT:-The Comment by the
Army regarding indiscriminate back burn-
ing is incorrect. This shows a lack of
knowledge on the part of the Army. The so
called indiscriminate back burning was
carried out to save some of the grass
country in that area. Several witnessess
were present when this back burning was
carried out.
COMMENT: The Army Officer who made
the comment obviously did not know
about back burning of fires of this type.
They even admitted that it was their first
fire. Comments like (c) just show how little
knowledge the Army units have of this
situation.
"For the first two days all I can gather is
that we were fighting back burns. In some
cases these became uncontrollable."

COMMENT: Lack of knowledge on behalf
of Army personnel.
COMMENT: The first day, a lot of time
was taken up showing the Army fire ten-
ders how to put out the fire and how to
operate their own equipment. If we did not
put in back burns we would have spent the
next two weeks fighting the fire.

"For the last three years, the Army in con-
junction with the Western Australian Bush
Fires Board has developed a system of
buffer zones, Firebreaks and roads to meet
the requirements of paragraph 4(c) of the
Central West Coast Regional Fire Protec-
tion Plan.
"The last programmed burn of the buffer
zones was completed in August/September
1984. This did not include the north west-
ern corner of the range, due to the diffi-
culty of the terrain.
"it is considered that the Army has com-
plied with its responsibilities for fire pro-
tection within the Lancelin training area."
COMMENT: Certain amount of buffers
have been installed, however, these buffers
failed to stop the fire in the impact area.
The Bush Fires Board has now prepared a
better buffer system in conjunction with
the Army.
"At approximately 9 p.m. on 30th March,
an illumination mission was fired. This
resulted in several small fires starting in
the scrub around the spent flares. At the
completion of the firing the supporting fire
tender moved in the impact area and put
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out all signs of fire. Due to the minor
nature of these fires they were not reported
to the W.A. Bush Fires Board."

COMMENT: Any fire started is a potential
hazard unless extinguished correctly. To
untrained personnel it is easy to consider
these fires extinguished, but even the most
experienced fire fighters can get caught by
some smouldering debris causing
breakouts.
COMMENT: Was the ammunition used
over that weekend of a type with no or
minimal potential to start Aires? This com-
ment is made in regard to a statement
made by the Australian Army some 10
years ago. The Army state that all normal
fire precautions arc taken and in addition
during the period of high fire risk the types
of ammunition used are now restricted to
those which have minimum or no
potential to start fires. Was this commit-
ment by the Army adhered 1o?

"Little was done about controlling the fire
until it was overflown at 7 am. on 1st
April 1985 by a light plane. On the basis of
this flight the first civilian fire fighters
were deployed, and headquarters 5th Mili-
tary District were asked to provide fire
fighting support. A profile for the fire was
drawn.

"Four separate statements were made
disputing the profile of the fire. The profile
of the fire shows the location of the fire at
7 a.m. on the I1st April as being outside the
immediate impact area. This particular
point is disagreed strongly by many Fire
Control Officers and they generally believe
the fire was some 2 to 3 kilomectres in a
south east direction from where the Bush
Fires Board actually plotted the fire at the
time. The Fire Control Officers are of the
opinion that if the fire was plotted cor-
rectly it would show that the fire was actu-
ally burning within the Army impact area.

"Some fire damage can be attributed to
unauthorised back burning conducted by
farmers during the fire."

COMMENT: Incorrect statement through
lack of knowledge.

"A high fire danger existed on 30th and
31st March 198$. This was confirmed by
the District Office of the Fifth Military
District Headquarters, before the Seventh
Field Battery commenced firing. Firing is
allowed in these conditions."

COMMENT: I feel the Army was irrespon-
sible in using flares capable of starting fires
during these weather conditions.

"in the opinion of the investigating officer,
the fire did not result directly from the
firing conducted by the Seventh Field Bat-
tery. There is no evidence to support any
claim of Army negligence during the
period 30th March to 4th April in the
Laneelin area."

COMMENT: It is more a lack of knowl-
edge than negligence in extinguishing their
fires, that caused the major fire.

"Some fire damage was caused by un-
authorised back burning by local farmers
during the period of the fire."

COMMENT: The Army do not realise that
back burning is the only way to halt these
fires. Any back burning was authorised by
a Fire Control Officer.

The Army made several recommendations
following this investigation one of which is
as follows:

"Units conducting live firing during con-
ditions of high Fire danger should leave a
fire tender on location for at Least three
hours after the completion of firing."

COMMENT: I believe they should remain
at the scene of the fire for at least 24 hours
following firing.

The following are comments made by the
Fire Control Officers interviewed in regard
to the fire:

1. The Army grader drivers were
inexperienced in driving their own ve-
hicles.

2. Personnel seemed more interested in
their Easter holiday than
extinguishing the fire.

3. Many of the Army personnel knocked
off at sundown, while volunteers and
Shire Grader operators continued un-
til after midnight on several nights.

4. Foot soldiers are of no use at this type
of fire. A small number of experienced
persons should be attached to local
fire units. This would have been of
more benefit.

5. It was apparent that the operators of
the large fire units were not particu-
larly competent in handling their own
equipment.
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6. When the Army prepared the Report
into the fire why were not certain key
personnel allowed to make comment
on the fire. For instance Warrant
Officer McCormack was in charge of
the fire tenders and Coot soldiers at the
fire. If he was in charge, then why has
he not given a written statement as
pant of the Army's report? Other key
personnel not interviewed were the
Officer in Charge of the Shire Bush
Fire organisation during the first two
days of the fire. Further no statements
were recorded from the representa-
tives of the Bush Fires Board and also
other key Fire Control Officers of the
Shire's Bush Fire organisation, who
may have had a different opinion to
the ones reproduced in the Army's re-
port.

7. The Army personnel were not trained
for this type of fire control.

8. The statements made by McDonald
and Nind in regard to the destruction
of the damaged lIE. Round conflict
in that one states that it was destroyed
at a point 390888 and the other states
at a point 409887 being
approximately 2 kilometres apart.

CHANGES IN ARMY'S POLICY:
The Shire of Dandaragan has been led to

believe that in the six months following the
fire on the Army land, the following
changes of Army policy have been effected:

I . Large sums of money are now being
expended on the Army leased area to
increase fire safety.

2. The Army has now adopted a
recommendation that no live firing is
to take place between the end of
October and the end of February.

3. Why was such a large commitment
made by the Army to fight the fire, if
it was not started directly by the
Army.

For members of this House who have experi-
ence of bushfire fighting-and some of us have
been committed in that way in the past-it
does not really matter at the outset who started
the fire; what is important is getting it under
control. I am a personal friend of the chap in
charge of the fire control on this occasion, and
he is a most competent farmer as well as being
a most competent fire control officer. I have
contacted some of the people who attended the
fire and they have commented that the Army

was most reluctant to go in and take its equip-
ment into an area where it asserted there were
unexploded live shells. This was after people
had been fighting the fire for two days!

People were sent on Army manoeuvres, and
one of the crucial aspects should have been to
make sure that there were sufficient personnel
present with the knowledge to overcome any
problems that might arise from bushfires. I
point out this was at the end of March when
there was a high fire risk. If ever I have seen a
whitewash, it was the report submitted by
Lieutenant Findlay. He went to great lengths in
the report he submitted to Army command,
and his terms of reference were such that he
had every right to go in to those lengths. They
were as follows-

how, when and where the bushfires oc-
curred and the circumstances surrounding
the bushfire, in particular the bushfire al-
leged to have started in the Range Area on
31 March 85;
the extent of damage both to the Lancelin
Field Firing Area and to privately owned
or Crown Land;
whether any contravention of Standing Or-
ders Occurred;
whether there was any breach of safety
procedures;
whether it is considered necessary to:
(1) issue or amend current instructions,
(2) modify training procedures;
whether any immediate measures are con-
sidered necessary to prevent a recurrence
of the incident'

He was also ordered to obtain the following-
statements of all relevant witnesses, in-
cluding the Shire Bushfire organization;
copies of all relevant orders;

It goes on and on. The instructions were quite
comprehensive.

Lieutenant Findlay made the following
statement to his commanding officer, which
reads as follows-

Appointments
4. The following appointments were

held:
a. Lt K. Norman-Const Sqn de-

tach ment comd-
That is the construction detachment-

b. Vie Harding-Senior representa-
tive from the Western Australian
flush Fires Board;
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c. Ric, representative from the local
fire authority-Fire Control
Officer;-

In other words, the lieutenant did not even
know this man's last name. This man had
fought the fire for five days and had been in
command of the situation, yet Lieutenant
Findlay cannot even provide his last name. The
list continues-

d. W02 McCormack-Fire Tender
Control.

Of the basis of those four appointments on
which the Army has based its stance that it was
in no way responsible for the outbreak of the
bushfire, the Crown Solicitor has now said,
"Well, that's it. You are not going to get any
money. Your $130 000 is gone." So now the
Shire of Dandaragan must sit back and look at
all the damaged equipment, and the farmers
must look at all the hours, the fuel and the tyres
that were wasted while fighting this fire which
the Army claims was not its fault. The evidence
is in the report and although it is a comprehen-
sive report I will not keep the House here all
night. However, I emphasise the submissions
are almost entirely from the Army's own
troops, some of whom were on the initial exer-
cise and some of whom were in the detachment
that came from Bindoon to help fight the fire.

However, there are a couple aof points in the
report which I would like to stress and bring to
the attention of the House. One matter which I
feel needs to be brought to the attention of
members is found in a statement made by R.-Ellis, Warrant Officer, second class
officer-in-charge DSU Perth Northam detach-
ment. H-e states-

My observation from the fire fighting is:
(a) there was a lack of a Control HQ

until 2 days after the fire started;
(b) there seemed to be too much

backburning where it was not
necessary;

(c) local farmers were burning off
their own properties at the same
time. One farmer on 3 April 85 at
1500 hr, a local farmer, asked our
assistance to put out a small fire
while, at the same time, he was
lighting a fire nearby;

(d) lack of communications; and
(e) lack of water facilities.

Those last two points are really worth looking
at--lack of comnmun ication" and "lack of
water facilities." In the Army personnel's

standing orders for this area particular refer-
ence was made to the problems in the area in
which this type of training is carried out. The
standing orders provide for this eventuality, yet
here we have a Warrant Officer suggesting that
this was a problem. Had the Army been going
up there to fight a fire" I would have thought it
would be at least cognisant of the conditions of
the area. It is completely ludicrous that W02
Ellis should have made this statement when the
situation is already explained in the Army's
standing orders. A report by Lieutenant K. R.
Norman reads as follows-

Communications

12. Communications were one of the
major problems of the detachment. The FLI
radio and dipole set that came up with the
troop, failed to reach 5 MD Headquarters
in Perth. It became necessary to work
through the WABFB communications van
which only arrived late on Tues 2 April.
There was no communications between
the Army fire tenders and the Army fire
detachment.

13. It became necessary to take a 500
watt generator set to charge the Ft batter-
ies. As the units were mobile for most of
the time, the batteries could not be charged
until the following morning. It is
recommended that, in future operations, a
small independent detachment from one
of the signal squadrons be deployed along-
side the Army units.

Here we have a report which suggests the local
farmers had to be coerced into fighting the fire.
However, in the country, when there is a fire
nobody stands around and says, "Well, I'm not
going over there to fight this fire because I do
not like the fellow next door"; on the contrary,
country people get as many vehicles, personnel
and equipment together as they can and they
use their time, and their experience to try to
put the fire out. Obviously the Army personnel
did not understand about backburning. It was
quite obvious from the comments made by the
two groups-Army personnel and farmers-
that most of the Army personnel were fighting
their first fire. However, these men are now
giving submissions on some of their observa-
tions as to how the fire started and the pro-
cedures used in fighting it- They obviously were
not expert enough to be involved, let alone pass
judgment.

Lieutenant Findlay received submissions
from Major E. W. McDonald; Sgt B. Nind;
Gunner T. J. Goodlich; John Cusack, who is
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the chief fire control Officer for the Shire of
Dandaragan;, R. Ellis W02; Sgt M. J.
Armstrong; 1, Rennie, the assistant shire clerk
in the area; and P. Cairnes W02; and a sub-
mission was received from Mr Robley, who is
the Director of the Bush Fires Board of WA.

To highlight the report I would just refer to
the assistant shire clerk's submission. One does
not have to be a Rhodes scholar to work this
one out. It reads as follows-

Q. Were there any other fires in the
Lancelin area on the weekend 30/31 March
1985?

A. Not to my knowledge. None were
reported.

That is one submission in answer to one ques-
lion. Lieutenant Findlay received the following
statement from John Cusack, the fire control
officeer at the Dandaragan Shire-

1. On Sunday 31 March 1985 1 was
informed at 1500 hr that there was a
fire in the Army Training Area near
Bullfrog Well.

2. 1 sent a Fire Control Officer to the
scene and informed the Bush Fire
Board representative in Moora. H~e
informed Perth.

3. The first fire fighters arrived on the
site on I April 85 under control of the
Fire Control Officer, Mr Allen.

Q. When was the fire first spotted?

A. A grader operator working on a
nearby property saw it burning at 1300 hr
31 March 1985.

There are maps in the submission showing
where it is thought the fire started. However
the shire is now in a quandary. I asked a ques-
tion tonight, which is on notice, and probably
tomorrow I will receive an answer from the
Leader of the House who represents the Minis-
ter for Communication, and Defence Liaison.
It is quite explicit and reads as follows-

What is a shire council's responsibility
under the Bush Fires Act to fight or control
fires on vacant Crown land and on
Government vested reserves?

We look forward with great interest to the
answer to this question because most members
in this place would know that there is, if not a
moral obligation, certainly a shire obligation to
utilise equipment and manpower to help out
when there is a bushfire on Crown land.

H-ow helpful will the Shire of Dandaragan be
in the future? It is S 130 000 down the drain.
The Army conducted a whitewash investi-
gation saying that it would hand the matter to
the Crown Solicitor and that would be the end
of the story. It will go out next year and begin
firing HE artillery shells setting off fires and
then expect the farmers, with their expertise, to
backburn and use their own fuel, tyres, and
personnel, and not knock off at teatime, but
work through the night, to fight the fires, not
because the Army is lazy in ighting fires, but
because the farmers have the expertise. They
know what they are doing and they know how
to use the equipment.

For anyone to suggest that we should sit back
and accept the report is wrong. No wonder the
shire is upset, and no wonder that other shires
which have outbreaks of fires in Crown re-
serves are also upset. I am looking forward to
the answer the Leader of the House will give
me tomorrow following my question tonight
which stated-

()Has there been any alteration to the
Army's Standing Order for the
Lancelin training area since the out-
break of a bushfire following Army
manoeuvres last March?

(2) If "Yes", would the Minister provide
the details?

(3) Has the Minister read the Army report
of their investigation into the
bushfires in the Lancelin area from 30
March to 4 April 1985?

(4) lf"Yes'-
(a) can it now be considered a fact

that the Army had no involve-
ment in the outbreak of the
bushfire; or

(b) will the Minister take into con-
sideration the report of the Shire
of Dandaragan which lays the
blame for the fire on the Army?

It should be interesting tomorrow when we re-
ceive the answer. Hope fully the questions wilt
not be ignored until after the House rises. We
are greatly concerned about these matters. I
guess it is not the first time that shires have
complained about having to use ratepayers'
fu nds and equipment i n operat io ns of t h is type.
The answers supplied tomorrow will be
interesting for the shires.

I spoke to Army command headquarters
tnday to suggest that, in order to utilise the
shire's witnesses, the Army mighi like to meet a
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small deputation from the shire to point out to
it that the report placed before the brigadier
had many holes in it and that a conclusive
investigation had not been carried out because
the Army did not receive a submission from
the fire control officer or from the officer in
control of the Army fire tenders. Apparently a
gunner who was sent out to dampen down the
fires was approached. He would tell the Army
whatever it wished to hear. I would like to
know how much expertise he has in fighting
fires and how much training he has had.

As far as the Army is concerned, this matter
is a dead duck. It has been placed in the hands
of the Crown Solicitor and is sub judice. Any
action taken by the Shire of Dandaragan now
would cost a lot of money.

We will wait with great interest for the
answers from the Leader of the House to the
questions I have raised.

HON. P. H. WELLS (North Metropolitan)
(9.55 p.m.]:!I rise to speak in this debate know-
ing that it is close to the time for the adjourn-
ment of the House. After we adjourned last
night at 1. 15 a.m. I spoke with some people in
my office until about 2.00 or 2.30 a.m. I
arrived home and got to bed at about three
o'clock to be woken at 5.30 a.m. by a constitu-
ent who phoned me to say how inconsiderate
workers from the Water Authority were be-
cause they had decided to begin work on the
northern perimeter highway at that early hour.
He had been trying to ring the department but,
having no success, decided to ring around his
members of Parliament. It just happened to be
a good morning for him to ring my home! It
seems that the Ministers have silent numbers.
In any case, the problem did not occur in the
Attorney General's province, so I was not able
to refer my constituent to him.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi interjected.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: Thai was not the time to

call someone to climb down drains. It really
required someone to sont out the arrangements
with the contractor in a reasonable way and to
point out to him that there are reasonable times
for people to begin work and to begin
disturbing people.

I thought the Government was going to be
reasonable in its handling of the legislation of
this House.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What did you do about
the contractor?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I think it should be
pointed out to him that the noise abatement
legislation contains provisions requiring that

this sort of work be carried out in reasonable
hours. If the member decided to have a noisy
party, she may find some of her colleagues of
days gone by-

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi interjected.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am pleased the mem-

ber has decided to return to hear my speech; I
hope he will Find something interesting in it.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. P. H.
Lockyer): Order! The member will address the
Chair and Hon. Sam Piantadosi will cease
interjecting,

Hon. P. H. WELLS: The question was raised
whether it is a contractor problem or whether it
is a Water Authority problem. I am told that
the Water Authority is doing' the work and
therefore, as far as I am concerned, it is respon-
sible.

I used that analogy to indicate unreasonable
time. The Government's history of the hand-
ling of legislation in this House is probably
worse than that of any previous Government.
The end of session sittings under this Govern-
ment are proving to be harder to take than the
sittings under previous Liberal Governments.
In fact, I have heard Government members say
that, and although they may not tell the Minis-
ter I am telling him now. The hours we have sat
could have been more moderate. I must admit,
though, that sittings in this House have not
been as bad as the sittings in the other place.

The Government is cramming legislation
into this House for the same reason that pre-
vious Governments have crammed it in, and
that is because Ministers are anxious to get the
business through the House as quickly as poss-
ible so that they will have little trouble in hand-
ling the legislation.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Mr MacKinnon should
correct you on that. It could not be right.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am certain that Hon.
Graham MacKinnon performed admirably as a
Minister and he endeavoured to get Bills
through the House.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Like all members-
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. P. H.

Lockyer): Order! It is not necessary for Hon.
Graham MacKinnon to give a resume of his-
tory.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I will refer to some in-
stances to demonstrate what the Government
has done to members. I am sure Hon. Kay
Hatlahan would agree with me that this
Government has not been considerate in pro-
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viding members with research tfacilities in or-
der that they can deal with legislation ad-
equately.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Don't you think a lot of
our problems in this House would be overcome
if a reasonable time limit were placed on
speeches?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: My reply to the Attorney
General is "No". My experience is that there
has been a minimum amount of time spent on
the examination of Bills. If the public were to
understand the research necessary when deal-
ing with legislation, they would be horrified to
learn how quickly legislation is passed through
this Mouse. It is a sham when one considers the
research facilities that are provided to mem-
bers of this Parliament.

I am looking forward to a situation where the
Committee stage of Bills will result in in-depth
study of legislation. It has come to my attention
that the Financial Administration and Audit
Bill, which was dealt with in this House re-
cently, has some very doubtful areas. At the
time the Bill was debated in this House, I was
unable to carry out an in-depth study and,
therefore, was unable to ascertain the problems
that have arisen.

Naturally, many Bills do not require a great
deal of debate. Many Bills which I thought
would take only five minutes to pass through
this House have taken up to three hours. 1 re-
fer, in particular, to the stallions Bill, which
was to repeal the Act. It took a long time to
pass through this House because many mem-
bers spoke about the breed of horses involved;
and those types of debates delay the proceed-
ings of the House.

A new piece of legislation may involve be-
tween 200 and 300 different clauses which may
cover between 30 and 50 different subjects. If a
member has a number of questions to raise
about a piece of legislation, he should be
provided with the proper research assistance.
However, it appears that that is the way in
which most Govetniments would prefer mem-
bers to handle legislation because it does not
want questions asked and it wants members to
accept the legislation that is considered necess-
ary by the relevant department. Should a mem-
ber come across a defect in a piece of legis-
lation, it is quickly covered up; and if it is not
understood by the Government it will bulldoze
the legislation through the Parliament in order
to have it accepted.

A desperate need exists for members to be
provided with the necessary resources to assist
them to undertake their work in a realistic way.
I would not mind if the resources were
provided on a user pays basis. I realise that the
provision of research assistants is a costly busi-
ness and that it is questionable whether the
officers' time is used in the best possible way.
However, it is a problem which Governments
must face.

I ask the Minister to consider the question of
an imprest system in terms of providing re-
search assistants. Members would have
allocated to them a given amount of money
th at th ey coulId use to e mploy a resea rch off icer
to undertake research on a specific subject. The
officer would be paid when the job is
completed. This system would overcome the
problem which may exist if allocations were
made to employ a personal research assistant.
For instance, that person may not be employed
to undertake the work he is employed to do and
could end up doing other work in the elector-
ate.

A number of ways exist to overcome the
problem. The Queensland Government has
provided additional research assistants in the
Parliamentary Library. The assistants provide
summaries of special requests made by mem-
be rs.

I favour the imprest system as it appears to
me to be more realistic. As far as the
Queensland system is concerned, the research
assistants are employed for a full year. There-
fore, the Government is providing members
with a research facility in regard to Bills. Not
every member needs assistance with Bills. For
example, a member who has a rural back-
ground would not need assistance when rural
Bills are before the House. By the same token,
members who have had experience in the
mining field would not need assistance with
mining Bills. However, some members would
need assistance and would appreciate being
provided with realistic options and consider-
ations in terms of the legislation before the
House.

I represent the people in my electorate, and I
could say to the Minister, "Are you providing
an extra $ 10 000 or $20 000 to solve the prob-
lem with which I and my province are faced?"
The Minister Is aware that as a representative
of the people I must come to this House and
accept the complex Bills which are presented to
it. I have no control over that. Some Bills
which are presented to the House are very easy
to understand and there is no need for lengthy
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research. On other occasions, complex Bills are
presented-and I refer to the Financial
Administration and Audit Bill. Similar legis-
lation had not been presented in any other Par-
liament of Australia except in the Common-
wealth, and I was unable to obtain sufficient
information about it. Although a seminar con-
cerning this Bill was held, many questions
remained unanswered.

I understand that the credit legislation took
15 years to draft. I am sure that the introduc-
tion of an imprest system would improve the
situation. University students in their final
year would be willing to undertake specific re-
search for members and they could be paid on
a casual basis.

The Government has tried to gag the people
who come to me for assistance and it has also
tried to stop me from using the methods I em-
ploy. Members will recall that the Minister for
Education did not like it when I decided to
write to teachers and addressed the letters to
their workplace. People have been writing to.
me from their workplace for many years. The
Minister tried to stop what I was doing and
said that I should not have that type of access
to teachers.

