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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the
Chair at 2. 15 p.m., and read prayers.
BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST

READING
1. Camballin Farms (AIL Holdings Pty.

Ltd.) Agreement Hill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Tonkin (Leader of the House), and
read a first time.

2. Oil Refinery Industry (Anglo.-Iranian
Oil Company Limited) Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by
Parker (Minister for Minerals
Energy), and read a First time.

Mr
and

ACTS AMENDMENT (WATER
AUTHORITIES) BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin

(Minister for Water Resources), and read a first
time.

Second Reading
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for

Water Resources) [2.23 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

On I July 1985 the Water Authority of Western
Australia assumed its State-wide
responsibilities for water supply, sewerage,
drainage, and irrigation. These responsibilities
were contained in the Water Authority Act
1984, which was substantially added to by the
Acts Amendment and Repeal (Water
Authorities) Act 1985. The latter Act also
amended all the water legislation to make it
suitable for administration by the Water Auth-
ority. Although the Water Authority has been
functioning for little more than three months,
it is already looking at some of the many as-
pects of its activities that can be improved by
having a unified organisation.

I wish to express the Government's great
gratitude and pleasure at the way in which the
transition in the merger between the Metro-
politan Water Authority and the country water
supply section of the Public Works Department
to form the new Water Authority has occurred.
I pay tribute to Mr Bob Hillman who led the
project team, and other officers; and to the

managing director of the board of the auth-
oity, Mr Jim Glover, for the way in which
there hasbeen such a smooth transition.

The Bill does not in any way pretend to be a
major review of water legislation. A start on
that has been made within the Water Auth-
ority, but clearly it is a major task which will
take some time to bring to fruition. It will take
a lot of work to study the existing Acts
objectively and to develop new unified legis-
lation appropriate for State-wide application
under present-day conditions. Both the auth-
ority and the Government will