Recently I recognised that the Police Force
makes a tremendous contribution to this State
and I decided I would write to the policemen
and women in my province. They are citizens
and have a right to contact their local member
of Parliament, and I appreciate the work they
do in maintaining law and order. 1 took the
opportunity when I wrote to them to invite
them to my electorate office to discuss, over
Morning tea, the problems within the electorate
concerning law and order.

I was interested to discover that a memo was
sent through the department under someone's
instruction. On this occasion, I had not written
to policemen at their workplace because I was
not dealing with specific legislation concerning
them in this House. I wanted to meet
policemen in my electorate. The Officers who
did not receive a letter from mec were sent this
memo at their workplace. It read-

Information has been received that the
Liberal Member for North Province, Mr
Peter WELLS, has written to police
officers in his constituency inviting them
to attend a meeting where it is intended to
discuss ideas to reduce Crime, the flail Act
and other matters.

Members are reminded that under Regu-
lat ion 607 of the Police Regulations they
are not permitted to disclose official infor-
mation which has come to their knowledge
in the co urse of t hei r duty.

Would you please cause all members
under your command to be advised of this
particular information.

That memo was meant to frighten people and,
in some ways, to intimidate them. I was not
seeking from any police officer confidential in-
formation associated with his workplace. I do
not seek confidential information that is avail-
able to the Government or to any companies I
talk to. But I believe that policemen make a
contribution to our community. They are
entitled to have access to their member of Par-
liament and they are entitled to have an input
into the area in which they have experience.
The people who tried to discourage my meeting
with police officers were trying to say to them,
"You have to buckle under; we are in control."

Members of our Police Force are citizens and
have certain rights. From time to time I have
raised a number of matters with respect to that
force. I looked at the Budget allocation for the
Police Force. Budget figures are always massive
amounts. Most members do not have the
ability to get close to $1 million dollars, but a
few millionaires could balance their resources
and come up with $1 million dollars. I do not
happen to be one of those people. Most of my
constituents find it difficult to visualise what
one is talking about when one talks in terms Of
millions of -dollars, let alone hundreds of
millions, such as the estimate for the police for
the current year of $ 142 866 000. That figure
represents per head of population a contri-
bution of $99.18. If we talk about the allo-
cation in those terms, people can better under-
stand the cost of our Police Force. Each person
actually pays less than $ 100 for the security we
have in this State. it is not much if we consider
it. Members would spend more than that on
their drinking requirements. If we checked
some members' bar accounts, we would find
many accounts in excess of $ 100.

We must recognise that criminal activity is
increasing. The massive increase in crime is a
worry to every State. Certainly crimes against
propenty have increased dramatically and are
of concern to the police throughout Australia.
There is a growing need to provide our police
forces, not only with increased numbers of per-
sonnel, but also with more up-to-date tech-
nology and adequate backup legislation. One
person with whom I discussed law and order in
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the State said, "It is not really so much the
increased numbers of personnel that are
required, but the support of adequate legis-
lation and the sorts of deterrents that will en-
sure that people do not continue to think that
crime pays."

I have told the Minister for Technology that
although the Government tells private
enterprise to take hold of new technology, it
still provides to the Police Force, members of
Parliament, and many of our departments,
technology that is outdated by at least a decade.
We do not provide them with the modern tech-
nology that our Minister for Technology tells
businesses they should take hold of.

Hon. Garry Kelly: We have a lot more than
your lot gave us; that is all I know.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I gather that Hon. Carry
Kelly must be talking about the photocopiers
with which we have been provided. I give
credit to the Government for the sensible de-
cision to make them available. If H-on. Garry
Kelly listened to all my speeches he would re-
member that on a number of occasions I have
recognised the provision of a photocopier and
have indicated that it was very much appreci-
ated. The person who appreciated it most was
probably my secretary who is now able to make
office copies immediately without resorting to.
carbon copies, thus saving a lot of time.

A large number of police officers actually still
type on manual typewriters that no member of
Parliament would dare to have in his office.Hon. Carry Kelly should start visiting his local
police station and watch the constable there
type with two fingers on a manual typewriter.

Hon. Graham Edwards: They wouldn't know
how to use these other typewriters.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Given half a chance,
they would be quite able to use them. They
have the same keyboards as the manual type-
writers. Even a person like me who cannot type
properly can type on the new typewriters that
have a limited memory and an automatic
correcting function.

Hon. Graham Edwards: I tell you a lot of
them would be lost with the new typewriters.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I have a lot more faith in
the technical ability of members of our Police
Force and officers of our departments.

Hon. Carry Kelly interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): Order! Let the member continue his
speech uninterrupted.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Hon. Carry Kelly is
suggesting that the Police Force should con-
tinue with antiquated equipment such as man-
ual typewriters. In a number of places, officers
use their personal electronic typewriters be-
cause their memory ability makes it easier for
them.

I am amazed that the Parliamentary Library
still does not have full computerisation. Mem-
bers of this Parliament want to extract infor-
mation very quickly. I understand that
Hansard is to receive an allocation for com-
puters in this Budget, but that the Parliamen-
tary Library may have to wait a Budget or two
down the line. There is a need for greater
computerisation in the library. Queensland
went on line years ago. Most parliamentary
libraries have recognised that having infor-
mation on call provides a better and faster ser-
vice. Not so much extraneous information is
provided because it is possible to zero in on the
type of information that is desired.

In New South Wales, if a person telephones a
police station or arrives at the station in person
at any hour of the day he can be put into con-
tact with a police officer. If the contact is made
by telephone there will be no additional cost
for the reconnection. The Police Force in that
State had a specialised group which was able to
implement the policy as quickly as possible so
that as many people as possible could get direct
access to police officers.

In Western Australia we are still using basi-
cally the same equipment invented by
Alexander Graham Bell. It has been improved
a little since then, but the operation is still the
same; when a telephone call is received at the
police station, an officer picks up the telephone
and answers it and the person making the call is
put in touch with the person he is calling.
Although the equipment is a little more mod-
ern nowadays, the telephone systems in oar
police stations do no more than the original
equipment did.

By comparison, in Victoria when a police
station is not manned a recording device is put
into operation. Incidentally, the Federal
Government provides every member of Parlia-
ment with a device which will record telephone
messages when the telephone is unattended.
That facility is not provided to State members
of Parliament.

Hon, Carry Kelly: I have one.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: It was not provided by

the Government. I am sure Mr Kelly paid for it
himself.
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In Victoria, if a person rings a local police
station and na-one is in attendance the
recording device will advise the caller how to
get in touch with a police officer. That service
is available 24 hours a day. That is not in line
with today's technology but at least it is close to
the technology of five or 10 years ago.

In answer to a question, the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services indicated that
he is willing to consider the provision of
divertaphone systems in police stations. I had
one installed in my office when I became a
member of Parliament, and when my office
telephone is unattended for one reason or
another the calls are diverted to a telephone
which will be answered.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Where are they diverted?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: The calls are diverted to
Parliament House. If I am not In my electorate
office I am at Parliament House and can take
the calls there. In any event, calls are answered
by a telephonist and a message can be relayed
to me. As a member of Parliament I decided
that that was the minimum facility I required
and I purchased it myself. The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services has indicated
that he is prepared to buy that system for the
Police Force, and I trust that he will be pre-
pared to go one step further. I am thinking for
example of the Eagle system which has been
developed in New South Wales.

That system is a combination of a
divertaphone and a number of other systems. If
a person telephones an unmanned police
station during an emergency and the police
officer has forgotten to swilch the telephone
system through, within 30 seconds of the tele-
phone ringing, the call will automatically be
diverted to a predetermined number and will
be answered by a police officer. The system has
another great advantage. Outside the police
station a stainless steel vandaiproof plate is
located which enables a person who arrives at a
police station which is unattended to press a
button which activates the telephone system of
the office. That person is able to utilise the
telephone system installed in the office and the
call is immediately diverted to a manned tele-
phone. It is similar to an intercom system and
the person is immediately put in touch with an
officer.

By contrast, in Western Australia if a person
is involved in some strife and goes to the local
police station for assistance-for instance at
lnnaloo or Scarborough-he will usually find a
notice on the door indicating that the office is

closed and advising him to ring a certain tele-
phone number. That is all very well if a tele-
phone can be found. It is possible that dis-
traught people could arrive at the police station
in a state of shock. For instance, I can imagine
that the mother who arrived home at her flat in
Balga and discovered her daughter had been
murdered would have been in such a condition.
She did not have a telephone and the person
who tried to assist her raced to the Nollamara.
Police Station. When he arrived at the station
there was a notice on the door stating that the
office was closed and advising him to ring a
certain number. He then had to drive around
the streets trying to find a public telephone.

Hon. Garry Kelly: There is always "000".
Hon. P. H. WELLS: That is brilliant; there is

no doubt about the ability of teachers to
present bright ideas. The difficulty is, of
course, to find a telephone in order to ring
"000". That type of situation would he avoided

if e had the same system as operates in New
South Wales. That type of technology is worth
consideration by the Government.

The Wanneroo Police Station is claimed to
Provide a 24-hour service but during the night
the police officers are on patrol and after five
o'clock the office is generally shut. Someone
who is accustomed to using the police station
during the day may race down there at night for
some reason-perhaps he or she has been
robbed-and will find that he or she cannot
utilise the station.

In order to implement the system devised in
New South Wales it was necessary for the
Police Force to get special permission from
Telecom because under normal circumstances
a telephone may not be kept off the hook and
the mechanism of this system is technically
similar to a telephone being off the hook. It Is
no different in some ways from the telephone
systems that have been developed which allow
telephone calls to be relayed over a loudspeaker
system.

That sort of technology will improve the
communications and the performance of the
Police Force because it will enable them to act
more quickly. That is the whole point of my
comments.

With regard to country tawns in New South
Wales, a system is installed under which calls
can be diverted to another town even when it is
necessary to go through STD. The person mak-
ing the call pays no extra charge: that is borne
by the Government. This is used in towns
which have perhaps only one officer in attend-
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ance at the police station. On his days off tele-
phone calls can be diverted to the police station
in the next town and the police officer answer-
ing the call can decide whether or not to inter-
fere in the off-duly hours of the local police
officer. In that way a service is provided but
the local police officer is not bothered un-
necessarily. I can see value in that type of tech-
nology being utilised in our Police Force.

In terms of attacking crime we should take
up the Victorian idea of the neighbourhood
watch schemes and have engraving machines
installed at our police stations. The public
should be encouraged to put their drivers' li-
cence numbers on television sets, videos, and
other things which can be marked. In this day
and age of computerisation the drivers' licence
number is proving valuable to the police.

Hon. Garr Kelly: What if they do not drive?
Hon. P. H. WELLS: If they do not drive they

may well use the number of the licence belong-
ing to a member of the family, or some other
identifying information. For the sake of Hon.
Garry Kelly, the reason I suggested the drivers'
licence number be used is that those numbers
are computerised throughout Australia. If one
puts the drivers' licence number on different
items and the thief sells the item in another
State and the police find it, they are able to put
that number into the computer and
immediately have the owner's home address
and therefore contact him.

i-on. Garry Kelly: These numbers are
cross-matched across the States, are they?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Yes. The suggestion is to
put the STD prefix before the number. I am
told the integration works in most States. It has
been set up in the Eastern States, and I believe
it will eventually come into use in Western
Australia. There was an announcement the
other day regarding increasing
compulerisation. In the Eastern States people
are encouraged to put on identifying infor-
mation for the use of computers. The drivers'
licence number was suggested because the
police have that information.

Hon. Garry Kelly: What about the Medicare
number?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: That information would
be all right if the police were advised that that
was the number engraved. If a police officer,
say in Meekatharra. round the number, since
the police computer does not have access to the
Medicare computer, the name of the owner
would not come up immediately.

A large number of families have members
with drivers' licences. The average number of
cars per residence in this State is 1.6, so most
residences have at least one vehicle and one
person with a drivers' licence in the home. By
using relatives' numbers something could be
done.

Anyway, the use of engraving machines, or
even putting one's name on, would provide the
police with another mechanism to recognise
that the article does not belong to the person
who has it. In the event the thief decides to
scratch it off, I am told that by the use of some
acid, in the majority of cases many of the let-
ters and numbers which were originally there
can be brought up.

Would anyone using his television set or
video be able to tell the police its serial num-
ber? Do most people have any identifying in-
formation? The thief must have no chance. The
police often come to a place where there is a
fair amount of material they suspect has been
stolen, but although the material is on the
stolen list, because people have not provided
serial numbers they are unable to take it any
further.

In Victoria the engraving machines are in-
stalled in each police station and they can be
borrowed. They cost around $20 each. If Hon.
Garry Kelly wants to look at one, I can bring it
here one day. They retail at about $24, but in
bulk would cost about $20. I think the whole-
sale price is something like $ 15 or $ 16.

When there is a neighbourhooq watch pro-
gramme they tend to buy them for the pro-
gramme, which may involve 600 homes.
People are encouraged to borrow a machine. In
fact they charge about $1 for the use of it,
which goes to neighbourhood watch funds.
This is to make sure that much of the material
is marked and the thief knows there is a good
chance he will be caught.

Talking about technology, I do not know
whether this falls within the area of technology,
but I look forward to the time when air con-

ditioning is available in this House, as it is in
most other buildings.

Hon. Garry Kelly interjected.
Hon. P. H-. WELLS: There are days when it

may well be bad. Let me take one thing which
should most certainly happen- Most members
have air-conditioning in their offices. They
would not expect their staff to work in hot
rooms without air-conditioning, yet we expect
our police officers to spend a fair amount of
their time out in the weather, and when they
come into the office they have to work without
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air-conditioning in areas which are hot and
sticky. Some of the stations were built before
the complex approach of Warwick-a regional
station open 24 hours a day. The old police
stations were virtually houses, rather like those
of our earlier settlers; every time they had a
child they would add on a room. Many of our
police stations were designed for a sergeant and
two constables, and the sergeant lived next
door. Today that home has been kept as an
office, and in many cases it Is not
air-conditioned.

Some time ago I raised the situation at
Nollamara. I am pleased there has been some
change in that area, but in some places the
air-conditioning is totally inadequate. The
police are working in appalling conditions, and
we expect them to go into the metropolitan
area and the country areas to protect our
homes and families. We expect them to ensure
that we have some sort of security in our comn-
munity. If that is what we expect from our
police, we should provide them with reasonable
working conditions.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon. Carry Kelly
should not block up the gangway like that.
Standing Orders clearly say he cannot do that.

Hon. Carry Kelly: Sorry.

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: I hope that some of the
$140.9 million available will be used to rectify
the problem which exists in a number of our
police stations, and that it will provide not only
air-conditioning for reasonable working con-
ditions for our Police Force, but also better
facilities in some of the places where they are
inadequate.

For instance, in Wanneroo the interviewing
room is also a computer room. It also happens
to be a walk-through to get behind the counter.
This is totally inadequate. If this was the situ-
at ion in a member's office he would be Scream-
ing to the Government to do something to
rectify it. Those sorts of things need attention,
and an improvement could be achieved. 1t is
not as if there is no room for extensions. We
should do something about the places where
police officers are working in cramped con-
ditions.

It is always very hard to make a determi-
nation, as a single member, of the exact num-
ber of police officers needed. I am certain the
Police Force, the police commissioner, and
senior officers are continually putting forward
arguments about the number of police officers
required. I am continually subjected to prob-

lemns in my electorate that indicate there is a
need for greater attention to be given to this
problem.

The other alternative is, as suggested by one
of the members of the force itself, that we start
looking at the Act and make certain that we are
providing backups for the police by way of laws
that are realistic deterrents. I reinforce the
statement I made within the last 24 hours; that
is, there needs to be a system whereby Minis-
ters and departments are responsible for
reporting on the effectiveness and accuracy of
penalties under Acts they are responsible for
administering. I believe each Minister should
have a requirement for the depantment to re-
port on penalties in the legislation, at least once
in every term of a Government. The very mini-
mum requirement should be that every three
years we look at those penalties because they
become outdated and are no deterrent whatso-
ever. By not being a deterrent, they do not
assist the police in the enforcement of the law.

There should be some consideration given to
the ratio of ClB personnel to total personnel. It
is not the sort of decision a member could
make but it has been put to me that it is an area
worthy of consideration because of the major
contribution the police make.

There is a need to ensure that we train our
Police Force in the use of modern technology.
We should perhaps have private firms with that
technology which can come into the Police
Force and train the officers so they are able to
handle this equipment. When Western Mining
Corporation Ltd moved into computerisation,
it took all middle management personnel and
put them through a computer orientation
course. That is commendable adequately
trained personnel are not scared of modern
technology. With training, police officers will
be able to utilise the technology for the ad-
vancement of the Police Force. There is cer-
tainly something to be gained in terms of the
utilisation of modern technology.

The Police Force makes a major contribution
to our State. It behoves the Government to give
the Police Force the support necessary. That
support not only will provide it with money
and manpower, but also will set a standard that
will make it feel it has the support of the
Government and the Parliament to ensure that
the laws of this State are adequate for the pro-
tection of the people of the Slate and the penal-
ties set down in the Parliament are those which
will reflect the deterrent the Parliament seeks.

I support the motion.
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Question put and passed.

LOAN BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 31 October.

HON. P. H. LOCKYER (Lower North)
jl0.45 p.m.]: For some considerable time I
have been asking questions in this Parliament
concerning the Mickelbeug brothers and the
so-called Mint swindle case. It is not the first
time I have brought the matter to the attention
of the Parliament because I took the oppor-
tunity during the Address-in-Reply debate to
bring some of my personal thoughts on the
matter to the attention of the Parliament. It is
my intention tonight to do precisely the same.

I refer this House to a ministerial statement
made by the Attorney Genera! at the beginning
of the last session of the Parliament. I will not
read the whole of the statement but I will refer
to the section the Attorney General brought to
the attention of this House.

The ministerial statement was in respect of
an allegation of fingerprint forgery in the Perth
Mint swindle trial of Raymond and Peter
Miekelbcrg. The statement concerned evidence
placed before the Government that there was a
possibility that the fingerprints alleged to have
been found on a cheque, which was a major
part of the evidence to send the Mickelbergs to
gaol, could possibly have been made by a sili-
cone hand.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): It has been brought to my attention
that the Loan Bill strictly deals with the sum of
$90 million. Perhaps the member is confusing
his right to speak on the subject he is speaking
on now during the Appropriation
(Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill debate
rather than on the Loan Bill. I have taken ad-
vice on the matter and unless the member can
relate this matter to the subject matter of the
Loan Bill, it is out of order.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: I will bow to your
wishes, Sir. There is some appalling advice
given to members of this House. I have sat here
for some time to make what I considered were
some very pertinent and important comnments
but I am obviously prevented from doing so-

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. Tom
Knight.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 19 November.
HON. P. H. LOCKYER (Lower North)

[10.49 p.m.1: I was trying to bring to the
House's attention a statement made by the At-
torney General concerning the evidence placed
before the Government asking it to investigate
some evidence by fingerprint experts in the
field of their trade. I will now quote from the
ministerial statement to make it easier for the
House to understand what I am trying to say. I
refer to page 2 of the ministerial statement
where the Attorney General said-

In the course of investigation, which
required that an officer of the Solicitor
General's office twice travel overseas,
opinions were obtained from six
indepedent fingerprint experts.

These experts were provided with much
better quality and more extensive ma-
terials than the material originally
presented to the consultants who had been
approached on behalf of the Mickelbergs.
The officer also provided the Mickelberg,
consultants with that better quality ma-
terial.

I impress upon members the fact that the At-
torney said one of the four consultants had
been retained by the Mickclbergs. Obviously he
meant they all were. To continue-

One of the four consultants retained by
the Mickelbergs originally said that the
fingerprint on the cheque was a "forgery of
epic proportions". The other three ap-
peared to say that the fingerprint was con-
sistent with being forged by a silicone rub-
ber replica and not consistent with being
made by Raymond Mickelberg's finger.

Another important statement the Attorney
made was the following-

Each one of the four now expresses him-
self very differently.

Not one of the four Mickelberg consult-
ants now expresses the scientific opinion
that the fingerprint is a forgery. At its
highest, one says it cannot be determined.
Two say that the fingerprint is consistent
with being either genuine or a forgery.
These also say their original views were
misinterpreted. The fourth Mickelberg
consultant now says the fingerprint is
genuine.
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It will be clear that this is a remarkably
di fferent position from that originally
presented to the Premier and the public.

I make it crystal clear that I am not saying the
Mickelbergs are guilty or not guilty. My interest
in this matter is merely one of seeing that fair-
ness applies to all concerned.

I have two major areas of concern: One deals
with the fingerprints and the other with the
excessive sentence handed down. I will try
tonight to convince the Attorney General that,
with the powers he has available to him, he
should consider firstly, ordering a retrial, or
secondly, referring the case to the Court of
Criminal Appeal.

I made it clear to the four fingerprint experts
that, again, I was not interested whether the
Mickelbergs were guilty or not guilty, but I was
interested not just to have justice seen to be
done but actually to have justice done. I wrote
to those four experts and asked them to com-
ment on the Attorney General's statement,
which of course was by then a public docu-
ment.

The first letter I received was from Mr R. J.
King of 14 Pill Way, The Saltings, Cleveden,
Avon in the UK, as follows-

Dear Sir,
Yours of the 3oth. ultimo poses a prob-

1cm as to how much I should commit to
paper at this time and, in reply. At the
outset, I would inform that I have, on sev-
eral recent occasions, declined to comment
on this case and the issues involved, for
publication in Australian newspapers, al-
beit that, prima facie, they appeared to be
sympathetic to the Mickelberg. cause. My
reason for adopting this attitude is that,
although the matter is not currently
sub-judice, if and/or when it is decided
that an appeal is to be lodged or a re-trial
granted, I intend not to be placed in a
position whereby I could be
criticised/pilloried for 'out of context'
statements or other journalistic
presentations. In short, I wish my position
to be reserved until a proper time.

To come to the point of your letter-and
again, I would stress that it is not really
possible to appreciate the full import of the
following, out of the full context-

This next bit is most important. To continue-
-I have not changed my mind from the

sworn affidavit dated 251h. June 1 984, as
supplied to Counsel for the Mickelbergs.

However, my findings and opinions in
the case depend upon certain basic facts-
one of which is that duplicate
fingersthands of Raymond Mickelberg
were seized on July 15th. That information
was given me by the late Mrs. Wendy
Baker, Graeme Mickelberg and Timothy
Boase and appears to be borne out by the
trial transcripts I have examined.

Mrs. Yeates of your Solicitor General's
Office, stated to myself (and Mr. Malcolm
Thomson who was also present), that such
replicas did not come into the hands of the
Police until July 26th. Although somewhat
incredulous at this, 1 had to agree with her
that, if they were not so available at the
former..date. my affidavit would lose its
value. Therefore and immediately follow-
ing that meeting, I called for transcripts of
the relevant pages of the trial. These I have
listed as an appendix to this letter and,
their content appears to confirm my ori-
ginal instructions although the last two
items appear to be at variance with the
other sworn testimony.

The proposition underlined above has
now, I understand, been represented to
your Parliament, as showing a change of
mind upon my part. In fact, if the facts as
originally presented me are true-and in
particular, the availability of the duplicates
at the relevant first date-such an as-
sertion by your Attorney General is not
warranted.

I would add that, it has been said that
the availability of the fingers/hands is not
a matter for myself and rather, that that is
a matter for the Police and that Finger
Print Consultants should be confined to a
scientific opinion on finger print evidence.
I think this view is far from realistic. All
investigative work of the nature in which I
am engaged, requires basic facts upon
which to build a reconstruction. Such
facts, as given here were:

(i) on a certain date duplicate
fingers/hands/rubbers were seized
by the Police,

(ii) on that same date, a certain finger
mark was photographed on a
cheque.

How then can it be said that such dating is
irrelevant to my work? If the Police can
prove that no such digit was used, my affi-
davit would be reduced to observations of
most unusual coincidences. However if, as
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I believe the rubbers were available at the
relevant time, the coincidences and other
observations do, in my opinion, cast suf-
ficient doubt upon the evidence as should
result in the benefit of that doubt being
given to the accused. Such are the reasons
for my sworn affidavit and continued
interest in the case.

Like yourself Sir, I am not concerned
with the innocence or guilt of the
Mickelberg Brothers but, in my case,
rather with the accuracy and truth of the
finger print evidence. I am well aware of
the very considerable importance of this
matter, not only to the finger print pro-
fession, legal authorities and the Police,
but now also to your Government. I am
also aware that others who have been
consulted, have given opinions and that
there has been one retraction. I am not
concerned with these for, my opinions and
findings are based upon my own knowl-
edge and experience and, it was for that
reason, I declined to read the other Ex-
pents' papers which were offered to me (us)
by Mrs. Yeates.

Lastly, and for your information, I en-
close a couple of items which may give
your goodseLf, some insight into my atti-
tude to, and standing in, my field.

He then added his qualifications.
Incidentally, at the completion of my speech

I will make the whole file available to the At-
torney General because I see no reason to hold
anything back from him. I am interested only
in seeing that justice is done.

The second letter is from a Mr Malcolm
Thompson of 21 H-eriot Row, Edinburgh,
Scotland. His expertise is in the area of forensic
science and fingerprint consultancy. He is also
a handwriting expert. I quote as follows-

Dear Sir,
The Mickelberg Brothers
Thank you for your letter of 30th August
regarding the above ease.
I have seen nothing since forwarding my
Affidavit to make me change my mind that
the finger impression on the cheque could
have been made by either the true finger or
a silicone cast of that finger.
Tests with the silicone finger and compari-
sons with genuine impressions from
Mickelberg's finger have been carried out
at great length. When these are compared
with the finger impression photographed

from the cheque the similarity between the
latter and the impressions from the sili-
cone finger are sufficiently consistent to
have allowed me to submit the Affidavit.

I have never overlooked the possibility
that the finger impression on the cheque
could be genuine and in this connection I
have written to the Solicitor General to the
effect that if the Police were not in pos-
session of the silicone fingers before the
crime mark was photographed then the im-
pression on the cheque must be genuine.

Yours faithfully,

Malcolm W. Thomson.

I add that I understand during the trial there
was a difference of opinion between defence
and prosecuting counsel as to when the silicone
fingers or hand came into the possession of the
police.

The third letter is from a Mr George ..
Bonebrake of Mt Airy, Maryland, USA. He is a
retired supervisor of the FBI latent fingerprint,
section, a certified latent fingerprint examiner.
His letter reads as follows-

Dear Sir:

Reference your letter dated 30 August
1985, with reference to the Mickelberg
case. I apologize for being somewhat slow
in responding to your inquiry.

I have reviewed the "Ministerial
Statement", a copy of which was pre-
viously furnished to me and it appears that
the statement on page 3 "At its highest,
one says it cannot be determined" refers to
my report of May 7, 1985. 1 have enclosed
a copy of that report for your perusal.
The latent fingerprint on the check showed
certain markings, minute scars and
blemishes, that were not present on the
inked fingerprint as depicted on the Court
Board. These blemishes were present on
some of the silicone fingers. However, the
blemishes could have been on the finger at
the time the silicone reproductions were
made and if the latent fingerprint was left
on the check during that time frame it
could have been made by either the natural
finger or a silicone finger.
Based on my review of the better quality
material furnished to me by Ms Yeats, it is
my opinion that it cannot be determined
with any degree of accuracy whether the
latent fingerprint was made by an actual
fi nge r or a silIicone fi nger.
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Ms Yeats permitted me to read the reports
of the FBI, USSS and others and advised
that we would later be given copies for
detailed analysis. These copies have not
been furnished to date.
I trust this information will be of assist-
ance to you. If you have further questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,
George J. Bonebrake.

The fourth and last letter was from Mr Robert
D. Olsen Snr who resides in Burlingame,
Kansas, UISA. H-is letter reads as follows-

Dear Sir:
Reference your letter of 17 October, in-
quiring as to whether or not the statement
of the Attorney General reflected my views
on the evidence in the MickeLberg case.
I have fully read the statement of the
Honourable Joe Berrinson, M.L.C., and I
find nothing in it which causes me any
anxiety or distress.
I am enclosing a copy of my report to Mr
Boase, dated 7 May, 1985. A copy of this
report was also furnished to Mrs M. A.
Yeats, Crown Law Department, and may
have been the basis for that part of the
Attorney General's statement pertaining to
me. I believe this report clearly states my
opinions on the issues addressed to me and
needs no further elaboration or amplifi-
cation.
In Your letter YOU amicably stated your
position in the Mickelberg case. For pur-
poses of mutual understanding I will state
mine. Although initially contacted by the
Mickelberg Committee, I was not in any
way retained by them. I agreed to look at
the fingerprint material supplied to rme
only as a matter Of Professional interest. I
do not consider myself committed to any
side in this issue and, therefore, my only
ethical obligation is to honestly report my
observations and conclusions within the
parameters defined by my forensic disci-
plines. Hoping that I will not sound pre-
sumptuous, I view my role in this issue as
one of amicus curiae and not, in any way,
as an advocate for any cause.
Yours sincerely,
Robert D. Olsen, Sr.

in all fairness to the Attorney General, whom I
greatly respect, there is some difference of
opinion concerning particularly his statement
on page 2 that, "Each of the four now expresses

himself very differently." That simply is not
the ease. A continuing doubt is being thrown
forward by these fingerprint experts which can
be cleared up only by a retrial. In other parts of
Australia we have seen, as in the case of Lindy
Chamberlain, continuing doubts being thrown
up to the point where hopes rise almost daily.

Together with many other members of this
House, I have visited Fremantle Prison on
more than one occasion to see the Mickelbergs.
There is no doubt in my mind that there should
be a retrial or some way that this matter can be
cleared up once and for all. That is only one of
the reasons that I believe the Attorney General
should give consideration to this matter.

I come now to the matter of sentencing. Most
members will be aware that the so-called ring-
leader of the Perth Mint swindle case,
Raymond John Mickelberg, received a total
sentence of 20 years with a minimum period of
131/ years before he is eligible for parole. In
both legal circles and the communi- y generally,
fair-minded people believe this to be a very
considerable penalty to be handed down by the
court. I am not saying that the penalty was not
available to the court but my persona) view is
that it is excessive and very harsh.

I have gone to the trouble of doing some
research. I refer to the 1976 edition of the
Australia-New Zealand Journal of Crime. Dr
Freeberg and Dr Bylles, whom I understand to
be respected Australian crime analysts, wrote a
very interesting article called "The Study of
Life Sentences". I was interested to discover on
page 84 of that journal, the Western Australian
statistics for the average length of sentences
before release. Over the period 1918 to 1974
the average sentence served by male prisoners
was 12 years and I I months. Over the same
period in Western Australia the average prison
sentence before parole for people convicted of
wilful murder and who had their death sen-
tence commuted, taking an average of 389
cases over that period, was 13 years.

Raymond John Mickelberg has to serve 1 3'/2
years before he can even be considered for par-
ole;, that is, if nothing else goes wrong in the
meantime. At this moment, Raymond and his
brother, Peter, are detained in the maximum
security section of Fremantle Gaol.

The Attorney General has answered ques-
tions from me in this House in which he has
said that Raymond Mickelberg is considered to
be a prisoner of such priority that he must be
kept in Fremantle Gaol. His brother Peter can
go to Canning Vale Prison, and that course is
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available to him, but for various reasons they
have been kept together. I commend the Minis-
ter for his views on that point because there are
very good reasons for keeping the brothers
together. For those members who have flat
been to Fremantle Gaol I suggest they go and
have a look if they want to feel depressed-not
that I believe prisons should be hotels. It must
be one of the more archaic places in our society
today.

I understand that in relation to the sentences
the Attorney General has a course of action
available to him through section 21 of the
Criminal Code, which states-

21. Nothing in this Code affects Her
Majesty's Royal Prerogative of Mercy, but
the Attorney General on the consideration
of any petition for the exercise of Her Maj-
esty's mercy having reference to the con-
viction of a person on indictment or to the
sentence . . . passed on a person so
convicted, may, if he thinks fit, at any time
either-

(a) refer the whole case to the Court
Of Criminal Appeal, and the case
shall then be heard and deter-
mined by the Court of Criminal
Appeal as in the case of an appeal
by a person convicted; or

(b) if he desires the assistance of the
Court of Criminal Appeal on any
point arising in the case with a
view to the determination of the
petition, refer that point to the
Court of Criminal Appeal for
their opinion thereon and the
Court shall consider the point so
referred and furnish the Attorney
General with their opinion
thereon accordingly.

I do not need to remind the Attorney General
of what is available to him because he is a man
of too high a standing and ability not to be
aware of it.

I want to bring to the attention of the House
some of the sentences that have been handed
down, bearing in mind that both Mickelbergs.
were convicted of stealing some gold bars to the
value of $650 000. The other day in Brisbane
there was a case which is still being heard relat-
ing to Mr Brian Maher which involves millions
of dollars. The report I have refers to the fol-
lowing cases-

Carlo Ferraro: Murder of boyfriend's
mother. The woman was bashed to
death with a vodka bottle. Ferraro

served six months at Fremantle Prison
then was sent to Karnet Prison Farm
(minimum security). During his time
at Fremantle Prison he worked for the
majority of the time in the work re-
lease centre which was situated
outside the prison and was in fact a
minimum security area. Ferraro
served four years and ten months of
his life sentence.

Peter Hakala: Murder of a postmaster at
Wembley in 1979 during an armed
robbery whilst in company with an ac-
complice. He served a period of his
sentence in Fremantle then he was
transferred to Albany. He was released
after serving six and half years.

George Meaney: Murder of a shopkeeper
with a shotgun during an armed rob-
bery whilst in company. He served
seven years of his life term.

Booth: Murder. (He was Meaney's ac-
complice in the above listed crime).
He served six years of his life sen-
tence.

Mortimer: Murder: He served six to seven
years of his life sentence.

It goes on and on. Among the people currently
serving life terms is a chap called Volpe who
served 18 months at Fremantle and is now at
Canning Vale Prison. A chap called Elthamn is a
double murderer who served three years at
Fremantle before being sent to Canning Vale.

Raymond Mickelberg, for the information of
the House, was 38 years of age when he was
sentenced to imprisonment. HeI had served his
Queen and country in Vietnam with the Special
Air Services. He has a first-class army record,
and I am quoting from what the judge said at
the trial. He was the father of three young chil-
dren and he also was the legacy father of
another three children. In his term in Vietnam
he received a war injury for which he was
allocated a 20 per cent war pension. He was
highly regarded in the community for his com-
mitment to his family, He killed nobody.

If the brothers carried out this so-called rob-
bery-and the court has convicted them, so let
us say they did commit it-it was done without
viotence and no firearms were involved.
No-one was murdered with a shotgun, yet
Raymond Mickelberg has copped the biggest
sentence that has been handed out in this
State-some people tell me it is the biggest in
the history of the State.

4824



[Wednesday, 20 November I1985] 42

In my view the Attorney General has in his
hands the ability to refer this matter to the
Court of Criminal Appeal. Many people in the
community have brought the matter to the at-
tention of their member of Parliament. A num-
ber of members in this Chamber tonight feel
the same way as I do and as other members of
the community do.

Since I have taken an interest in this case a
number of people have come to me and said,
"You must stop asking questions about this
case because it is politically unpalatable and it
will do your political career no good." In some
cases they may be right, but as I have told this
House before if people are sentenced to 20
years' imprisonment-and I think of Raymond
Mickelberg's case in particular-and people
like me or someone in a similar position stop
listening to them, who in heaven's name will
listen? What chance have those people got to
put across their point of view?

The Mickelbergs have made it abundantly
clear-and I know some of my colleagues
whom I have taken to Fremantle to hear their
point of view would confirm this; I will not
embarrass them by identifying them because
they can tell the House themselvs-that they
do not want to be pardoned. They do not want
to be let out tomorrow. All they want is a retrial
and to put their point of view before a judge
and jury and present to them the Proper evi-
dence and have it judged in a much fairer way,
in their view. If that is not available to them-
and I can only prevail upon the Attorney Gen-
eral to consider the matter-surely the offen-
sive type of sentence they have received must
be looked at. Convicted rapists today get much
shorter sentences than these fellows got for
their crime. The general public will noi tolerate
that sort of inconsistency.

There is little more that I can say because my
file on the matter is getting bigger and bigger.

Even if nothing is done, I will not simply
stop asking questions because there is much
more evidence in my possession in my files. I
am not a legally-minded person, but in my view
this sort of evidence should be taken to the
proper place, and that is a court of law. It needs
to be considered there.

I hope that the Attorney General under-
stands my sincerity in this matter. As I have
said, once Hansard has finished with these let-
ters I will give them to Hon. Joe Berinson. If
there is anything else that he requires which is
in my files, I will make it available to him if it
will be of any assistance because in my opinion

this whole matter is above politics. There is no
necessity or desire on my part to bring any
politics into this matter. The whole question
rests, as it should rest, with the Attorney Gen-
eral and with the Government. 1 know that the
Attorney General has had approaches made to
him, as have members on all sides of the politi-
cal spectrum. I know that the Premier and
other Ministers have similarly been ap-
proached concerning this matter. I just hope
that some consideration is given to it in due
course.

HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [11.22
p.m.]: I support my colleague, Hon. Phil
Lockyer.

I am one of those within the Chamber who
has been down to Fremantle Prison on two
occasions to see the Mickelberg brothers and to
listen to their comments. I have had some
doubts about the circumstances surrounding
the whole case for quite a long time. Like my
colleague, I am not begging the question of
whether the brothers are guilty or innocent;
that is not what I intend to do. But I believe
that there is some wrong here, and that there
may be a travesty of justice inasmuch as the
evidence that has been presented might not be
as it appears to be.

Like Hon. Phil Lockyer, I believe-and I am
privy to his file and I know what is contained
in it-that there are grounds for a retrial, or, at
least a reference to the Court of Criminal Ap-
peal. In the meantime, I think it is important
that we should get those brothers out of the
cesspit in which they are currently
incarcerated. They should be moved to a centre
which would be more in keeping with the type
of crime of which they have been convicted.

Hon. Phil Lockyer drew some comparisons
with other crimes that have been committed,
and the sentences those crimes attracted. I am
certainly not going to reiterate these
well-known crimes; instead, I believe in all fair-
ness that we should start at the beginning-and
this is what made me particularly interested in
the case-when Hon. Joe Herinson made a
ministerial statement to the House on 4 July
1985 following allegations relating to the forg-
ery of a fingerprint which played such an im-
portant part in the Perth Mint swindle trial.
That ministerial statement is now in Hansard.
and I do not intend to read it at the moment.
However, I would like to include in Hansard a
Press release issued on 9 July by Andrew
Mensaros, MLA, the shadow Attorney General.

His Press release reads as follows-
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"The Attorney General's statement that
internal investigation had satisfied him
that there was no further public enquiry
necessary in the Mickelberg case will not
be accepted by a considerable section of
the public," the Opposition spokesman on
Legal Matters, Andrew Mensaros, said
today.

"I am not doubting the thoroughness
nor the objectivity and integrity of the
Crown Law Department's investigation",
said Mr Mensaros.

"Yet in view of widely published
detailed doubts in this case, a statement
alone is not enough.

"Indeed, it is a disservice to the whole
Police Force, as it does not clear the
doubts and innuendos.

"It is the Government's, and in this case,
the Attorney General's duty, to properly
clear the police of any doubts.

"This can only be done if the Attorney
were to publish all the details of his
internal investigation, so that the public
themselves can see that no further enquiry
is necessary.

"I challenge the Attorney General to do
so immediately, because otherwise he will
fuel the fire of doubt, and do a great dis-
service to the Western Australian Police
officers.

"On the other hand, if there are remain-
ing doubts, then this should also be said
and followed up by a full public enquiry,
which again would be not only in the
interests of justice but also in the interests
of the Police Force", concluded Mr
Mensaros.

Those two statements, one made by Hon. Joe
Berinson, whom I consider to be a man of great
repute and a man for whom I have great re-
spect, and one by the shadow Attorney Gen-
eral, Mr Mensaros, were enough to make me
begin to think about certain aspects of the
Mickelberg case.

The next stage was for me to buy a copy of
the book The Mickelberg Stitch; it was the only
other thing I had available to enable me to gain
knowledge of the case. Additionally, it was
written by Avon Lovell, who comes from Bruce
Rock, which is near my town of Corrigin in the
wheat-belt. I read the book and I immediately
began to have serious doubts about the
presentation of the facts, both leading up to the
trial, and during the trial itself. My feelings

were such that when the House resumed earlier
this year, I asked some questions on the open-
ing night, as indeed did Hon. Phil Lockyer.

After asking questions on this matter, we
found that we had some affinity in our
thoughts in respect of the Mickelberg case. It
was not long before three of us visited the
Mickelberg brothers. The other person who ac-
companied us on that occasion was Hon. Phil
Lockyer. I sat back and listened to the conver-
sation that took place. We talked to the
brothers and we could see there was a great
deal of anxiety on their part, particularly in
relation to the place in which they were
incarcerated, Fremantle Prison. We came
away, and we made our own assessment of the
situation. Subsequently, we returned to the
prison only a short time ago, and on that oc-
casion we were also accompanied by Hon. E. J.
Chariton.

Since that last visit, the last of the four letters
to which Hon. Phil Lockyer referred, was
delivered. I will not bother quoting those letters
again even though I have copies of them. I
believe the evidence from those eminent people
overseas must be looked at in the interests of
calling for a retrial, or a reference of the case to
the Court of Criminal Appeal-or, as Mr
Mensaros suggested on 9 July, to put the case to
a full public inquiry.

If it is not enough to do that, I do not know
to what other lengths we can go. We are acting
in the best interests of people in general, and
not for any other reason. I did not know any-
thing about the case until I heard Hon. Joe
Berinson's ministerial statement. I believe that
the appeal of we backbenchers should be con-
sidered by Hon. Joe Berinson. If anybody has
any doubts, or wants to go into the matter in
detail, he need only procure a copy of The
Al ickelberg Stich.

The second matter about which I am really
concerned, and which, again, was mentioned
by Hon. Phil Lockyer, is the 20 and 16-year
sentences handed out to Ray and Peter
Mickelberg respectively. To us, there seems to
be no rhyme or reason for the severity of the
sentences, particularly when compared to the
sentences handed down in relation to the cases
referred to earlier by Mr Lockyer. It is incon-
ceivable that the Mickelberg brothers should
receive such sentences for the alleged theft of
gold to the value of $650 000. As Hon. Phil
Lockyer pointed out, no murder or weapons
were involved, and this fact should have been
taken into consideration before the brothers
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were sentenced. Certainly, there is no basis for
their subsequent incarceration in Fremantle
Prison.

They are not in Canning Vale, nor in Karnet;
they are in the Fremantle Gaol. The reason I
went to the gaol was because of a part of the
book called, The Mickelberg Stitch. That sec-
tion referred to the Diary being kept by
Raymond Mickleberg and appears at page 257
of the book.

It is noted-
The diary is a verbatim account by

Raymond Mickelberg of his prison life. It
is a rough loose-leaf diary, which describes
the horrific cesspit, the mediaeval anach-
ronism that is Fremantle Gaol. The diary
is not extensive, but the writing of such a
document remains an "offence" within the
Western Australian prison system. Spelling
and punctuation remain the same as the
original.

In the diary he talks about a period around
Christmas 1983. He says-

We are caged as animals for a four (4)
day period over Christmas, 100 men
locked in a pit, two toilets, 2 showers,
nothing else. This is indeed a modem
democracy, such suffering. It is easy to see
why men leave here totally demented.

A little later he continues-
This is our 3rd day caged like animals

due to Christmas, a 4 day period must be
spent locked in a pit in the ground the size
of an olympic pool. In this confined area
100 men must try to exist. There are 2
filthy toilets operating, and of course there
is a continuous line up of men waiting to
use the toilet (indecent). The stench per-
vades the entire area, the showers if they
can be called that, consist of 3 shower cu-
bicles one of which "WORKS", they are in
a filthy condition, scum and slime in the
tile joints, prisoners cannot possibly main-
tain any standard of hygiene in this place.
Needless to say 100 or more men confined
under these conditions leads to many
problems. There is no control within the
pit, it is to a large degree the survival of the
fittest, naturally the young and weak
coming under the control of the More
hardened prisoner. The prison Officers
maintain a watch from outside the pit,
caring only for the speedy passage of time,
for them 8 hours of this madness is
enough, for us we must live it 24 hours a
day 365 days a year. Of Course this punish-

ment is deemed to produce rehabilitated
people, ready to return to society much
enlightened to the needs of their fellow
man, understanding the need for com-
passion and caring. I ask you how in the
name of sanity could any man leave this
place of sin with anything but hate for a
system that destroys human will and en-
deavour, by a systematic and planned set
of rules designed to punish.

The diary was sent to the author by Raymond
Mickelberg. We visited the Fremantle Prison
many years ago and did not see the cesspit. The
last time I was there was with Hon. Lyla Elliott,
and I hate to think how many years ago that
was. It was a long time ago. The conditions do
not seem to have changed very much since
then. Why these two men, whether they com-
mitted the crime or not, should be confined in
Fremantle gaol when there are other criminals
imprisoned for much worse crimes than the
Mickelberg's in more salubrious surroundings,
I will never know. I feel there must be a good
reason because Hon. Joe Berinson is an
honourable man.

We are not dealing with a question of guilt or
innocence. We believe, honestly, that they
should have a retrial. We believe that if there is
another avenue of appeal, such as to a Court of
Criminal Appeal, that avenue should be fol-
lowed. In the meantime, we do not want to see
these brothers remain in this cesspit. We want
them removed to a maximum security prison,
if that is necessary, but to a prison with better
conditions than those they are experiencing
now. We believe that the crime for which they
were convicted does not deserve the sort of
treatment they are receiving at present.

The last page, page 285-of the book
states-

Little Kelly Mickelberg had her third
birthday party on the night of 7 April
1982, the time of the first overt act by the
Mint swindler, when he stole cheques from
the Conti Estate Agency and set fire to the
building.

Kelly's father, Raymond Mickelberg,
was at her birthday party when that crime
was commissioned.

He was elsewhere when the Mint was
swindled, attending a meeting of abalone
divers.

His fingerprint was found on a cheque
used in the swindle, and because of it, he
was convicted.
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The finger-print had been falsely
implanted there.

Kelly Mickelberg's father, Raymond
Mickelberg, will have been in prison for a
lifetime before she has her next birthday
party.

HON. E. J. CHARLTON (Central) [ 11.40
p.m.): I will add to the remarks made by the
two previous speakers. The reason I visited
Fremantle Prison with Hon. Phil Lockyer and
Hon. Mick Gayfer was the lack of interest the
Government has shown in the Mickelberg case.
As a layman, I have only had the opportunity
to read the media reports since the first arrest
was made. I was unable to comprehend the
reason for the length of the sentences imposed
on the Mickelberg brothers. Previous speakers
have queried the ability of the Attorney Gen-
eral to do something about his case. We are all
very well aware that IHon. Joe lierinson did not
convict these men and did not pass sentence on
them. However, we have no other avenue to
pursue to ensure that justice might Prevail if, in
fact, there has been an injustice.

It has been stated that the value of the gold
stolen amounted to $650 000. It must be borne
in mind that the value of the assets of the
Mickelbergs has been assessed by the Crown to
be almost half that amount. We cannot be
guaranteed that an injustice has not been done
regardless of the court decision.

We must be humane and take into account
that mistakes can be made. Throughout history
people have been found guilty of murder, yet at
some future date it has been proven beyond
doubt that an incorrect decision was made.

It has already been stated that the
Mickelbcrgs did not harm anybody physically.
We know they had a blemish on their previous
records, but that does not mean that they were
guilty before they stood trial.

Not too many people in this world today
have not committed a misdemeanour against
society in some form or another. I support the
comments that have been made tonight and
also the comments and moves that have been
made over the last few months to have a retrial.

The conditions at Fremantle Gaol are cer-
tainly brought home to one after visiting it. I
have never suggested that leniency should be
shown towards prisoners and that we should
rearrange their living conditions, especially in
the case of the prisoners who have committed
terrible crimes against their fellow man.

It is difficult to understand why prisoners,
especially those who are not guilty to the extent
that the courts have found, are subject to the
living conditions at Fremantle Goal. It is simi-
lar to visiting a police caryard and looking at
the smashed vehicles because it makes one
think about the tragedies which have occurred.
It is also similar to visiting the sick in hospital
and other organisations where people who have
suffered severely from accidents are
recuperating. These visits always make one
think.

It also makes one think when one visits
Fremantle Gaol and speaks to two clean living,
well presented men who have a lot of ability
and who have served the community well.
They are in a no-hope situation and they have
no future, yet it has not been proved beyond
reasonable doubt that their sentences are justi-
fied.

On visiting the prison I heard about the
problems and the events that take place in that
institution. I am not in a position to say
whether they are correct. It is very easy to listen
to statements, but it is hard when one does not
have the information to back up those
statements. Obviously one must be part of the
scene to know whether those statements are
correct.

In all situations in life various things happen
which should not happen and people turn a
blind eye to them. Members should consider
wh at it woulId be li ke to be i n a prison e nviron-
ment where bashings occur and people's lives
are threatened. I know this sort of thing goes on
in the workplace and that many people all over
the world are not fair-minded about how they
treat the people with whom they associate.
No-one can suggest that the courts always make
the correct decision. However, a positive de-
cision should be made at some time in the near
future for a retrial of the Mickelberg case. I do
not know whether the avenue to be taken
should be through the courts or by an appeal,
but, whatever decision is made, legal represen-
tation should be provided for the Mickelbergs.
Regardless of what decision is handed down
after this action is taken, we must stand by it.

A lot of unanswered questions remain re-
garding the Lindy Chamberlain case, and it
would be remiss of the people who have an
opportunity to put forward their thoughts
about that case to take the easy way out and to
sit back and say nothing.
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Horrendous acts are committed by people
and it is not right to compare the sentences
they receive with the sentences of the
Mickelbergs. It is also wrong that they have
been kept in Fremantle Gaol because of their
sentences while other prisoners have been
shifted to other institutions.

I also call on the Attorney General to recon-
sider this matter to ascertain whether some
hope can be given to the Mickelbergs because
they have not physically abused anyone in our
society. I hope that something is done in the
near future.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. G. C.
MacKinnon.

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN
FUND) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 19 November.
HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of

the Opposition) [ 11.50 p.m.]: The Appropri -
ation (General Loan Fund) Bill has caused
some interest and some discussion in the Par-
liament, not only in the Legislative Council,
but also in the Legislative Assembly. I am not
permitted to discuss the debate in that place,
but while I am talking on this Bill, I make the
point that there seems to be some concern over
the motion by Hon. Graham MacKinnon to
adjourn debate on the previous question. That
practice has always been followed in this
House. If members want to talk on a particular
matter for which they are not Prepared,' they
will adjourn the debate. That has been the nor-
mal practice for as long as I can remember.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: The Budget has been
up for debate for up to a month.

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: The Bill before the
House is quite clear. Its long title is-

AN ACT to appropriate and apply from
the General Loan Fund certain sums to
make good the supplies granted for the ser-
vice of the year ending 30 June 1986 and
to supplement grants made by the present
Parliament during the Second Session in
adjustment of the Vote "Advance to
Treasurer, 1984-85" for charges during the
year ended 30 June 1985.

The contents of the Bill are also very
interesting and will be the subject of a consider-
able amount of debate in this House.

I draw the attention of the House, in particu-
lar, to schedule I of the Bill, which contains
reference to a number of items totalling

$165.023 million. In that total is included a
sum of money, under the heading "Treasury",
of $17.294 million.

It is imperative to try to understand the role
of the Legislative Council in handling these
Bills. It has been suggested that the Legislative
Council has limited powers. I think that ques-
tion has been on members' lips for a long time.
For that reason and because not so long ago
during a debate in another place, and after that
debate, an implied threat was made by the
Premier of this State, I asked for a ruling on the
matter from you, Mr President. The implied
threat can be inferred from a report headed,
"Burke threatens poll" in The West Australian
on 8 November 1985. The article went on to
say-

The Premier, Mr Burke, last night
threatened an immediate State election if
the Legislative Council votes against part
of the Budget.

There has never been any suggestion that I
know of,' that the Legislative Council would
take any such action. Obviously the Legislative
Council is entitled to ask questions and to ex-
pect responses to the questions it asks. That is
what we are here for. But when we see that sort
of threat made to the Legislative Council-

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Bully boy!
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is bully boy tactics.

Because there was that implied threat, and be-
cause there has even been the suggestion that
the Legislative Council was not able to make
any sorts of decisions on this Bill, and because
these arguments have been going on for as long
as I have been in Parliament, I asked you, Sir,
by giving notice whether you would give a rul-
ing on the powers of the Legislative Council
when handling this type of Bill. That is quite
reasonable.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Had you ever moved
to amend it before, Mr Masters?

Honi. M. Berinson: Has anybody?
Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: That was a quite

reasonable request when the Premier of this
State had suggested we have no such authority
and we should put forward no such questions.

Hon. Garry Kelly: That's right.
Hon. Peter Dowding: Has it ever been

suggested before in this House?
Hon. P. G. Pendal: Mr Whitlam suggested it

for upper Houses.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is unbelievable in

the light of your ruling, Mr President, that the
Govern ment-particularly the Premier-
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should carr on with an hysterical outburst.
That is all it was and it came from a man so
swollen with his own impontance as to suggest
that the Legislative Council is not able to ask
questions and expect replies wiih respect to
Government expenditure. When the Govern-
ment spends taxpayers' money and the elected
members of Parliament ask it to explain its
expenditure, it should explain that expendi-
tuft. It should say what the money is for.

With respect to a sum of taxpayers' money
that was used for certain purposes, Hon.
Norman Moore for two years asked the
Government to tell us for what purposes the
sum of money was used. After two years the
honourable member had to take other action to
get at the facts.

In the legislation before us today, we see that
$ 17.294 million is the estimate of expenditure
for the Treasury. In the document entitled,
"General Loan Fund Estimates of Expendi-
ture" which was presented to this Parliament
some weeks ago, there is a breakdown of that
figure. It can be seen in that breakdown that an
advance of $5 million is to be made to the
Western Australian Development Corporation
and an advance of $5 million is to be made to
Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd.
A total of $10 million of taxpayers' money is
being advanced to those two organisations. The
Opposition has asked the Government to tell
us what that$ $10 million is for.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Minister can
make his speech afterwards.

We are saying that $ 10 million of taxpayers'
money is being allocated and that all members
of this House, including people on the opposite
side, are entitled to ask what that money is for.
if no reply is forthcoming, we would have to
suggest that there is something to be hidden.
What is the trouble? What has the Government
to be ashamed of in $10 million of taxpayers'
money being allocated in certain areas? We
simply ask what the money is for. What has the
Government to hide? Could it be something
like the $500 000 that we have already dis-
cussed for most of this week? Could the cir-
cumstances be similar? I am not suggesting that
that is the case, but if it is not, what does the
Government have to hide?

We heard a bald statement from the
Treasurer that the allocation represents an in-
jection of capital funds.

Hon. C. J. Bell: For what?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Of course, we are
asking what that capital injection is for. No
Government of any political colour would sud-
denly decide to allocate $10 million of tax-
payers' funds without good reason. Obviously,
the Treasury has said there is a good reason for
doing so. We are simply asking what is that
good reason.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Capital injection.
Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is nice to see the

Minister in the House. He can make a speech
later. He talks like a parrot.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Can't you answer a
question on your feet?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is what it is all
about. We are just asking the question. We
have just seen a situation in which $500 000 of
taxpayers' money seems to have been loosely
used. In another debate tomorrow questions
will be asked about the Western Australian Arts
Council. I just wonder whether the Govern-
ment will be prepared to answer those ques-
tions and give us facts and figures.

Hon. Peter Dowding: In the history of this
Parliament, have you ever sought to amend a
money Bill?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Mr Dowding asked
whether in the history of this Parliament an
amendment had ever been made to a Bill deal-
ing with Supply. The answer is, "~No." As I
understand it, this State has never before had a
Treasurer who has threatened an elected body.

Several members interjected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Opposition asks

for accountability-we are simply asking for
the facts. The Government members are
shouting and screaming but they do not give us
the facts.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the

House will come to order and so will Hon. P.
G. Pendal.

All interjections are to stop. As I have said so
many times before-it seems that some mem-
bers do not understand what I have said-if a
member says something that another member
does not like, does not believe, or does not
understand, a proper opportunity is provided
for him to advise the member of his point of
view. That opportunity is not provided by way
of intcrjections in the unruly manner in which
some members have been operating in the last
few minutes. I do not want to be jumping up
and down all night doing this and I ask honour-
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able members to let the debate proceed and to
take their turn at expressing their points of
view on the various matters raised.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Opposition has
asked the responsible Minister in this House
and the Government of the day to account for
$ 10 million of taxpayers' money. That is all we
are asking. That amount of taxpayers'
hard-earned money has been allocated to two
groups-WADC and WA Government Hold-
ings. We ask what it is for. If the Government
is not prepared to give that information to an
elected body representing the public-those
people who provided the money-it demon-
strates utter contempt for the Parliament and
this House. That is what it is all about. I keep
saying that we are talking about accountability;
that is something this Government does not
appear to understand or does not even know
how to spell.

If anyone is responsible for the allocation of
the funds, it must be the Minister for Budget
Management and he should be able to explain
to this House what the money is for. If he is not
prepared to do so, there must be something
underhand about which the Government i s
worried. The Minister for Budget Management
has made one or two faux pas in the past and I
refer to the O'Connor and Dodd cases. His
credibility is shot to pieces and it will only get
worse.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are scaring me to
death.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: I am saying that the

Minister lacks credibility now and if he is not
prepared-knowing as he does the reasons for
these allocations-to give details he is hiding
something from Parliament or treating this
House with contempt. He has taken an oath as
a Minister of the Crown and as a legal prac-
titioner. He supposedly has a great deal of in-
tegrity and we challenge him now to demon-
strate his honesty.

Several members interjected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We know that the

accounts of the WADC are subject to audit and
if the Minister indicates that the accounts for
this corporation arc audited, that is fine. How-
ever, we are being asked to allocate $ 10 million
in advance and it is no good our waiting until
next year to find out what has happened to the
money. That is our position.

We know that questions have been asked in
another place and in this House about the
WADC and WA Government Holdings. I have

files in my hand indicating the number of ques-
tions that have been asked in 1983, 1984 and
1985 about these organisations. The same
answers are given to question after question.
We have asked about the salaries paid to em-
ployees of the WADC, Keith Gale and Brian
Easton, and we have been told that the infor-
mation is confidential. Public money is being
used to pay those salaries and we have been
told that the information is confidential. We
know that if we ask for details of the salaries
paid to employees in the SEC, Homeswest and
the like, we shall receive answers. We have
been asking questions for a long time about the
travel arrangements for executive officers of
the WADC. Suggestions have been made that
the travelling costs for executives and other
employees are excessive and could amount to
more than $I million. We have not received a
reply to those questions.

11 is not surprising that the Opposition finds
it necessary to question some of the payments
being made and that it should ask why $10
million of taxpayers' money is being allocated
when suggestions have been made that vast
sums of money have been spent for certain
purposes. The public ought to know the facts
and it deserves to have this information.

Members of the public are shareholders of
the WAUC. After all, it is funded in the main
by the public of Western Australia, yet those
people have no shareholders' rights. For
example, a shareholders' meeting is not held. In
fact, the shareholders, as members of the pub-
lic, are represented in Parliament. Members of
Parliament are able to represent their interests.
It could be said that we are at the shareholders'
meeting tonight and we are asking the Govern-
ment, as any other shareholders would if their
company wanted to spend $10 million, what
the money is for.

We know that an annual report has been
issued for 1984-85 for the WADC and on page
32 reference is made to wages and travel. How-
ever,' no breakdown of the figures is provided.
The report contains some discussion and
reference to consultancy fees. Media reports
have suggested that some people are gaining
enormous sums of public money in fees from
these organisations. The Opposition is asking
what it is all about. Some individuals are re-
puted to have become very rich in a short time
through consultancies and the like with this
Government and perhaps with this corpor-
ation.
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It is clear that the WADC is competing with
private enterprise in the marketplace, in an
area that is already well catered for. rThe
Treasurer has said that the WADC is earning
millions of dollars for the public. [f it is earning
millions of dollars for the public in the market
in which it is competing with private
enterprise, obviously it is reducing the private
enterprise area.

Hon. Graham Edwards: It is the best thing
that has happened to the State for a long time
and that is why you are trying to put it down.
You would do anything for political kudos.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If, in fact, what Mr
Edwards says is true, why does the Govern-
menit not answer some of the questions I have
raised?

What is the Minister ashamed of? Is there
some secret society? Recently it was claimed by
the Government that the Perth Technical Col-
lege site was sold at a big profit as a result of
the expertise of the WADC in handling that
property.

Hon. Graham Edwards: It has very good ex-
pertise in marketing.

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: That is a complete
farce and the member knows it. Any other pri-
vate body could have done the same job. It was
an excuse to hand $ 13 million to the WADC.

Hon. Peter Dowding: For the taxpayers or
for themselves?

I-on. G. F. MASTERS: The Government of
the day sold that site to the WADC for $20.5
million, and the WADC sold it for a profit of
$t3 million.

Several members interjected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Now they are

shouting and raving. There is no-one in this
House who would not understand that if the
property had been put up for auction through
private enterprise the same result, if not a bet-
ter one, would have been achieved.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: It is smelly.
Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: Let us look at

another aspect of the WA DC. There has been
no mention in the annual report of a loss of
public funds by the Western Australian Dia-
mond Trust. In fact, the shares are now quoted
at 30 cents below the subscribed value. That
reprcsents a loss to the taxpayers of $1.5
million,. and there is no reference to that.

I draw the attention of the House to some of
the questions which were asked in this House
and in another place-mainly in another place.

On page 215 of Hansard on Wednesday, 21
August 1985, question 125 and the answer were
as follows-

Mr COURT, to the Premier:
What percentage of the Treasury's
short-term cash surpluses does the
Western Australian Development
Corporation invest in Eastern States'
money markets?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Western Australian Development
Corporation invests Treasury's
short-term cash surpluses into the
open market and the decisions it
makes in carrying out this operation
are the commercial prerogative of the
Board of the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation.

In other words, it is a secret. On 29 March
1985, on page 116 of Hansard, question 2778
was asked, and the answer given was that the
operations were a commercial venture and the
prerogative of the board of the Western
Australian Development Corporation.

Moving forward to 18 September 1985, we
have the same sort of answer. On 13 October
1985 and on 7 November 1985, again the same
sort of answer. I have the files here.

We are asking the Government, "What is the
secret? What is it all about?" If there is a secret,
and if we are not allowed to know what is going
on, it would be hard to expect the Opposition
to say meekly, "You can have another $10
million with no explanation."

What on earth are we doing in the Parlia-
ment if we are not able to get that sort of
answer, and we are not even allowed to ask the
questions? That seems to be the objection of
the Government of the day.

Hon. Peter Dowding: How pathetic!

I-on. G. E. MASTERS: Tell us the answer
then.

I-on. N. F. Moore: That is a bit worn out!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Opposition has
made it absolutely clear that it will be asking
this sort of question, both in the debate here
and in another place publicly. We have also
made it absolutely crystal clear for two or three
weeks that the Opposition is not inclined to,
nor would it, defeat this Bill. That has never
been suggested. What we have said is that we
want some answers. If the Government is not
prepared to give those answers, be it on its own

4832



[Wednesday, 20 November 1985]183

head. The public, the Press, and the media
would be entitled to say there was something
fishy going on.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Government has
something to hide. The question is: What is
being hidden?

Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Can there be any
possible reason why this Parliament cannot be
given an answer as to what $ 10 million is to be
used for?

Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is the point I
make. The reason the question was asked of
you two or three days ago, Mr President, is
this-i make the point again so that there is no
misunderstanding-the Minister for Industrial
Relations would not understand much about
industrial relations, let alone about this.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The point I make is
that the Premier of the day made certain
threats-and I refer to them as threats because
the Government in another place considered
we had no rights at all to answers to some of
those questions.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Mr Masters-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: When it came to the
Legislative Council, we certainly had no rights,
and it was suggested that should we apply any
pressure on the Government it would be
treated as a threat and there would be an im-
mediate election.

I am simply saying to the Minister and to the
Government that if there is nothing to hide,
please stand up and tell us what it is all about.
If there is something to hide, obvtously we are
not going to get the answer.

A Government member: You are not happy
about this organisation undertaking commer-
cial activities.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I resume my seat in
the expectation that Mr Berinson will explain
to the House what $10 million of taxpayers
money is being spent on.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Before you sit down,
Mr Masters, how about answering a question or
two?
(152)

The PRESIDENT: Order! The House will
come to order. The Minister is constantly defy-
ing the Chair in contravention of the Standing
Orders. I ask the Minister to apologise or I will
take some action.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Well, I apologise.

The PRESIDENT: If the Minister thinks that
he has a special set of rules in this House for
some reason or other and he continues to dem-
onstrate his total disregard for the Chair in this
place I can assure him that his night will be a
bit earlier than ours. That might be what the
Minister is endeavouring to bring about, but I
am not going to tolerate it. I have seen some
members in my time but I have never seen a
member in the time I have been here who has
so constantly defied the Chair and defied the
rules of this House. He has demonstrated that
he has absolutely no regard for this institution.
I give him an assurance that while I am in the
Chair 1 am not going to tolerate it from him
one more mi nute.

HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [12.18 a.m.]:
When I was speaking the other evening I
brought up a matter of $5 million being
allocated from the Treasurer's advances, and
the Minister for Budget Management was very
surprised. tn fact, he looked even more sur-
prised because he was not aware that $5
million was allocated to WA Government
Holdings.

At that stage we were in Committee and he
turned to his adviser and asked him to check
the facts I was raising. He could not believe
that WA Government Holdings had been ad-
vanced $5 million of taxpayers' money.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: I could not remember,
Mr Oliver, which is different from not believ-
ing.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I thought it had been
passed through Cabinet. We have seen many of
these things happen where $77 million on
housing funds has been allocated without Cabi-
net approval. I brought this matter up and the
Leader of the House and the Minister for
Budget Management asked what it was about
because the House was sitting while the
Treasurer was having a Press conference at
4.15, which meant it had not been to the Cabi-
net. That was $77 million.

We seem to have a Treasurer on an ego trip.
He is a man who likes to move in high circles.
Last week the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment did not know there was an allocation of
$5 million to WA Government Holdings.
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He turned to his adviser and asked him to
take a message across. The adviser went across
to behind the dais, which enabled Hon. Garry
Kelly to have the Loan Fund papers brought
back by the adviser to the Table of the House
so that Mr Berinson, the Minister for Budget
Management, could be assured that what I was
saying was correct. I know that is so. He was
under the impression we were dealing with
another allocation of $5 million to the WA De-
velopment Corporation. There was no way he
knew WA Government Holdings was in the
act, but it was.

What fascinates me is that here we are,
having recently debated a Bill on financial ac-
countability and auditing-for which I
commended Mr Berinson-yet at the same
time taxpayers' money is being allocated from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund of WA.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is not.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: if it is not coming out
of the taxpayers' purse it is coming from some-where else. if it is not coming out of the tax-
payers' purse I do not know what it is doing in
the Treasurer's advances.

Hon. Tom Stephens: You are only sorry it
didn't go to Oliver Home Homes.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: What I am interested
in is what is happening to the taxpayers'
money. Government members are going on ego
trips, and they are the total laugh of Asia.

Last year I was in Singapore having a lunch-
eon with some senior stockbrokers. They asked
me, "Do you know this Mr Ron Punch?" I said
that I had heard of him and they then said, "He
was up here last week appointing a Mr Tay Joo
Soon to be an agent for the WA Government."
I asked how that could be because Tay Joo
Soon represented South Australia. All these
Chinese people said, "Yes, it's strange. We
don't understand how you Europeans work.
How could it be possible that one man could
represent South Australia and Western
Australia at the same time?" These people are
commercial people and they see these things as
a conflict of interest. But we have the Govern-
ment on an ego trip in which it is moving in
unfamiliar circles. It regards itself as an
entrepreneur extraordinaire.

What worries me is that these bodies are not
accountable to this Parliament or to the Audi-
tor General. Those bodies do not wish to be
accountable to the Parliament; they have de-
cided to run by their own rules-Rafferty's
rules. The Government does not even know

what the Companies (Western Australia) Code
is. These bodies have breached that code by
their employment practices; they have taken on
executives in a manner that breaches the
Companies Code. The Government has told us
that all of these organisations operate in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Companies
Code. No way do they do that.

I am quite fascinated by all these interjec-
tions from Government members. Are they all
in it as shareholders? Are they all fully conver-
ant with what is happening? Does this mean
that although the Government will not answer
our questions on these organisations, it has
supplied information to its own members?
Have its own members had briefings? Are
Government members privy to this
otherwise-to the Opposition-confidential
information?

Is this what they call the Burke
open-Government? The Government came to
office with a platform of open Government.
But what is it doing now? From all the interjec-
tions I have been getting it seems Government
members have knowledge and information that
I have not been getting? If they are criticising
me, that means theyhave information that I
have not been given. They must have guilty
consciences because they have been given this
private information, information which has not
been given to me or any other Opposition
member who has asked questions in the normal
manner. Hundreds of questions have been put
to the Government on these organisations. If
Government members are able to be critical of
me and are able to tell me these organisations
have not breached the Companies (Western
Australia) Code, they are showing they are
privy to information that has not been avail-
able to me in answers to questions. On that
point Government members stand condemned.

The Government is not prepared to have
these organisations subject to scrutiny by the
Auditor General. The other night I gave the
Attorney General the opportunity for this to
happen when we were debating the financial
accounting and auditing Bill, but he said, "No,
they are covered by the Companies Code."

At the same time we find that these organis-
ations are privy to a hands-in-the-honey-jar ar-
rangement, where their sticky fingers are able
to use WA taxpayers' funds without being
answerable to Parliament.

Mr President, I would like to give you a rd-
sum of an article from The Australian of
14 August dealing with the Exim Corporation.
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It is a wonderful article about a corporation
which is a wholly-owned subsidiary of WA
Government Holdings. WA Government Hold-
ings is a shell company which was available
after the Government floated the WA Dia-
mond Trust.

Hon. G. E. Masters: A bit of money was lost
on that.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Yes, within six weeks.
The article indicates that the Exim Corporation
"is the West's answer to tax reform." It says
that while other States struggle to find ways to
cut back on expenditure "Western Australia
has come up with another way to make
money." The idea is to cut back on the amount
Of tax required by setting up a Japanese-style
trading house. We have not seen any benefits
from that, yet we are always told we will have
reduced taxes. But what have we got? In three
years we have experienced a 51.7 per cent in-
crease in taxes-an absolute record.

The Leader of the House does not know what
is happening because he is not privy to the
information. H-e would not even be asked his
opinion in the Cabinet. He was not asked to
comment on the $77 million for housing, so
how could he possibly be asked about $5
million for WA Government Holdings? The
rest of the Cabinet would no! even bother with
him. They would have had a little meeting with
Mr Easton and then decided what they liked.
This year it was $5 million.

It is interesting that we will get reduced taxes
out of it, but we have not seen any evidence of
that yet.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Yes, you have.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: We have seen a 52 per
cent increase.

Hon. NElL OLIVER: The point is that in the
eight months since its establishment Exim is
reputed to have sold $12 million-worth of urea
formaldehyde to a South East Asian country. I
would like to tell members where it came from.
Firstly, an approach was made in Libya for a
sort of back-to-back agreement. Somebody
said, "Some urea is available here", so Mr
Gale Or somebody else said, "Look, I have
somebody in Brunei who will take this", so in
grand style, using foreign agents and, by the
way, guaranteeing performance of the contract
with the Western Australian taxpayers'
money-

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But with no call on
taxpayers' money.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It did not even see the
light of day because the Chinamen in Brunei
did not front up Co sign the contract. That is
how professional this Organisation is.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Mr Oliver, you are not
very professional, other-wise you would still be
in business.

Hon. G. E. Masters: And you would still be
on the waterfront, Mr Dans.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I was very successful on
the waterfront. The member was not very suc-
cessful in business, and that is the difference.

H-on. G. E. Masters: Who gave you the sack?

Hon. D. K. Dans: The difference, Mr Mas-
ters, is that I was successful and Mr Oliver was
unsuccessful. In the business world he is
branded a dill.

Hon. G. E. Masters: They then put you off.

The PRESI DENT: Order! The Leader of the
House knows that he is being completely out of
order. He also knows that over the years that he
has been Leader of the House I have extended
to him courtesies and considerations in keeping
with the fact that he is the leader. I suggest that
if he were able to look in a minror tonight he
would have to admit and agree that his behav-
iour is certainly unbecoming. This debate is
developing into a shouting match. As I said
earlier, if members do not agree with what
another member is saying they should take the
opportunity at the proper time to express their
disagreement. I ask members to refrain from
their wild outbursts while the member com-
pletes his speech.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That contract was not
fulfilled and the only possible benefit to Exim
would have been a transactional commission
fee. But what is more important than that com-
mission fee, little as it may well have been, is
that the performance of that contract would be
guaranteed by Exim. Its undertaking to provide
and deliver $12-million worth of urea formal-
dehyde from Libya was unbelievable. Do mem-
bers know that Exim got that deal in its embry-
onic stage because no-one else in the world
would touch it? If they were to go to the Re-
serve Bank of Australia per exchange cases and
try to get an EPIC contract also they would be
laughed at all the way to the bank! The only
bank that would deal with them would be the
R&I Bank.

Hon. D. K. Dans: The phrase is "Crying al
the way to the bank"!
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Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I would not be sur-
prised if on examining the operations of Exim,
EPIC will not be interested in guaranteeing any
payments.

The next thing we are told-this is fascinat-
ing-is that they have discovered a new way of
housing Afghan refugees in Pakistan to produce
a potential $5 million spinoff for the WA build-
ing industry. I have visited Pakistan and have
spent a considerable time there. I assure mem-
bers that Pakistanis have a very bad record of
payment, to such an extent that EPIC would
not even cover the contract. 1 do not know
whether that deal has came off. Nobody else
would take it, it is as simple as that. If one
started wandering around the world looking for
people to pick up deals one would realise there
were many back-ta-back deals going on all over
the place. Plenty of people are prepared to offer
deals. It sounds as though Exim is prepared to
embrace anyone who fronts up. incidentally,
this matter was even published in The
Australian, and that is unbelievable.

I-on. Peter Dowding: Do you know what
WADC contributed to the revenue of this
State?

Hon. 0. E. Masters: Where did they get it
from?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I have not even begun
to discuss WADC. I am talking about Exim
projects. A Minister of the Crown does not
even know the projects that Exim is involved
in! He is interjecting and saying "I do not know
what WADC is doing. I am talking about the
wholly-owned subsidiary of Exim which is WA
Government Holdings Ltd.

Hon. Peter Dowding: No, I don't.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Minister interjects

and says, "I do not know what WADC does."
Hon. Peter Dowding: I asked you what it put

into the revenue of this State. Do you know?
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: To go a little further-

and I know the President is very experienced in
the area of business contractual arrange-
ments-can members imagine Exim setting up
a joint venture deal between Turkish and
Australian manufacturers to sell agricultural
machinery in [ran? I will just repeat it-

I-on. Kay Hallahan: Don't bother.
I-on. NEIL OLIVER: It says there will be set

up a joint venture deal between Turkish-it
does not say "Turkey"-and Australian manu-
facturers to sell agricultural machinery in Iran.

IHon. P. G. Pendal: It sounds like cold turkey
to me.

Hon. W. N. Stretch: What are you doing with
the Turkey Governiment? That is the problem.

Hon. C. J. Bell: The turkey is running the
show, I think.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What a shame if it
made some money from the deaf.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: If it makes some
money I will be very pleased, but there will be a
few losses down the track.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You would know all
about the loss side of business, wouldn't you?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Yes, I know a lot about
losses, and so does the Minister. To top it off it
says, 'Become a private developer with a port-
folio of pastoral leases bigger than Britain."~
How would they get those leases? They would
not get any preferential treatment, of course;
they would have just proceeded on a normal
competitive basis and become a private
developer with a portfolio of pastoral leases
larger than Britain! That is unbelievable. On
the debit side, it is noted the Government had
a problem with a joint venture floricultural op-
eration.

The next is very interesting; it is to set up a
$100 million to $200 million plan to build a
privately-funded university. Members do not
have to move very far around this city to know
who might be involved and who would not
want to be involved this. Let us say that the two
or three major tertiary institutions do not wish
to be involved with this university. If the uni-
versity is to proceed in the manner I have
heard it will never be successful.

Hon. Graham Edwards: You haven't heard
too much about it.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It is interesting that
Brian Easton runs Exim. He is formerly of
Osborne Metal Industries Pty Ltd Came. He
pulled that company out of a mess. The
company was in difficulties and he was able to
rationalise its operations. After he left, the
company lost $4.57 million in the past
financial year. I suppose if I were to ask any
questions about his appointment I would not
get an answer. I presume he has become a good
friend of the Premier, and therefore he has
favoured treatment.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What would you ask?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I remind the Minister
that one is nut allowed to ask questions during
debate. The Leader of the House does not want
any questions ini debate; all questions must be
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put on notice or must be asked without notice,
so the Minister should not ask me to ask a
question.

I had the opportunity to attend the launch of
Exim at the Merlin Hotel with all the glitter
which accompanied that occasion. I saw bow
uncomfortable all the joint underwriting
sharebrokers looked in the front row. All the
sharebrokers of Perth were there; they had to
be in it because the brokerage charges relating
to the Diamond Trust were not on commercial
terms-they were better than that. That was
the only way the Diamond Trust could be got
moving. The Government said it wanted all the
little people involved in it, and it would make
certain that the little people got their share in
the WA Diamond Trust.

I-on. Fred McKenzie: Did you get your
share, Mr Oliver?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I would not touch
them with a 40 foot pole.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Have you put your
money in Hong Kong?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Interjections like that
show that some people have no idea what they
are talking about.

Let us look at the operations of WADC. It is
a very interesting little Organisation. One has to
have a Sense Of humour to deal with ihis sub-
ject because the WADC is becoming a laughing
stock. It is a laughing stock through Asia. There
are all the side deals with Mr Tay Joo Soon and
conflicts of interest. The Labor Party probably
would not know any better.

The interesting point about WADC is that it
is operating under the Companies Code. The
directors' statement in relation to the WA Dia-
mond Trust is dated 26 September. The Dia-
mond Trust is a trust company which was set
up to evade tax or minimise tax, which this
Government says is not allowed. Mr Dowding
knows all about tax matters; he has a consider-
able knowledge in that area.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. P. H.

Lockyer): Order, please!
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I was talking about

minimising tax. It is interesting that on 30 June
1985 the current book value of a fully paid unit
in the WA Diamond Trust was 98.08c
compared with a par value of$l1.Q0. The mar-
ket value on the day of listing was 85c, and the
directors' view was that this diminution of
value was not a permanent one and therefore
no write-down was made. That is interesting

because the statement was signed on 26
September, and now six weeks later units in the
Diamond Trust are selling for around 64c or
less. If the trust is as good as it is supposed to
be why has that happened? I point out that one
of the things the directors of a company are
required to do is to report that there is nothing
of a future material nature which indicates that
the balance sheets of the company are not true
and correct. I am not insinuating that they have
breached the Companies Code in their declar-
ation to that effect, but it indicates the uncer-
tainty and risk associated with the WA Dia-
mond Trust, and the effect it has had on unit
holders.

It is a very disappointing situation, This is
the first real project that WADC undertook and
it appears to have gone sour, if only tempor-
arily. I hope for the sake of unit holders it is
only temporary. Certainly some strange things
have happened because at the time it was
floated it was said to have great prospects, and
within a few weeks it was found that the nature
of the diamonds was such that they were not
marketable in large quantities for jewellery pur-
poses. I am not certain of the technical termin-
ology, but they were more suited to the hard
industrial area.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That was known from
the outset.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It was not in the pros-
pectus. It was not known, and if the Attorney
likes to check, I know some of the stockbrokers
here-

Hon. Tom Stephens: That was known from
the discovery of the deposit, you drip.

lion. NEIL OLIVER: That certainly was not
announced during the Premier's address to the
people gathered at the Merlin Hotel, nor was it
indicated by the Chairman of WADC.

What disappoints me is that these accounts
should be qualified, not by the auditors, but in
relation to the directors' activities. I do not
know whether WADC is short of funds. Obvi-
ously it must be, and it is not in a position to
pay some directors' fees. It is unfortunate that
the directors' report is qualified in such a man-
ner that I have never witnessed in a balance
sheet of this nature.

H-on. J. M. Berinson: On what page?
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Ou page 24. It goes on

to say-
Since the end of the previous financial

year no Director has received or become
entitled to receive a benefit by reason of a
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contract made by the company or a related
company with the Director or with a firm
of which he is a member or with a
company in which he has a substantial
financial interest-

To that point, all the wording is common;
thereafter it is qualified. To continue-

-except any benefit which may be
deemed to arise for amounts paid in the
ordinary course of business: 10 a firm of
solicitors in which Mr. M. A. Lewis is a
partner, being fees for professional services
rendered; to a firm of chartered account-
ants in which Mr. T, A. Lang is a partner,
being fees for professional services
rendered; to a company in which Mr. J. B.
Hiorgan has an interest, being fees for
consulting services rendered; and to a
company in which Mr G. R. Pearce has an
interest, being fees for insurance
consulting services rendered.

There was an addendum to that in a letter to
the Premier which gave a further qualification.
The printed version contained in the director's
report on page 29 includes the following
words-

and to a company in which Mr R S
Punch has an interest, being brokerage.

I will not reflect on what has gone on, but it
does not mean that directors of a company, for
example, should not, as they have done in this
instance, fail to disclose a benefit in accordance
with the Companies Code. It gives rise to in-
quiries as to why it should be necessary that
those services should be acquired from
companies in which directors have an interest.
It is normal to consult with, for example,
chartered accountants when one seeks advice.
It would be preferable to look for that advice
outside the directorship of the board if one of
the directors is coopted to the board of the
Western Australian Development Corporation.*
In that case, he would be acting in his capacity
as a chartered accountant. If the partnership to
which he belongs is also providing accounting
advice or taxation advice, my opinion-albeit I
am old-fashioned-would be that a conflict of
interest is involved.

I am quite certain that Mr Berinson, for
example, would not place himself, or his good
name, in that situation. I will draw an analogy
for the Committee: If Mr Berinson, as a
director of a company, received remuneration
from that company, and it was a public com-

pany, there is no doubt that the reason for his
being coopted as a director of that company
would be his expertise in the area of the law.
Hie may own shares under the association's
memorandum and articles; he may continue to
sit as a director on the board wherein he could
receive his director's fees and remuneration as
set at the annual general meeting of the share-
holders.

In reference to the WADC, I do not know
how the fees and remuneration would be set
because the WADC does not have any share-
holders. It must be obvious that this remuner-
ation is set by the Treasurer, or at least it has
something to do with the Treasurer or perhaps
with the Minister for Budget Management. I do
not know whether the WADC has an annual
general meeting, because members of the pub-
lic cannot buy shares in that corporation and so
consequently there is no annual general meet-
ing for us to attend.

I presume that if there is an annual general
meeting, it operates in accordance with the
Companies Code. Some time between now and
31 December-if not already held-there will
be an annual general meeting of the WADC.
However, I know of neither the shareholders
nor the future directors of that company.

I return to the matter of conflict of interest.
if Mr Berinson were sitting on a board of direc-
tors in his capacity as legal adviser, he would
find it a conflict of interest if he were a partner
in a legal firm which provided legal advice to
that board. However, perhaps one can expect
this to happen with the WADC because this is a
gobbledegook operation.

Another matter to which I refer is that I
understand Mr Gale has something to do with
the WADC. The Treasurer effectively said pub-
licly that without Mr Gale the whole project
would not have got off the ground. I notice that
Mr Gale has recovered the Catt Furniture Ply
Ltd and was an adviser to that- group during the
time it was in the hands of an official receiver.
It has now been discharged and it is trading
normally, possibly due to the good work of Mr
Gale. However at the same time I note that Mr
Gale is now working for the WADC as well as
Catt Furniture. That seems to me to be too
close to home. I am sure the Attorney General
would not run his affairs that way; he would
not subject himself to the public criticism that
would follow, because when one takes public
office, one should not accept a position with
the WADC.
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1 have asked questions about this matter and
1 have not received any answers, One question
1 asked took something like 14 days to be
responded to. The question concerned Mr
Gale's remuneration and the answer 1 received
was that I should look at some answer or other
to a Legislative Assembly question. When I
looked at the question to which I had been
directed, I found that it was irrelevant to the
question I had asked.

If anyone in this place considers that I feel
slightly ruffled or annoyed about this, so be it. I
am certain that ultimately the truth will be
disclosed, and it will be obvious that a payment
has been made to Mr Gale, probably from the
WADC and directed through the Treasury,
Possibly it will turn out that Mr Gale has been
reimbursed for air fares from the Treasury, per-,
haps because of Exim. I was even informed in
the answer to my question that Mr Gale was
ultimately paid by the Treasury because all of
the Government's operations are paid by the
Treasury. I do not have the answer to the ques-
tion in front of mne, but that is what it slated.
Ultimately, Mr Gale must be paid by the
Treasury because that is where the moneys are
paid from.-

At the same time, one cannot have it both
ways. If Mr Gale is a consultant to the WADC
surely the WADC pays him. Surely the
Treasury does not have to reimburse him, and
surely the Treasury does not have to reimburse
the WADC for work done by any person. If Mr
Gale, or Mr Smith. or whoever, is being so
paid, questions need to be raised and answered.

Frankly, I share H-In. John Williams' belief
that the WADC and WA Government Hold-
ings Ltd, as well as that organisation's
wholly-owned subsidiary, Exim, fall into the
category of semi-Government agencies. This
matter should be dealt with by the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies.

I am somewhat inclined to agree with that,
particularly in the light of the $5 million being
paid out of the Treasurer's Advance Account,
with no requirement for repayment.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is a contribution of
capital.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: But there is no obli-
gation for repayment.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is not the nature
of the investment.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Therefore, the
Treasurer or somebody else holds shares, so the
Government is increasing the capital.

I-In. J. M. Berinson: That is right.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is why I say that,

if the Treasurer is the sole shareholder, the
Auditor General must check where the $5
million has gone and obtain some
substantiation. I presume he is satisfied by a
share certificate and accepts that as full pay-
men t.

Hon. 3. M. Berinson: That is what the pay-
ment is for.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Auditor General
goes a little further than just handling funds.
Surely it is his responsibility to see that funds
are properly employed.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: He does not do so to
the extent of checking on an independent com-
mercial organisation.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: We will save that for
another day and have a look at the Auditor
.General's responsibilities. It is farcical because
the WADC has brought into this State the In-
dustrial Bank of Japan. What a laughing stock
we were. I was in Singapore at the time. The
Government had approached the Development
Bank of Singapore, the OCBC and the Overseas
United Bank.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Are you reflecting on
the status of the International Bank of Japan?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Not at all; I am telling
the Minister that Mr John H-organ was walking
the pavements of Shenton Way the week before
the licences were allocated because I was there.
He was to approach DBS, OBC, and OUB. The
point I am making is that, because they would
not be a party to the deal, he went to Japan.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: What is wrong with
that?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Nothing is wrong with
that but there was a difficulty. The Govern-
ment could not get its preferred bank to come
to this State. It would not be a party with the
WADC.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But you said you would
not reflect on the status of the T131. Are you
suggesting that is not a top-flight international
bank?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Why did the Govern-
ment not approach the IBJ in the first place.
The IBJ had approached the Victorian Govern-
ment twelve months previously. It was anxious
to obtain a licence. Surely the Government
would have known that. Why did it not ap-
proach the Industrial Bank of Japan? Why
should John Horgan wear his shoe leather out
walking Shenton Way?
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Hon. D. K. Dans: Have you been to
Singapore, Mr Oliver?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Yes, I have had one
trip to Singapore.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I was there before you
were born.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Yes, and I will bet the
Minister got some bargains and probably left
some behind.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. P. H.
Lockyer): Order!

I-on. D. K. Dans: I could tell you of banks
from all over the world that are clambering
over each other to come to Western Australia.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: If the Government be-
lieves that it can appropriate taxpayers' money
for shareholders' funds, I will not let up. I be-
lieve that the Minister for Budget Management
is damned lucky that those two companies were
not added to the schedule last week, If I had my
way they would have been.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Minister for Budget Manage-
ment) [1.05 a.m.]: The main interest in this
debate has centred, predictably, on the position
of the Western Australian Development Cor-
poration and Exim Corporation Limited. As I
understand it. no questions are raised in re-
spect of other proposed allocations in the Ap-
propriation (General Loan Fund) Bill. It has
been obvious for some time that the 0 ppo-
sition cannot get over its hang-up in respect of
the WADC and Exim. The problem is, I sus-
pect, that the members of the Opposition have
gone on for so long regarding themselves as the
business experts, as the people who understand
the markets, and as the proponents of free
enterprise, that it goes against the grain for
them to acknowledge that, in their whole time
in Government. they never sought to come to
grips with the idea that the Government should
adapt private sector expertise to the manage-
ment of the State's resources.

That is what the present Government has
done and is doing through the WADC and
Exim; not only that, but it is doing it with
remarkable success. In their short lives, these
two organisations have already contributed
handsomely. both directly and indirectly, to the
State. The $1.8 million dividend which the
WADC paid this year into State revenue is seen
as nothing more than the tip of the iceberg.
Through the WA Diamond Trust, the develop-
ment of the Perth Technical College site, the
joint venture with IBJ, the Perth Mint develop-
ment through WA Government land hold-

ings-all of those to be done by the WADC-
the State will benefit by literally tens of
millions of dollars.

Similarly, it is known that him is engaged in
large scale development of Kimberley pastoral
leases on behalf of the Government. That will
not only bring direct financial benefits to the
State, but also will assist the State indirectly
through better and more efficient use of the
land. Exim is not restricted to acting on behalf
of the Government. It has a very important
role in maximising the prospects of the private
sector, especially in the export field. For all the
scorn which Mr Oliver likes to pour on this
subject, the fact is that Exim is not regarded in
the light which he presents, but is attracting a
very high respect for its thorough and practical
work in support of private industry.

Only last week I had the opportunity of
having discussions with the Ambassador to
Indonesia and also attended a joint meeting of
Australian and Indonesian businessmen who
were conducting a seminar in Perth. They ac-
knowledge that Exim potentially has a very im-
potant role to play, for example, in stimulating
business between Western Australia and
Indonesia. That is being done by way of the
introduction of Western Australian private
companies to the Indonesian market. In par-
ticular, work is well advanced on a housing
contract for the Indonesian Government. That
is only one example of what might be done in
this field.

The question arises as to whether all of this
can be done on the basis of the existing capital
of the two companies. This year's annual re-
ports indicate that Exim is still functioning on
a paid-up capital of $2 million only and that
WADC is functioning on a paid-up capital of
$10 million only. Considering the scope and
the scale of the enterprises in which these or-
ganisations are already engaged, it will be
patently obvious that the capital is insufficient.
That is the short and long answer to Mr Mas-
ters' question as to the reason for the additional
$5 million in respect of both these organis-
ations. It is proposed that each of them will
receive a further injection of capital of $5
million. The record makes it clear that that
increased capital is necessary if these organis-
ations are to carry on their work in the way
they have been doing and with the success that
is already apparent.

Mr Oliver asked where provision was made
for the repayment of this capital. The answer is
-Nowhere", Just as in the case of capital in-
vestment in companies such as Broken Hill
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Proprietary Co Ltd or any other company,
there is no provision for the repayment of capi-
tal. What is looked for is a return on invest-
ment by way of a dividend. That is what these
companies are designed to pay. All of them
have paid initial dividends, and in the case of
WADC it was $1.8 million this year.

Hon. Neil Oliver: Are you saying that no
company reduced its paid-up dividend?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I am saying that no
company sets out to organise itself to repay its
capital. It attracts capital on the basis that it
will provide dividends.

Hon. Neil Oliver: What about going to the
Supreme Court?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: When circum-
stances arise that make it sensible to have a
repayment of capital, people go to the courts to
get permission to do so. The fact that they need
to go to the court is itself an indication that it is
an exception to the rule, rather than the rule
itself. No doubt, if, contrary to my
expectations, Exim and WADC develop in a
way that warrants repayment of capital, that
could be looked at. However, that is not the
initial purpose of investment of capital in
companies like Exim and WADC.

I was about to make a point that in the case
of these companies it is not just the question of
the dividends alone. The Government is confi-
dent that the dividend, over the years.' will be
very substantial and will more than
compensate for the cost of the capital provided.
A dividend, however, is only one aspect of the
benefit which these organisations are designed
to bring and which they give every indication
of producing. Thus, much of the work
undertaken by the WADC in introducing 1WJ
to Perth or assisting the Government in devel-
opment of land holdings has been done on a
relatively small consultancy or commission
basis which will produce very substantial ben-
efits directly to the State.

Some criticism has been made of the devel-
opment of the technical college site, and that is
a prime example of what we are talkinrg about.
The history of the site is that the Western
Australian Valuer General's valuation was in
the order of $16 million. The highest pri vate
valuation obtained was $20 million. On the
basis that the WADC was equipped to go into
the market and to maximise returns, the
Government sold the site to the WADC for the
highest valuation available-520 million.

The Opposition goes into paroxysms at the
thought that the WADC then on-sold for $33
million; and why it should get excited or upset
about that eludes me. I will correct myself. I
can understand the Opposition getting excited,
but I would have thought it would be pleasur-
able excitement. However, it is anguished. Why
should it be anguished? Who gets the $33
million? The people of the State get the $33
million. It goes back to them partly by way of
dividends and partly by way of building up
WAUC.

Hon. Neil Oliver: If you sold your properly
one day and the real estate agent sold it the
next day at a 40 per cent profit-

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I am not in that
business. I understand that Hon. Neil Oliver
was once in that business so I will not get into
competition with him on a personal basis. It is
a notorious fact that people are forever selling
properties only to find that within a relatively
short time they are sold again at significantly
tncreased prices. If that happens with WADC,
the advantage of the process will go to the
people of the State; and that is what is
happening in this case. The Valuer General's
valuation was $16 million and the property will
be developed in a way that will produce $33
million for the people of this State.

The new capital will place these organis-
ations in a position where they can participate
in j oint ventures, provide seed money, and
make commercial decisions in the interests of
the State with a view to the future financial
contribution to the State and to the taxpayers.

I hope that Mr Masters will not pursue his
earlier line by saying, "Yes, we understand
about the contributions of capital because Lib-
erals always understand that sort of thing, but
Labor Governments do not." I hope he will not
go on from that point to say, "Where precisely
will WADC use its $5 million, place its $5
million or invest it, and how precisely will
Exim apply its additional capital?" That is not
a question that can reasonably be asked or
reasonably be answered at this point. Precisely
in the same way as a contribution of additional
capital to any company is for its general pur-
poses and in order to put it into a position to
take up investment opportunities, so is that the
case with Exim and WADC.

Hon. N. F. Moore: It is taxpayers' money
you are talking about.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: It is taxpayers'
money which is very well secured and, if I may
say so, has already been repaid in advance by
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the services WADC has been able to offer the
State. The additional returns from such matters
as the 1WJ investment, the floating of the Dia-
mond Trust, the Perth Mint plans, the develop-
ment of land-holdings, and so on are guarantee-
ing in advance that not only is this money se-
cure, but it will also produce extraordinary
profits at the saving of additional taxation.

Hon. N. F. Moore: That hasn't been shown
yet.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: It has been one of
the distinctive approaches of the present
Government that the return to the State from
its assets should be maximised so that inevi-
tably increasing pressures for State expenditure
will not always have to be met, as in the past,
by ever increasing taxes.

Hon. N. F. Moore: When will that happen,
do you think?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: What appears to
have eluded the Opposition is that the
measures already taken to maximise the return
from State assets have already made a signifi-
cant contribution to the Government's ability
over the last two years not only to stabilise its
taxes and charges-

Hon. N. F. Moore: Rubbish!
Hon. Neil Oliver: You've been conned.
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: -but also, in im-

portant respects, to reduce them. The economy
of this State and the management of State
finances is the envy of the Commonwealth.
Everybody knows that.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Look what you are
comparing it with.

Hen. J. M. BERINSON: Who should know
that better than the Liberal members of this
House since the clearest possible statement of
the strength of this State's financial position
has been made by one of their colleagues, the
Leader of the Opposition in New South Wales,
who has pointed to the extraordinary standing
of this State as compared with all other States
in the Commonwealth. By all major measures,
Western Australia is performing better than av-
erage, and by most major measures it is ahead
of every other State.

That situation has not come about by acci-
dent. It has come about by the very good
judgment of the people of Western Australia
who three years ago put the present Govern-
ment into office.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon. D. J.

Wordsworth) in the Chair; Hon. J. M. Berinson
(Minister for Budget Management) in charge of
the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It was interesting

and, I suppose, predictable, that the Minister
handling the Bill made the sort of response and
the sorts of boasts that he did. What we heard,
above all, was the pompous comment that the
WADC and Exim were designed to reduce tax-
ation. Not a person in Western Australia could
possibly believe that. Revenue to the State
from taxation has increased by 51.7 per cent.
The WAIJC has not been designed to reduce
taxation but to increase expenditure.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Try the electorate and
we will see.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: By golly, we will try
the electorate!

It is unbelievable that the Minister, above
all, could make the statement that we are the
envy of the Commonwealth. The Common-
wealth Government could not have anything to
compare itself with, could it? There could not
be a Government in the world with the record
of this Commonwealth Government. It is the
laughing stock of the world, so of course the
State Government is the envy of the Common-
wealth Government. There has been a 51.7 per
cent increase in taxation revenue! When we
look at the increase in the payroll take and the
increase in the FID take-

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are not talking
about payroll tax! It is the lowest in the
country.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am referring to the
increase in the total take.

Hon. Garry Kelly: You can say that in the
face of two reductions in the rate?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I will tell the Com-
mittee a little story.

Hon. D. K. Dans: You have been telling the
House stories all night.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am sure we have all
had the experience that I am about to relate. It
provides a typical example of the scheming and
conniving of this Government. I was in my
local town and went into a shop. A fellow
caught hold of me and asked me whether I had
seen what Mr Burke had sent out recently. I
commented that Mr Burke had sent out an
awful lot of' stuff and asked what concerned
him. He said that that day he had received his
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land tax bill and that the Treasurer had written
to him saying he had reduced the bill by 10 per
cent-but the bill was up by 50 per cent! It is
absolutely unbelievable. What a farce! The
Premier said that he had reduced the bill by 10
per cent, but the fellow had $1 50 more to pay.
He asked me what I made of that. I said that it
was typical of Mr Burke. It is also absolutely
typical of this Minister that he should make a
statement about reduced taxation.

Hon. Garry Kelly: What about payroll tax?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The payroll tax take

has increased.
Hon. Peter Dowding: When did you reduce

payroll tax?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I suggest that

Government members just be quiet and relax. I
know they have every reason to be upset, disap-
pointed, and embarrassed, but that is how it is.

The Minister glibly said that taxes had been
reduced, although the revenue from taxes has
gone up by 51.7 per cent. The Minister boasted
of the performance of this Government. It has
introduced an organisation that competes with
private enterprise and every dollar that organ-
isation makes-

Hon. Peter Dowding: Where does it com-
pete?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: -is $1 out of the
pocket of private enterprise. The Government
glibly says that if it had not been for the
WADC we would have lost $13 million on the
sale of the Perth Technical College site. What a
ridiculous statement! All the Government had
to do was put it on the market and auction it.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Auction it? You would
have been happy, would you, if it had been
auctioned for $16 million? That would have
been your style.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The member
shouting across the Chamber would know very
well that the $30 million-odd that was realised
as a result of the deal would have been realised
by private enterprise at any time.

Hon. Peter Dowding: For whom?
Hon. J1. M. Berinson: It would have realised

nothing of the sort.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Minister knows

as well as 1 do that if the Government had
auctioned it it would have been for the public.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You don't have much
faith in the Valuer General.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: No, I do not.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Is that right? Is that
your position? Knocking the Public Service
again!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If anyone was to
value a property at $16 million and it was
subsequently sold for $33 million, I would say
that a slight mistake had been made by the
person who first valued it at $16 million.

We have been asked by the Minister to
swallow a story that would never be swallowed
in a shareholders' meeting of a corporation.
The Government has said that it wants $10
million allocated to WADC and WA Govern-
ment Holdings Ltd for future investments, but
that it will not nominate what they are. It has
said that the schemes proposed to be invested
in may well need to be looked at, that it cannot
tell us today what such schemes might be, but
that it would still like $ 10 million of taxpayers'
money. It is quite obvious that projects are
planned but that the Government is not pre-
pared to tell us about them. It says that public
funds are needed for capital injection just in
ease something comes along. The Minister and
I know that that is not true. We both know that
there are plans for the use of this $10 million,
but that the Government is not prepared to tell
us what they are.

Any shareholder of a company who went
along to an annual general meeting and was
asked to invest a sum of money would ask for
what purpose that money was to be used.

Several members interjected.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I have said before
that the Government is carrying out a gigantic
hoax and it is trying to fool the public. How-
ever, the public will not be fooled because it
still does not know where the $10 million is
going. The public know very well that if a profit
is being made, it is at their expense and at the
expense of private enterprise. They know that
the money being raised by WADC and Exim
certainly will not reduce taxation because
everyone in the State knows that they are pay-
ing much more in taxation than they did when
the Labor Party first came to Government.

Hon. i. M. BERINSON: Mr Masters was
again predictable in coming back to the attack.
I must say he surprised me with his choice of
subject matter; that he could have brought him-
self to discuss payroll tax, in the context of
which criticism of the Government is surpris-
ing. I remind Mr Masters, because it seems to
have escaped his memory, of the record of the
present Government in respect of payroll tax.
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Hon. A. A. Lewis: Has there been an increase
in the take?

Several members interjected.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Certainly there has
been and I will tell members why in a moment.
I ask Mr Hetherington to control himself so
that I can answer Mr Lewis- Mr Lewis is quite
right and so is Mr Masters on this matter. They
are both quite right in their statements that the
payroll tax take has increased in total. There is
very good reason for that. The reason is that
employment has increased dramatically and,
indeed, the improvement in the employment
position is one of those important measures I
referred to a few minutes ago in which I
indicated that this State was leading the Com-
monwealth. That is precisely one of the
reasons.

The measure of just how much of the
increased take can be attributed to the
improved employment situation in this State
can be gathered from the reduction in payroll
tax. Western Australia is the first State to have
actually reduced payroll tax. Moreover, we
have done that not only once but also two years
in a row. We are now in the position that
whereas the standard rate of payroll tax in this
country is five per cent, the very great majority
of payroll taxpayers in Western Australia pay
only four per cent. That is remarkable. It is
made more remarkable by the fact that no pay-
roll taxpayer pays more than 4.75 per cent.
This is to be compared with the standard of the
Australian States of five per cent and the fact
that in a number of States employers pay six
per cent on payrolls of more than $1 million.
Thai is the record the Government has and the
fact that, in a situation in which payroll tax
concessions over the last two years alone have
been at a cost of about $40 million to the rev-
enue, we can at the same time record some very
modest increase in the total take from tbis tax,
is the clearest indication possible of the contri-
bution made in this area by the improved em-
ployment position.

It is not only the question of individual taxes
which should be addressed in the context of the
present debate. I said earlier that the record of
the present Government is reflected in the state
of Western Australian finance, and it is an out-
standing record.

Mr Masters says that that is boasting but I
say it is simply giving the Chamber the benefit
of an accurate report. There are a number of
measures to justify what I havt said but I will
content myself at the moment with one only. 1

indicate to members by way of example that
the average annual increase in real GDP during
the terms of the Court-O'Connor Governments
was 2.2 per cent. By comparison in 1983-84,
the first full year of the present Government,
the increase in real GDP was 4.9 per cent,
which is more than double. In 1984-85 the in-
crease was 4.6 per cent. The forecast for
1985-86 is for real growth in GDP of 4.5 per
cent.

Hon. A. A. Lewis interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Hon. A. A. Lewis
will come to order.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: That is not a situ-
ation in which the Government need approach
a debate with any sense of apology. We come to
this place with justifiable satisfaction in the
record we have achieved in this first term of
Government which lays a very sound foun-
dation for our second term.

The CHAIRMAN: I remind members that
this is debate on the General Loan Fund Bill.
We have already had extensive debate on the
second reading and there is nothing in this Bill
about payroll tax or employment. The Bill re-
fers to loan funds. I have allowed members on
both sides to have a free run but it is now in the
early hours of the morning and I expect future
debate to be confined to the Bill.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The reason I want to
make reference to the receipts of the Govern-
ment in such things as land tax and stamp duty,
is that the Minister handling the Bill referred to
the performance of the WADC and Exim and
said that they were making money through that
performance, the money received went into
Government coffers, and that input would en-
able the Government to reduce the level of
taxation. I thought that was not true and that
the Government tax take had increased. The
Minister replied-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We do not want a
repeat at this stage of what has been said pre-
viously. The Leader of the Opposition will con-
fine his remarks to loans.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We are talking about
the $10 million allocated to WADC and Exim
which in turn will be used by those organis-
ations to reduce the level of taxation. The in-
creases in taxation should be noted at this stage
to demonstrate that, in fact, the claims of the
Government with regard to the use of this
money are not true.
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I point out that land tax revenue will increase
from $49.75 million to an expected figure of
$54 million. The Minister described that as a
modest increase. Stamp duty has increased
from $199 million-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member
not to list the Government's taxation measures.
I ask him to confine his remarks to the Bill
before the Chamber.

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: I think everyone
knows of the increases that have taken place
and it is a farce for the Minister to claim that
these funds are doing anything but allowing the
Government to increase its level of expenditure
at the expense of the unfortunate taxpayers of
Western Australia.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Last night the Attorney
General said he would get me some reports
which I have not yet received.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: I did not say I would
get them, but that I would make arrangements
to get them.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: A normal person would
expect that the effect of that would be that I
would get those reports. Until I receive the re-
ports I do not believe I can debate this matter
fully and properly and I believe the debate
should be adjourned. I think the Government
is frightened of giving me those reports. Mr
Dowding can laugh; the Government has hid-
den these reports day after day.

It is like Mr Dowding when he was upset
with Aborigines and the money going to them.
There was Mr Dowding's tantrum on adop-
tions. This Government wants to get out of this
place. It does not want to reveal what it is
doing. On four occasions the Attorney has
brought things before this place. I have been
led astray by accepting that he was an honour-
able man and would give me explanations.
Four times he has let me down.

I am not blaming the Attorney: it is probably
not his fault, but he is the responsible Minister
in this House. We have had the WADC, the
O'Connor case and all the other things for
which the Attorney has been responsible.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member will
come to the subject.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I have come to the sub-
ject previously. I am sorry you were discussing
certain matters with the Clerks.

The CHAIRMAN: I was not discussing other
matters. I know exactly what you raised.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: We were going to get
these reports.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: No, you were not.
Would you like me to explain the position?

Hon. A.' A. LEWIS: I am prepared to go
down as a member of Parliament and pay for
the reports.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Would you let me ex-
plain?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: No. I do not trust the
Attorney General or Minister for Budget Man-
agement. His trust has been worn out because
he has deceived this House.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: If you give me a minute
you will learn the facts. If you go on you will
make an idiot of yourself.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Attorney said
exactly the same thing when we debated the
WADC Hill and I trusted him. His leader from
the other place told him to change his mind, so
he came back into this place and deceived me
and the House. Why should I believe him now?
He has been deceitful to this House.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Come on.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I think I might ask

for that remark to be withdrawn.
The CHAIRMAN: Would you say what the

words were? I was distracted by the Clerk.
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Mr Lewis said I was

deceitful.
The CHAIRMAN: Mr Lewis, I request you

to withdraw that remark.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I will withdraw it.

Conmnittee Resumed
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Minister gave assur-

ances to this House which he then withdrew
because of orders from another place. Last
night I asked him a question, and yesterday I
would have gone down and paid for reports on
certain companies because the Attorney has
said that reports can be paid for and obtained
from the Companies Office.

These are companies which are owned 100
per cent by the taxpayers. Mr Dowding thinks
it is funny that taxpayers' money can be treated
in this way. Members of the Press Gallery and
the whole of this Chamber believe he had given
assurances, including members of his own
party.

Hon. Kay Hallahan interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I would not include the

member in anything.
Hon. Kay Hallahan: Do not.
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Hon. A. A. LEWIS: She would not under-
stand what we are talking about.

Hon. Robert Hetherington interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: At any time the member

wants to be excused, fine, because he would not
understand anything financial. The members
may retire if they wish.

Hon. Robert Hetherington interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I think the member had

to because of his mental ability.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! You will not refer

to members in this manner.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Then you must protect

me from the vicious interjections by Mr
Hetherington. Mr Chairman. The Chamber
understood that the Attorney had given us as-
surances. I am in the same position as Hon.
Norman Moore was a few days ago. We
expected the Government to front up with the
answers, but the Government does not want to
front up.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Don't hold your breath!
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Government does

not want to be seen.
I-on. N. F. Moore: It is a secret Government-
I-on. A. A. LEWIS: The Government does

not want to purport to be seen. Mr Dowding
can laugh about it.

Hon. N. F. Moore: He is a bit hysterical. He
cannot stop giggling.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He has done his lolly
once and he has been laughing ever since. We
know he will not come back to the Parliament.

Hon. N. F. Moore: He will not let the people
of the electorate j udge h im.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He is not going to.
Hon. Peter Dowding: How about letting the

Western Aust ralians judge you?
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Hon. A. A. Lewis

has the floor.
Hon. N. F. Moore interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Hon. N. F. Moore will

come to order too.
Hon, A. A. LEWIS: This Chamber in the

main believei the Attorney has given an assur-
ance that something will be done, or an answer
will be given. I am not going to disclose what
happened outside the Parliament. I would have
had an answer to the question that I posed to
him yesterday. We are going on with the sub-
ject, and as yet I have not had an answer. The
Attorney should adjourn the debate until I
have had time to go down to the Companies

Office and pay $150 to get the reports, or the
Attorney should produce the reports in this
House.

What is happening is that the Government is
trying to con the people of the State with
money produced by the people of the State.
The Attorney stands accused until he can give
us some sensible answer.

Hon. 3. M. BERINSON: I think I should go
into some detail on the question of these re-
ports, if only to clear the record.

Yesterday, in question without notice 359,
Mr Lewis asked-

I address this question to the Attorney
General as the Minister with responsibility
for the Corporate Affairs Office. In answer
to numerous questions about wholly-
owned Government companies that do not
have to report to this House, the Minister
has said that the members can get their
reports from the Companies Office. Will
the Attorney assure members that no
charge will be made to members who, in
the course of their duties, obtain reports of
wholly-owned Government companies
from the Companies Office?

I replied in the following terms-
If the honourable member is referring to

Exim Corporation Lid, the position, as I
understand it, is that reports are available
to members directly from the company. If
the member will clarify that that is his
interest, I will ensure that he obtains a re-
port.

He then followed up with question 360, which
was as follows-

I ask a further question of the Attorney.
I have the Exim report, but I do not have
the reports of Western Australian Live-
stock and Food Ltd and its subsidiaries,
which are-

The honourable member then listed about 10
companies, which I need not repeat now. He
went on to say-

For members to have to pay for reports
of those companies obstructs those mem-
bers. I ask the Minister whether he will ask
the Corporate Affairs Commissioner to
give to members free of charge those re-
ports that are available.

I replied in the following terms-
I think it would be disruptive of the or-

dinary processes of the Corporate Affairs
Office to attempt to specify individual
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exemptions of this nature. Overnight I will
check on other methods of making such
reports available to members.

I did not say that 1 would bring in the reports; 1
said that overnight I would check on other
methods of making such reports available, and
that is precisely what I did.

I have made arrangements so that reports of
these companies, when available, will be lodged
in the Parliamentary Library and will be made
available on request, without charge, to any
member of Parliament. That should meet in
full the requirements of M r Lewis.

Why I tried to suggest that he allow me to
explain that in the course of his comments, was
that he was getting excited about the prospect
of going down to the Corporate Affairs Office,
paying the fee and searching these records for
himself. I was trying to explain at that point
that there would be no point in his going
through the exercise of trying to secure those
reports, because the reports are not available.
The companies have not yet had their annual
general meetings.

The requirement for the lodging of reports at
the Corporate Affairs Office is that they follow
the adoption of the reports at the annual gen-
eral meetings. I understand those meetings will
shortly be held. The reports will thereupon be
lodged with the Corporate Affairs Office, and
following that the procedures which 1 have
arranged with Eximn will be followed for the
benefit of all members.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Could the Attorney ex-
plain how the profit and loss of Exim is made
up with the reports of these companies, each
one of them? Could he explain the profits
which make up the profit of Exim in the Exim
report, if the companies have not lodged their
reports?

Hon. J1. M. BERINSON: The Exim report
also has not been lodged with the Corporate
Affairs Office. The annual report which has
been distributed to all members was, I under-
stand, distributed in advance of Exim's own
annual general meeting because of the special
standing which Exim has as a wholly-owned
Government corporation.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I think we should report
progress until all these companies have
reported so that we can see whether Exim has
truly reported, because the Attorney said
Exim's report had been lodged in this Parlia-
ment and not ]he Corporate Affairs Office. Mr

Chairman, you will recall the Attorney telling
us that the place to look for the Exim report
was the Corporate Affairs Office.

Mon. J. M. Berinson: it will be there in due
course.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: But we as representatives
of the 100 per cent-owners of Exim cannot see
what is going on. If there is an election early
next year it will mean that for nine months
perhaps a dozen companies will be able to
operate without any parliamentary review.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.

Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon. .

M. Berinson (Minister for Budget Manage-
ment), and passed.

INDlUSTRIAL TRAINING AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 19 November.

HON.-C. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [1.59 a.m.]: The Opposition
supports the Bill, which proposes a recognition
of the State Government's proposed
traineeship scheme.

The Industrial Training Act 1975 provides
for an Industrial Training Advisory Council
and for a number of industrial training advis-
ory boards, including boards that deal with the
State apprenticeship schemes. Their functions
are to advise the Minister on industrial training
matters and to coordinate industrial training.

The principal Act also provides for the ap-
pointment of a Director of Industrial Training.
for the registration of industrial trainees and
apprentices and agreements on training, and
prescribes trades and trade groups.

A great deal of credit should go to employers,
responsible unions, trainees, educators and
other people who over past years have been
involved in trainee schemes, particularly those
for young people.
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This Government has continued the Liberal
Government's training programmes and in-
deed has speeded up some of these pro-
gram mes. and I acknowledge the Government
for that.

The Minister's second reading speech
suggests that as a result of this scheme there
will be 2 500 places and that the off-the-job
training part of the programme will involve
some 13 weeks. The Minister's second reading
speech seems a little reticent in talking about
traineeships and more particularly the reduced
wage levels that are being proposed under this
scheme. That will not necessarily be the case all
the time, but it is suggested that there will be
reduced wage levels and that the wages that are
involved will have to be agreed to by em-
ployers, by the unions and by the young people
involved.

I do want to make this point: The Minister
suggested a minimum wage of $90 per week. I
acknowledge that the minimum wage could be,
and possibly will be, more than $90 per week,
but I emphasise that a minimum wage of $90
per week exists. That in itself recognises that in
some cases junior rates of pay are too high. So
we see the sheer hypocrisy of the Government
when it was criticising, for example,
McDonald's. The Government became pant of
the campaign of the TLC to force the
McDonald's company to back down, when that
company was offering training and jobs for
young people at approximately $103 per week
as a start. The Minister now has come forward
with the proposal that young people will earn
$90 per week; indeed, those people who were
offered jobs with McDonald's at $103 per week
are now Working for $90 per week. So despite
the fact that the Minister may react strongly, as
no doubt he will in this case, it is a fact that
there is a reduced level of wages involved in
these traineeship schemes. I am not criticising.
the scheme for that reason; I am just saying
that the Minister and those who advise him are
hypocrites, nothing more and nothing less.

I was told today, for example, that the situ-
ation in regard to traineeships is very serious
and I was advised by somebody who notices
these things, and indeed I noticed in one of the
weekend newspapers 90 advertisements for
bricklayers, and that painters are almost im-
possible to find. We have a great shortage of
bricklayers and painters. Thai is only two
trades. I am sure this problem spreads through-
out the work force and the reason for this is
that there are not sufficient qualified people in
the communiiy who are trained to do the job.

In other words, an insufficient number of
people have gone through traineeship schemes
in recent years.

There is a great shortage of qualified labour
in some trade areas. If anyone has any doubts
they have only to approach employers and talk
to them about it. The cost of employing ap-
prentices and training apprentices in many
cases is simply too high. so industry and busi-
ness. is not employing or training apprentices as
it did in the past.

I do not know whether the Minister has done
this, but my colleagues and I have certainly
talked to employers on our visits to industry
and business, not only in the metropolitan
area, but also in the country areas, and we were
told, quite frankly by employers, "~Look, we
would like to employ and train apprentices but
we simply cannot do it. It Is not worth it. It is
not worth our time." The result is of course
that 90 advertisements for bricklayers appear
in one newspaper alone and we have the situ-
ation where it is very difficult to find painters.

We have developed an industrial system
which has placed us in a straitjacket and there
is nowhere to go. We have said on many oc-
casions that there needs to be a deal of flexi-
bility and an understanding that there are
people in our community who want to get
training and work experience and to be able to
take up a trade and earn a good living on a
permanent basis and, hopefully, even to run
their own businesses.

The Opposition does not oppose the legis-
lation put forward by the Government. We do
make the point that there is a proposal for a
reduced level of wages and that proposal ac-
knowledges many of the arguments we have
put forward over the last 12 or 18 months.

HON. A. A, LEWIS (Lower Central) [2.06
a.m,]: I was not going to enter this debate be-
cause I did not think it would come on today. I
intended to talk to the Minister privately. It
appears that nobody can stop the pushing of
the Government despite its lack of numbers. I
am national secretary of a body which has
started a training system. Our training systemn
does not fit in with what the Government is
doing and those people, despite the fact that
they are in the country areas of Australia. will
get absolutely no assistance. This is pretty typi-
cal of the Government because when some-
body tries to help the people the Government
says. "You will pay for our guidelines; you will
pay for our regulations;, you will pay for this
and that as a private employer."
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Let me take the example of the Noise Abate-
ment Regulations. I thought I did the right
thing as State and national secretary of an as-
sociation when 1 forwarded to my members the
Noise Abatement Regulations. I was told orig-
inally'that I could obtain them for free and
then I was told I would have to pay $1.20 a
copy. Finally, the association said. -We will
pay the $1.20 a copy." As an organisation,' we
were trying to let our members know what was
going on. But the attitude of the Government
is. "As employers, you will pay. You will pay
and keep on paying."

We put forward our training scheme to the
Federal Government and we were told that, no,
it did not come within the guidelines. It was a
training scheme over four years. Even the sort
of finance that this Government and the Feder-
al Government are offering in the short term,
rather than getting people involved in the in-
dustry, would have been nice. It would have
assisted the employer and it would have
created more jobs. However, the Federal
Government said, "No, there is no way that
you can get into this." There is no way that this
Minister would ever approach the association
of which I am secretary because he believes it is
totally against him. It is never invited as an
industry to join in on his industry discussions,
yet we can provide jobs for youngsters-per-
haps not on the Minister's terms, but on terms
that could be discussed. We spend our time
trying to convince the Government that we as
an industry, know what we are doing, but it
seems the Government knows better than us.

[Quorum fornmed.j
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Government is not

prepared to accept the help of associations that
will give the State jobs. The Government is not
prepared to accept anything outside its
guidelines. It must be a personality business-I
am not saying it is-and because I am
associated with one particular association it is
being denied any access or input to the Govern-
ment in relation to its trainee schemes. I be-
lieve we have something to offer. The Minister
has acccpted associations with which he did
not know I was associated, and it seems to be a
very deep personality clash. He is not really
trying to get people jobs.

I offer the Minister through my association
all the help I can, but t am getting sick to death
of being knocked back by his department and
niot being allowed to talk to people because I
am Sandy Lewis and I oppose the Minister in
the House. I do not know whether it is the
Minister's fault, but if he wants jobs for people

there are associations which can give him those
jobs. There may have to be some flexibility on
the Minister's pan, but we can get those jobs,
and they are desperately needed in the com-
munity today.

I appeal to the Minister to try to make these
trainee jobs flexible enough so the employers
and the unions can pick them tip and run with
them instead of acting without talking to
people, especially those in country areas, be-
cause jobs in country areas are desperately
needed at the moment. I make that appeal to
the Minister, and I hope he takes it in the man-
ner in which it was offered.

HON. PETER DOWDING (North-Minis-
ter for Employment and Training) [2.14 a.mn.J:
I am sorry Hon. Gordon Masters completely
misunderstands the proposals under the
traineeship scheme, It is not simply a cut in
youth wages because, as we have said repeat-
edly, that would not be in the interests of
younger or older employees. This represents a
training scheme in which a trainee will not be
on the job for at least one day of the week, and
for the balance of the week-the other four
days-the trainee will be working in a training
position. That represents a diminished pro-
ductivity for the employer of perhaps another
qua rter off the employee's normal prod uct ivitiy
because of the sort of on-the-job training that
would be expected in that traineeship situation.

It is not a question of reduced wages for
young people but of an employer providing
on-the-job training for the days the young per-
son is employed, and the additional day is at
the expense of the young person. It will be
spent in a TAFE college receiving formal
off-the-job training. It is irrelevant to talk
about the sort of things Mr Masters was
discussing. I regret he has not understood the
exciti ng prospects of the traineesh ip proposal.

As irrelevant as it may be to this Bill, 1 regret
I am unable to accept that there is any just ifi-
cation for Hon. Sandy Lewis or any of his or-
ganisations to claim that any department under
mny responsibility has been acting in a way
prejudicial to him or that organisation. I may
say-and I think members who have taken an
interest in the employment scene know-this
State has a reputation of being in the forefront
of Governments which have been prepared to
tackle the problem of unemployment, es-
pecially youth unemployment, and particularly
in acknowledging the need for training for
young people.

4849



4850 COUNCIL)

We had an international conference at which
we were pleasantly surprised to find the high
esteem in which the policies of this Govern-
ment, the workers in the department, and
many others who have made an active contri-
bution. including people such as H-on. Kay
Hallahan who has been chair-person on one of
the committees. were held.

I find it astonishing that anyone should be so
ill-informed as to regard those activities as
having been pursued in other than the most
bilateral and impartial way in terms of political
responsibilities. I also put on record that a very
substantial proportion of the funding made
available has been provided for country areas,
and I include in that the remote parts of the
State.

Very few programmes in this State have fo-
cused so much on areas outside the Perth
Metropolitan area. Certainly nothing the Lib-
eral Party can display in its own rather bare
cupboard of initiatives in this area would
match those of the Skills West '85 programme
that I have been proud to be responsible for.

Hon. N. F. Moore:, You know what they say
about self-praise, don*t you?

Hon. PETER DOWDING: I anm simply say-
ing it is a project that worked very well. Even
people on Mr Moore's side of the fence have
admitted that. His personal contribution
towards it has been minuscule. I do not recall
his ever making one single representation to
the Depantment of Employment and Training
for an employment programme in his elector-
ate.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Is this a personal attack on
Mr Moore?

Hon. PETER DOWDING: Mr Lewis would
know all about that, having firstly attacked the
Attorney General and then me personally.

I do not recall Hon. Norman Moore making
a single demand to the department, and per-
haps he will correct me if I am wrong. I was in
Katanning the other day, an area that can
hardly be described as my electorae-it is in
the electorate of one of the people on this side
of the House-with $500 000 towards a project
in that town.

Not long before that I was in Narrogin, again
with a very substantial contribution towards a
job scheme.

IQuorm rormned.I
Hon. PETER DOWDING: In Narrogin,

where Job Link was funded by my department.
that training scheme is just one of numerous

examples of the sorts of initiatives that this
Government has taken irrespective of the pol-
itical interests of the area. I am sorry that the
member for Lower North interjected. His min-
uscule number of electors has never-

Hon. N. F. Moore: They have all got a job.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: I will quote that

back at Hon. N. F. Moore: "They have all got a
job". 1 am sure many of them would be pleased
to know that they have all got jobs, but I must
say that I have never had a submission, as far
as I can recall-and I hope the member will,
with your indulgence Mr President, interject if
he disagrees with me. I do not believe the mem-
ber has made one single contribution to Job
Link or a job placement and training scheme
such as Skills West '85 in over 12 months. As
he has been so active in interjecting tonight, all
I can say is that it is a pity, if he has a genuine
interest in this issue of training, that he did not
pursue it in a more constructive way.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

It Comminfee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon.

John Williams) _in the Chair; Hon. Peter
Dowding (Minister for Employment and Train-
ing) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title and principal Act-
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am a little heartened by

the reply given by the Minister because- the
Narrogin scheme which he mentioned is one
that I can fairly say I helped to get off the
ground. I did an enormous amount of work to
see whether it was practicable and workable.

Secondly, the Minister did not answer why
his department would not cooperate with the
associations that I mentioned in order to prom-
ulgate information.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I give you an assurance
that they will.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I accept that assurance
and I hope it is right. However. I made 17 calls
to the Minister to talk about the Noise Abate-
ment Act, and not once did anybody ring me
back. I was trying to help the Government to
sell its story. What sort of assistance is that?
IHon. Sam Piantadosi and IHon. Fred McKenzie
both know, because they have been union
leaders. that associations such as these can
help. They know that such associations can get
the message out to the members. However.
over a period of four weeks not one person rang
me back. I felt like a leper. Maybe I am, but in
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this instance I was acting for myself because the
only noise needing abatement in this Chamber
is the Leader of the House or Mr Peter Wells.
However, this sort of apathy towards people
who are trying to help the Government is not
good enough.

The third point 1 want to raise-and it is one
that I hope the Minister will answer-is that
Ihe Government should approach associations,
however small they may be, because it rep-
resents, through its members, many people
throughout the State and it ought to help them
through its employment programmes. I am not
arguing about this programme because the
Minister has not approached me or the associ-
ation, but I believe there must be flexibility in
the industry I represent. There is absolutely no
use having a one or a two-year programme.
Instead, the industry should be given the same
moneys which it was given for that two-year
period, and they should be spread over four
years. Thai will assist the industry.

I am trying to be rational and reasonable and
I am trying to get more jobs for people. I be-
lieve that the Government tends to forget that
there are people at the end of the line on these
training schemes, and they are the people we
ought to be chasing. Consequently we should
not be too inflexible. I believe this scheme-
although I support the Minister, and I think he
would acknowledge that I have supported most
of the training schemnes that have come up-
must be flexible enough to look after various
industries and secure jobs.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 7 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
HON. PETER DOWDING (North-Minis-

ter for Employment and Training) [2.28 am.]:
I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [2.29

a.mn.]: I am very disappointed chat the Minister
has not even shown me the courtesy of ac-
knowledging what I said. Indeed, he did not
acknowledge that I was probably fairly knowl-
edgeable in employment matters for people in
country areas. He totally disregarded my com-
ments and suggestions.

It is pretty disappointing to spend a long
time in this House and then to have a man,
who will be leaving this place in a few days as a
Minister, who has not even exhibited the cour-
tesy to say, "Yes, I think that is a good idea",
or " No-"

The PRESIDENT: Order! Honourable A. A.
Lewis-

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I will when I can hear
myself speak, Sir. I think the courtesy should
have been extended, if not to me, at least to the
association and to the people that I represent.
The Minister is quite prepared to use the
Narrogin scheme into which we have put so
much hard work and claim it as a departmental
scheme. He is quite prepared to say that he will
give us assistance and then, when we talk about
the subject in this place, he pays no attention to
what I say and talks to the Minister sitting next
to him. I am disgusted with the whole affair.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and passed.

FORESTS

Revocation of Dedication:-
Assembly's Resohluton-Morion lo Concur

Debate resumed from t9 November.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [2.32
aim.]: The Opposition opposes this motion.
The partial revocation of State forests should
be discussed at length and I intend to do so.
This motion is about the partial revocation of
Stale forests Nos. 4, 14, 30, 37. and 38, but is
mainly about tuart forests. H-on. Colin Bell will
talk about that later because they adjoin his
property-

The Government has pushed forward with
these revocations without considering the fairly
sound advice contained in an Honorary Royal
Commission report about a land inventory. It
tried to push this motion through before the
Honorary Royal Commission reported. The re-
port points out that the Lands and Forests
Commission and the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority do not agree
with the partial revocation of these forests.

The Government is catering to one lobby
group and has not considered the revocations
in detail. It has taken land from forest areas
and put it into nature reserves and national
parks. The Leader of the Opposition in this
place and the Chairman of Committees, as
Ministers, designated land for national parks.
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The Royal Commission report recommends
that amendments should be made to the Con-
servation and Land Management Act but pre-
viously this Government and
otherGoverninents have committed land il-
legally to national parks.

The Royal Commission has requested that a
proper land inventory be carried out. When
H-on. Colin Bell speaks we will hear about the
tuart forests and what hot fires and cold fires
do. The Royal Commission suggests that a
great deal of research be carried out into those
matters before any commitment is made to the
revocation of these areas at the whim of the
Government's advisers. The pieces of land will
be committed without any real survey or any
real inventory of land being carried out. I be-
lieve the Government should delay both these
motions until those matters are dealt with. The
first thing to do, however, is to sont out the
Conservation and Land Management Act.

Members will be pleased to know that the
Honorary Royal Commission was
congratulated on the job it did. One of its
recommendations was that this revocation be
not carried out unless money was allocated for
land inventory. The great problem in Western
Australia for the so-called hard right of for-
esters and the hard left of conservationists is
that they do not know what is involved in each
piece of land and until an inventory is carried
out they will never know.

First, the money should be spent to find out
what the land is useful for, what kind of timber
it can produce and what natural attributes it
has. We should move in this direction before
we take the action outlined in this motion.

I will not oppose this motion; however I op-
pose the concept of it and this Government's
attitude towards it. It was the Labor Party's
pre-election policy to include the tuart forest in
a national park and to include the northern
jarrah forest in a national park.

1 advise the Minister who is handling this
motion that it was probably the silliest decision
the ALP has ever made regarding the future of
Western Australia.

Who created these areas if it was not the
former Forests Department? Who got these
areas up and running, if it was not the former
Forests Department? This Government is now
quite prepared to take this area from the forest
service and transfer it to national parks which
is not within a bull's roar of having the capa-
bilities to manage this area because it does not
have the money.

The Minister who moved this motion must
take into consideration the metropolitan water
supply. If this motion and the next motion
which will be handled by Mr Ferry are not
handled properly the entire metropolitan water
supplies may be contaminated. Did the Minis-
ter's may indicate this? No, of course not.

The tuart forest has been re-established by
the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, but a great deal of experimental
work is still to be undertaken regarding the
burning and the degree of burning of it. It is my
opinion that a strong burn would be of more
use to the tuart forest than the cold burns that
have been carried out over the last 15 or 20
years.

It really annoys me that at this time of the
night we are throwing around 20 000 or 30 000
hectares of State land and many members do
not understand what they are doing. I advise
members that future generations will judge this
House by the decision it makes tonight.

If I sound as though I am speaking from the
heart, I am. If members were dinkum about the
future of Western Australia they would post-
pone the debate on this motion and Order of
the Day No. 9 until some time in the future. It
is not in the best interests of this State that we
without adequate consideration pass these mo-
tions.

Hon. Fred McKenzie knows that I will not
accept political implications when I chair a
committee because I am looking after this
State. I am very worried that this motion and
the next motion on the Notice Paper will be
destructive to Western Australia in the
long-term unless we carry out an inventory. it
might well be that the inventory will
recommend that certain pieces of land be in-
cluded in a forest revocation. I honestly believe
that for the benefit of this State we should not
take the action proposed in the motion because
of the Conservation Through Reserves Com-
mittee. Neither this Government nor the
previous Government considered the
recommendations of that committee in full. It
is not the Minister's fault or any of the political
parties' fault. However, the blame can be laid
at the Parliament for not having considered the
policies of that committee because it would
have been a start and a guideline to work on
when looking at reserves.

Some people with the very best intentions
have said that these motions should proceed.
but I believe they should be postponed. Per-
haps the recommendations of the Select Coin-
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mittee should be given careful consideration. It
may well be that the areas in these motions are
the priority areas, but to take sections of the
State forest and say they should be set aside as
a Class "A" reserve for a national park seems
to be silly in the extreme.

1 implore the Attorney General to give mem-
bers a day or two to consider both these mo-
tions. Perhaps we could have a be-
hind-the-Chair conference. The Opposition
wants to save the tuart forest as much as the
Government does. It also wants to save the
jarrah forest and it wants national parks just as
much as the Government does. The actions of
previous Governments-not just this Govern-
ment-have been horrific. The Leader of the
Opposition and the Chairman of Committees
were two of the main offenders because they
would not listen to those people who knew
about land management.

Hon. Fred McKenzie, I-on. Vie Ferry and I
have spent a lot of time trying to ascertain what
is happening to forests in this State. I know that
it is late in the session and I know that the
pressure is on the Attorney General, but for the
sake of this State I ask himn to adjourn the
debate on the two motions in order that we do
not take another foolish step similar to the one
we took at the end of 1980. At that time the
Minister announced that 33 000 hectares of
national park were to be set aside and it has
created more trouble than it is worth.

For the sake of Western Australia, I do not
believe we should do this. It will not affect me,
but it might affect my grandchildren, and it
does affect my friends. The matter ought to be
adjourned to allow for discussion. I am avail-
able, as are the other two members of the
Honorary Royal Commission, to discuss it with
the Attorney and the Minister at any time. I do
not believe we should go ahead with it at
present.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. G. E.
Masters (Leader of the Opposition).

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 19 November.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [2.51 am.]: The Bills on the
Notice Paper that we are now coming to were
introduced into this House only yesterday. For
that reason, there is no way that my members
have had the opportunity to study the Bills or
to prepare for them in a proper form. It is quite

unreasonable to expect that my members can
respond erniciently and effectively, having had
only 24 hours' notice of them.

In the circumstances, I ask the Minister to
consider the prospect of adjourning the Bills,
items 10 to 1 3 on the Notice Paper, to give my
members the opportunity to study them.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable
member speaking can indicate only whether he
supports or opposes the Bill before the House.
The question is that the Bill be now read a
second time.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon.
Margaret McAleer.

SESSIONAL ORDERS: STANDING
ORDERS COMM ITTEE

Report: Consideration
Report of Standing Orders Committee now

considered.

In Committee

The President (Hon. Clive Griffiths) in the
Chair.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Mr President,
on Wednesday, 21 August 1985, the House
resolved that the previous session's orders
governing questions, petitions, business after
11.00 p.m., and motions for disallowance be
adopted for this current session. However, your
committee was directed to consider, and report
back to the House within 21 days, the effect
and operation of those orders.

Your committee notes that no submission
was received from any member on its terms of
reference.

However, we have detected some dissatis-
faction among some members about the orders
governing questions. The remaining orders ap-
pear to have met with general agreement, and
we propose no changes to them.

I would like to move a series of
recommendations. The first recommendation
reads as follows-

That the House confirm, for the dur-
ation of the third session of the thirty-first
Parliament, the sessional orders governing
petitions, business after I1I p.m., and Mo-
tions for Disallowance.

I move-
That the recommendation be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the recommendation
agreed to.
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Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Mr President,
so far as questions arc concerned, the amend-
ments now recommended by your committee
are designed to overcome Perceived objections
to certain aspects of current procedure and for-
malise a practice that has been established
since the rules came into force.

Before moving the second recommendation,
namely that rule 14.2 be revoked and a new
six-section rule be substituted for it-they are
listed in the printed report that I made to the
House-I would like to comment on the
recommendation.

The purpose of proposed rule 14.2.1 is to
reinstate the practice whereby members sub-
milted their questions to the Clerk not less than
one hour before the House met. This enabled
the Clerk to ensure that the question complied
with the relevant rules. In the present context,
it also enables the Council officers to prepare
the supplementary Notice Paper and be ready
to distribute it when the House first meets-

Your committee recognises that there are
times when members, for a variety of reasons,
will not be able to meet the deadline but will
want their questions included in that day's
batch to go to the Minister's office. Rule 14.2.2
allows for this situation. I point out, however,
that they are unlikely to be printed on that
day's supplementary Notice Paper, hut will ap-
pear on the following day together with the
answers.

Rule 14.2.3 has not been altered. Oral notice
of a question may be given should a member so
desire.

Rule 14.2.4 restores the provision in the
Standing Orders whereby supplementary ques-
tions delivered within an hour of the House's
meeting arc included in the day's questions.

That has not been the practice for some six
months because there was no provision for it in
our Standing Orders. It takes us back to the
period of the hound Standing Orders when an
answer could be followed up by another ques-
tion if more information on the subject was
needed.

Rule 14.2.5 transfers to the following day any
notice of question received after the House
meets.

Rule 14.2.6 makes provision for the now
familiar supplementary Notice Paper.

The Standing Orders Committee
recommendation is as follows-

That rule 14.2 be revoked, and the
following substituted:

14.2-Notice of Question
14.2.1 Except as provided in rule

14.4-1, written notice of any
question, signed by or on be-
half of the member giving no-
tice. shall be delivered to the
Clerk's Office not later than
one hour before the time
appointed for the House to
sit on that day.

14.2.2 Notice of any question
delivered later than the time
provided for in rule 14.2. 1,
but before the time
appointed for the House to
meet, may be included in that
day's notices of questions.

14.4.3 Oral notice of any question
to which rules 14.2.1 and
t4.2.2 apply may be given at
that day's sitting at the time
provided for in SO 115.

14.2.4 Notice of a question sup-
plementary to one for which
a reply has been provided
shall be included in that day's
notices of questions if it is
delivered to the Clerk within
one hour of the time
appointed for the House to
meet.

14.2.5 Except as provided in rule
14.2.4, notice of any question
delivered later than the time
appointed for the House to
sit on that day shall be in-
cluded in those notices (if
any) delivered on the follow-
ing day.

14.2.6 Each notice shall be
published in a supplementary
Notice Paper according to
the date of delivery and the
order in which it was so
delivered:
Provided that where rules
14.2.2 and 14.2.4 apply, it is
sufficient compliance with
this rule to include such no-
tice in the supplementary
Notice Paper for the day fol-
lowing that on which it was
delivered.

1 move-
That the recommendation be agreed to.
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*Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I support the mo-
tion. The Standing Orders Committee has not
received any objections from members about
the new method of dealing with questions. The
Committee considered that the trial period was
extremely successful and the system has
operated successfully in this session.

No-one has approached the Committee and
said that he or she does not like the Proposed
system because we retained the option for
members to carry on as they had before, if they
so wished.

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: I consider that the pro-
posals in Rule 14.2,1 and 14,2,2 create the situ-
ation in which it is expected that questions will
be submitted at least one hour before the
House sits. For those members with electorate
offices outside Parliament House, that Can Cre-
ate problems because we often do not arrive
one hour before the House sits. If one aries
later one has the feeling of putting unfair press-
ure on parliamentary staff.

The option to which Mr Williams referred is
that the question is asked one day and the
answer is received from the Minister the fol-
lowing day. It is not a matter of whether the
question goes into the book, but there seemTs to
be a suggestion that if the question is not given
to the Clerks at least one hour before the House
meets it will not be delivered to the Minister's
office that day.

If we are including that provision surely it is
not necessary to add two new rules; it should be
possible to make the amendment in one rule.

Hon. D. J1. WORDSWORTH: The point
raised by Mr Wells is covered by the
recommendation in rule 14.2.2 which states
that notice of any question delivered later than
the time provided in rule 14.2. 1. but before the
House meets. may be included in that day's
notices of questions. Obviously members can-
not rush through the doors of Parliament
House at the last minute, and expect to hand in
questions for immediate inclusion in the
supplementary Notice Paper. The only differ-
ence will be that members may miss out having
the question printed in the day's notices. I can-
not see much benefit in having that printed
anyway. although I understand that at times
there might be competition between two mem-
bers wishing to ask the same question. Know-
ing who asked the question first is the only
advantage that can be seen.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: The Committee did
a considerable amount of work on this matter
and tried to cover every aspect for the con-
venience of members, bearing in mind that the
Standing Orders are members' orders.

As far as Mr Wells' question is concerned, it
is merely a matter of courtesy to the Clerks to
allow them time to prepare the supplementary
Notice Paper.

We know that the member's office is not in
Parliament House, but provision is made for
members to telephone their questions through
to the Clerks and I understand that a number
of members take advantage of that facility. If
any member has a question and is able to ask
the question during question time, a facility
which, under our Standing Orders, is available
to all members, a copy of that question can be
sent to the Minister's off-ice that day. The ques-
tions will not appear in the supplementary No-
tice Paper. but the next day the question and
the answer will appear, provided t ie Minister
has supplied an answer. There is nio problem in
that regard.

The Clerks of the House are not supermen
and it takes them time to assemble these ques-
tions and get them to members' d' sks as soon
as possible after the House commences its busi-
ness of the day. That is why they prefer ques-
tions to be available at least one hour before
the House sits so that they are available to
other members. There is nothing to stop mem-
bers from asking their questions verbally.

I think the member's fears are unfounded.

.The PR E IDENT: Honourable members
Will also be aware that when we are dealing
with amendments to Standing Orders and the
President takes the Chair, it has been the prac-
tice for the President, in his capacity as Chair-
man of the Standing Orders Committee, to en-
sure to the best of his ability, before members
agree to any alteration or new Standing Order,
notwithstanding the explanations that have
been given, that every member clearly under-
stands what is happening.

I agree with what Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
and Hon. P. H. Lockyer have said in expla-
nation. 1 remind Hon. P. H_ Wells, as a further
fortification of what has been said, that today.
notwithstanding that the House sat at 2.30
p.m., he gave the Clerks nine questions at 2. 10
p.m. In fact, all those questions are included in
today's Notice Paper;, and rule 14.2.2 simply
says that they may be included in the day's
notices of questions. The member's questions
are, in fact, included in today's notices of ques-
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lions. Hon. D. J. Wordsworth has told the
member that the answers will be in tomorrow's
notices of questions.

I hope the honourable member understands
that.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: That may well be close
to the starting time of the day's sitting but on
most occasions the questions have gone into
the book for the day and they have certainly
been sent to the Minister's office.

It always seems to me that with this new
technology we take one step forwards and two
steps backwards. That happened when the
banks were cornputerised. I used to be able to
go down and see my statement. When it was in
the computer I had to wait two days before I
was able to look at it.

When I came into this House I could rise and
ask a question and an answer was provided to
the Minister on that day.

Hon. D. i. Wordsworth: That is exactly what
you are doing still.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: At the present time if I
ask a question it is not provided until the next
day. On occasions I have asked questions in the
House and they have been returned as ques-
tions asked on the next day. I am talking about
oral questions.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: It has been a long
day. I suggest you have the whole thing wrong.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am taking the date put
on the questions. I do not know what time they
leave this House. I have risen only once under
the new Standing Orders to ask three questions.
The dale on those questions was the following
day.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Did you have an
answer?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: No, they were put in as
if I had handed them in on that day. To all
intents and purposes I understood if one had
an odd question and it was handed to the Clerk
prior to the sitting it went down that particular
day.

As I understood it, when I received the red
supplementary Notice Paper the following day
they would be the questions asked on that day
and they would have had that day's date on
them. The date I asked them would be the date.
I would have thought, that went on. I do not
know the mechanism. As I read clause 14.4.3.,
it concerns oral notice of questions. Notice
may be given at that day's sitting at the time
provided for.

The rules apply to those questions up to one
hour before, or those provided 10 minutes be-
fore, not those which have arrived at that mo-
ment. One has then missed the 10 minute rule.
As one walks in the House and sits down the
President calls for questions and one rises to
give a question. This does not fall under clause
14.2.1 or clause 14.2.2. It is as though it were
asked the next day, I understand.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: As I under-
stand it, the current practice is to despatch
questions to a central point, probably the
Premier's department from which they are
once again despatehed to various ministerial
offices. I gather the despatch leaves this Parlia-
ment several times during the day. If we meet
at 4.30 p.m., there is no point in too many
despatches after that time, but they would cer-
tainly be sent next morning first thing and be
handled by the organ isat ion down there.

I am very surprised the member's questions
should have the next day's date, because, after
all, the question would be recorded in the min-
utes of the day that he asked the question. I do
not know how the Clerk could put the next
day's date on it.

The PRESIDENT: There is an explanation,
if honourable members will be patient with me.
Clause 14.4.3. reads-

14.4.3 Oral notice of any question
to which rules 14.2.1 and
14.2.2 apply may be given at
that day's sitting at the time
provided for in SO 11 5.

What that means is that if the honourable
member has some questions which he has not
been able to put in because he did not get here
in time for the one hour's notice or half hour's
notice or the quarter hour's notice-in fact he
got here by the time the House sat, either 2.30
p.m. or before 4.30 p.m.-clauses 14.2.1 and
14.2.2 require that he give to the Clerk a copy
of those questions that he will later stand up
and ask orally in the House. If he fails to do
that, even though he has arrived by the time
the House has sat, if he then writes out some
questions while sitting in this place, those ques-
tions do not conform with clauses 14.2.1 or
14,2.2. They would therefore appear in the red
supplementary Notice Paper in the form he
mentioned.

The obligation has always been on honour-
able members to give to the Clerk a copy of the
questions before the House sits in Order that
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they can be looked at to see that they conform.
That procedure has been built into clauses
14.2. 1. and 14.2.2.

I am not suggesting thai because I am making
that explanation the honourable member must
accept it. However, it does provide an expla-
nation of why the next day's date is on his
questions. The next day's date would not be on
the questions if he handed them to the Clerk as
he passed him on his way to his seat.

Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON: It might
be an idea to remind some members that we
are extremely well served. Modern technology
has improved things. When I came into this
Parliament in 1977 we were required by cus-
tom to hand in the questions which we were to
ask orally an hour before the House sat. We did
so. In fact in the next Parliament members
pushed and pushed. They relied on the good-
will of the Clerks, and they put them to con-
siderable inconvenience.

At that stage we had to sign the questions
handed in ourselves. This Standing Order al-
lows the questions to be signed on behalf of the
member. As secretary of the State Parliamen-
tary Labor Party, I have made it clear to my
members that if they want to bring any ques-
tions, provided my office is not too busy, we
will have them typed and sent out. This is open
to all members.

We all have had electorate offices for a long
time and we used to manage if we wanted to get
our questions in on time. If we did not we
would have to wait until the following day. If
questions are not always answered, that is one
of the other things which began to happen be-
cause the volume of questions has increased.

These Standing Orders are eminently sen-
sible. They suggest there are rules to make it
possible for the Clerks to have time to handle
questions. If people do not want to obey those
rules they may or may not be served, but they
have no rights. The rights come if members are
there an hour before, which gives the staff of
this House time to handle and process ques-
tions in order to get them onto the supplemen-
tary Notice Paper.

It is time we returned to the notion that we
must take some notice of the people who serve
us-allow our servants to serve us better. If we
do not get our questions in on time we know
they will do their best for us but we do not have
any rights in the matter. We should support
this change in the Standing Orders.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I support the proposition
before the Chair. We have had sufficient ex-
perience in recent limes of handling questions
without notice according to Sessional Orders to
see how the arrangement has worked. Perhaps
sometimes it has not worked according to
Hoyle,' but generally speaking it has. I agree
that it is about time we had some fairly rigid
rules to which we should adhere for the good
order and running of the Chamber. There will
be times in the administration of the Chamber
when some unusual occurrence would allow
some variation, but in the main this proposal
will be to the ultimate benefit of all members.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Mr President, your ex-
planation was quite exact. I am reminded of
three questions I asked during the session when
I did so in the manner outlined because I had
got caught up with other business and was short
of time. One cannot help making the compari-
son where the situation was that despite the
previous requirement for questions to be
handed in, a flexible approach was adopted by
the officers of the Chamber. On the odd oc-
casion one had to race to the Chamber and ask
a question, it was able to be accommodated,
perhaps lbecause of the good nature of the
officers of the Chamber. Certainly under the
old system it worked. Under the previous ar-
rangement we did have a slight advantage over
what is proposed now.

Under the old system, the three questions I
have in mind would have gone down to the
Minister. Had I realised that on this occasion it
would have made no difference, I would not
have bothered to ask them.

This is the first I have heard of a phone-in
arrangement for questions. I would have
thought this would create more of a workload
for the parliamentary officers. Perhaps I will
consider it in the future.

During this session the odd question I asked
outside the rules was processed, perhaps be-
cause of the good nature of the officers. This
proposal will not provide that flexibility.

The PRESIDENT: Under the old system of
giving notice of questions, the system was
based on the fact that even on a heavy day we
would have only seven or eight questions
asked.

That situation no longer obtains and that is
the reason the House directed the Standing Or-
ders Committee to examine ways of providing
a system that would take care of a Chamber
that could no longer expect only that number of
questions but could expect many more ques-
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lions to be asked, and as the Clerk has just
reminded me, we are now up to question
400-odd. That is the background to that situ-
ation.

The other point I want to make hastily is that
with all the good intentions in the world of the
honourable member who said that, if all else
failed, members could ring through their ques-
tions, I suggest that that really should be an
absolute last ditch method.

Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON: Mr
President, I want to make it quite clear that
when I said that I had told my members they
could ring through their questions, I meant that
they could ring through to my office. Standing
Orders do not allow for members to ring the
Clerks to lodge questions. Members on both
sides of the Chamber have offices here, and if
these members are prepared to act as messen-
gers for their members outside, they may do so.
I certainly did not mean to suggest that mem-
bers should ring the Clerks. In fact. I suggest
that they should not ring the Clerks.

Question put and passed; the recommendation
agreed to.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: The next
recommendation is as follows-

That rule 14.4 be revoked and the follow-
ing substituted:

14.4.1 A member may ask an oral
question without notice and
the minister or member con-
cerned, if it is one that in his
opinion should be answered
immediately, may thereupon
answer the question and, if
not, request that it be placed
on notice.

14.4.2 Unless the House otherwise
orders, the President:
(a) at 5 p.m. on Tuesday

and Wednesday; and
(b) at 4 p.m. on Thursday;
(c) on any other day, at such

time as may be agreed to
by the House;

shall interrupt any business
then under consideration and
call on questions without no-
tice. At the conclusion of
questions without notice, the
House shall resume, at the
stage it had reached, the busi-
ness so interrupted.

14.4.3 The Leader of the House
may terminate oral questions
without notice on any sitting
day by requesting the Presi-
dent to proceed to the next
item of business.

I move-

That the recommendation be agreed to.

Mr President, your committee has concluded
that the fixed time for taking questions without
notice has advantages and it has included the
provision in a proposed new rule 14.4.2 as it
gives members time to study their answers to
questions asked on notice. The downside of
this proposed change is that the debate running
at the time must be interrupted. So, this is the
first choice the Committee must make. Do
members wish to go back to the old method of
having questions without notice listed as they
used to be in our orders of business rather than
having them at 5 o'clock as we have had this
session? If we go back to the old style, members
will perhaps have only a couple of minutes to
read the answers to their written questions and
then jump up to ask a question without notice.
Your committee decided that this was rather
difficult and we could see disadvantages in that
method. We felt it would be wiser to have ques-
tions without notice taken at a later stage of the
sitting, as has taken place during this session.
Undoubtedly this has its disadvantages because
the debate running at the time is interrupted.
Some members have expressed dissatisfaction
with that but we can see no other way.

Previously, proposed rule 14.4.2 was not in-
corpora ted, but one can understand it is needed
to allow for th e set t imes tha t q uest io ns wi thout
notice are to be taken.

The PRESIDENT: I briefly mention in pass-
ing something which honourable members
might like to think about. It has occurred to me
with respect to proposed rule t4.4.2 that we
have provided a time of 5.00 p.m. for Tuesdays
and Wednesdays, and 4.00 p.m. for Thursdays
based on the House sitting at 4.30 p.m. on
Tuesdays and Wednesdays and 2.30 p.m. on
Thursdays. As we have been sitting at earlier
times of late, as is usual towards the end of
sessions, perhaps consideration ought to be
given to bringing forward the time for ques-
tions without notice to be taken on those
ea rlier si tt ing days. I was somewh at rel uctant to
mention this in case I started a wholesale de-
bate on the point, but perhaps members could
give it some thought.
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Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Proposed rule
14.4.2(c) provides that on any other day, ques-
tions without notice can be taken at such time
as may be agreed to by the House. The House
can agree to change the time if it so desires.

The PRESIDENT: If the House sits at 2.30
p.m. instead of 4.30 p.m. perhaps we should
take questions without notice at 3.00 p.m.
rather than 5.00 p.m. When the Leader of the
House moves a motion that the House should
meet the next day at a time earlier than would
normally be the case, it would be necessary for
him to add something to the effect that ques-
tions without notice would be taken at 3.00
p.m.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I recognise the difficulty
with our present system and the system
proposed where answers are given at set hours
of the day of sitting, albeit, 5.00 p.m. on
Tuesdays and Wednesdays and 4.00 p.m. on
Thursdays because that does not seriously in-
terrupt the workings of the House at that time.
Notwithstanding that impediment, it is better
probably to have fixed times for dealing with
questions. If the practice is to be changed at
short notice-and it would be changed by
resolution of the Chamber-it means that
members who for various reasons are not
listening to the debate, who are not present in
the Chamber and are absent on urgent business
and are not aware of the changed times, would
be disadvantaged if it is to be done by
resolution of the Chamber on the day of sitting.
Therefore I would object to flexible times as
opposed to the motion before the Chair.

Another matter I would hesitate to change at
any other time, but the Chamber has met
earlier than its usual commencing time each
day this week. I say that in the knowledge that
it is all right to ask questions, but the whole
object of question time is to obtain answers
and if the day's sitting begins earlier in the day
there is every likelihood that many questions
will not be answered until the following day.
We have been critical-and I think it is justi-
fied-that many questions have not been
answered properly this session. I suggest that
more questions than ever are being left until
the following day, or several days later in some
cases. I know there are a variety of extenuating
circumstances in regard to answering some
questions. However, the answers to many ques-
tions have been deferred for unduly long
periods. Therefore I would hesitate to have
question time brought forward earlier in the
day. I suggest we adhere to the motion before

the Chair that questions be dealt with at the
fixed hour in accordance with our Sessional
Orders.

Question put and passed; the recommendation
agreed to.

Hon. D, J1. WORDSWORTH: May I move a
further motion which is not contained in the
recommendations; namely, that the Sessional
Orders as agreed to apply to the Thirty-second
Parliament? In other words, my original
recommendation was that they should apply
for the remainder of this session. There will be
only two days of this session-

The PRESIDENT: Parliament will be
prorogued and the member cannot move that
motion.

IHon. D. J1. WORDSWORTH: Then could I
ask you, Mr President, what procedure will be
followed?

The PRESIDENT: The position will be that
when the new Parliament meets a motion will
be required to simply say that the House adopts
the Sessional Orders that applied in this
session, or these Sessional Orders. We will not
have to go through them one by one, but a
motion will be required to adopt the Sessional
Orders. Eventually when we reckon we have
had enough shots at them they will be written
into the Standing Orders and we will not have
to follow this procedure each session. Until
then there are Sessional Orders which means
that each session there must be an order.

Resolutions reported and the report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT OP THE HOUSE:
.ORDINARY

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [3.34 a.m.]: I
move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Sitting of the House: Thursday
HION. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South) [3.35

a.m.]: Would the Attorney give us an indi-
cation of what time he would expect the House
to rise later today? Normally the House would
rise at 6.00 p.m.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Met ropol itan-Attorney General) [3.36 a. mj
My understanding on the basis of matters on
the Notice Paper is that we will certainly be
sitting past the dinner suspension later today.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 3.36 a. m. (Thursday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

388. Postponed

HEALTH

Div-ers: Decompression Chamber

389. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for
Health:

(I) It is the Government's intention to
build a new decompression chamber?

(2) If so,-

(a) where will it be built;

(b) what will it cost;

(c) who will pay for it; and
(d) who will run it?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) and (2) While no final decision has

been made, discussions are continuing
with the Commonwealth Health De-
part meat.

390 to 393. Postponed.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Land Rights Inquiryv: Liaison Coittilee

394. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for
Employment and Training representing
the Minister with special responsibility for
Aboriginal Affairs:

I refer the Minister to the Aboriginal
Liaison Committee which was set up
in conjunction with the Seaman in-
quiry.
(1) How did the committee decide

which organisations or individ-
uals were entitled to receive
funding?

(2) Was the funding made available
on the basis of proposed budgets
submitted by the applicants?

(3) If not, was any evidence required
as to how the funds were to be
spent?

(4) Was it necessary for applicants to
submit written submissions to ob-
tain funding?

(5) If so, will the Minister table all
such written submissions?

(6) If not, why not?

(7) Was it necessary for recipients of
funds who sought additional
funds to lodge further appli-
cations in writing?

(8) If not, how were such applications
made?

(9) Were funds made available to ap-
plicants before the funds were
spent or were funds only paid
upon receipt of evidence of ex-
penditure?

(10) Was it necessary for recipients to
provide to the committee receipts
for expenditure?

(11) Was a set of guidelines produced
which outlined how funds could
be expended?

(12) If so, will the Minister table these
guidelines?

(13) If not, why not?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Applications for financial assistance
were considered from individuals and
groups who or which would not have
been able to prepare submissions
without financial assistance and who
or which had indicated a genuine wish
to contribute to the inquiry; and de-
cisions were based On an assessment
of or knowledge of the needs of the
person or group or the relevant area of
the State.

(2) to (4) Written and/or verbal sub-
missions were considered.

(5) 1 will seek to collate this information
and table papers, if possible, today.

(6) Noi applicable.

(7) and (8) No. Applications for further
funds were dealt with as outlined
above for original applications.

(9) Yes.

(10) Statements of expenditure only were
required, and these have been tabled.

(11) No. However, applications submitted
were considered in the light of matters
referred to in (1).

(12) and (13) Not applicable.

4960



[Wednesday, 20 November 1 9851 86

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Land Rights Inquiry: Liaison Committee

395. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for
Employment and Training representing
the Minister with special responsibility for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(I) Is it correctly reported in this morn-

ing's edition of The West Australian-
Tuesday 19 November 1985-that the
Minister is unaware of any misuse of
public moneys made available through
the Aboriginal Liaison Committee?

(2) If he is not correctly reported, what is
the correct version of this matter?

(3) Has the Minister personally studied
the monthly reconciliation statements
provided to the Liaison Committee by
the recipients of funds?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) The Minister is aware of the report

printed in The West Australian of
Tuesday, 19 November, and has ad-
vised that the expenditure referred to
has been audited in accordance with
the Audit Act.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes. The Minister has seen the

statements which have now been
tabled.

396. Postponed.

ENVIRONMENT: HERITAGE
Old Bakery: Melville

397. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) Is he aware of the local interest in

saving and restoring the old bakery at
Melville?

(2) Will he investigate whether any funds
from either State or Federal sources,
including Bicentennial grants, can be
used for this purpose?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) I am advised an approach was made

to the WA council of the Australian
Bicentennial Authority.

(2) The WA council of the Australian Bi-
centennial Authority advises as fol-
lows with regard to possible funding
assistance for the project-

(a) The bicentennial heritage pro-
gramme which was advertised
and notified to all local govern-
ment authorities early this year,
closed in May;

(b) the bicentennial local government
initiative grants scheme, which
was notified to local government
authorities in May 1985 with
comprehensive guidelines
provided, is intended to provide
funds for local and regional proj-
ects; the Millers' bakery project
would be eligible for consider-
ation under this scheme;

(c) the WA council also encourages
all inquirers seeking financial as-
sistance for bicentennial projects
to notify it of their plans in case
funds are available in the future
from government or private spon-
sorship sources.

From inquiries made, no approaches
have been made to the WA Heritage
Committee or the WA Arts Council,
and it is suggested that the interested
parties may care to discuss their pro-
posals with these bodies to ascertain
the project's eligibility for funds from
these sources.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre: MRI

Machine
398. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Leader of the

House representing the Minister for
Health:
(1) What progress has been made in in-

stalling the revolutionary MR[ ma-
chine at the Queen Elizabeth 11 Medi-
cal Centre?

(2) When will installation be completed?
(3) When will MR[ become available to

Perth patients?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) A specification for the scanner is in

final draft form for submission to the
State Tender Board.

(2) The planned acquisition programme
has not been completed, but subject to
agreement of financial arrangements
for the funding of the service, the
equipment could be installed and in
operation by early 1987.

(3) Answered by (2) above.
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399 and 400. Postponed.

HEALTH: DRUGS
Operation NOAH: Contintuafion

401. Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

With respect to the Police operation
known as operation NOAH-

()Is it a fact that this service is not
to be maintained 24 hours a day
because of a direction that no
overtime is to be worked?

(2) If this is correct, will the Minister
consider directing that overtime
be paid to these officers because
of the importance of the oper-
ation?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) No. On a national basis a decision was

made to conduct the operation NOAH
phone-in from 9 a.m. to 9 p.m. on 13
November, 1985.
information arising from that oper-
ation is evaluated and tasked on a pri-
ority basis. In the case of any matters
of urgency, overtime is being worked.

(2) Not applicable.

402 to 404. Postponed.

CRIME
Breaking and Entering:- Cost per Offence

405. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

in connection
breaking and
reported in the
port-

with the 26 777
entering offences
1984-85 police re-

(1) What is the estimated cost to
police per offence reported?

(2) What is the estimated loss to the
public per offence reported?

H-on. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) Costings of this nature are not kept

and it is not possible to make an esti-
mate.

(2) Figures are not readily available in
statistical format.

POLICE
Neighbourhood Watch Programme

Sponsorship
406. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Attorney

General representing the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) What funds have the police derived

from private sponsorship for the
neighbourhood watch programme in
each of the past three years?

(2) For what specific programmes or pro-
ductions have funds from private
sponsorship been used over (he last
three years?

(3) Is there any undertaking by private
sponsors to provide future funds for
the neighbourhood watch programme?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) 1982-83-$5 000

I1983-84-$30 000
1984-85-Nil.

(2) Private sponsorship has been used for
promoting the objectives of neigh-
bourhood watch in provincial areas by
advertising through the media.

(3) Discussions are being held with a
major insurance comany concerning
possible sponsorship of neighbour-
hood watch Statewide.

407 and 408. Postponed.

POLICE
Neighbourhood Watch Programmie: East

Freman tle
409. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Attorney

General representing the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

Concerning the neighbourhood watch
programme at East Fremantle-
(1) How many people are on the

committee?
(2) On what date have meetings been

conducted and how many people
were Present?

(3) Were the police involved with
each of these meetings?

(4) How many homes have agreed to
be involved in the scheme in this
area?
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Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) Eight.
(2) First meeing-19 March, 1985; four

persons attended.
Second meeting-I June 1985; nine
persons attended.
Third meeting-to be held 21
November, 1985; estimated attend-
ance nine persons.
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These figures exclude any media at-
tendance at meetings.

(3) Yes.

(4) The number of houses involved is un-
known as the scheme caters for infor-
mal arrangements between neigh-
bours.


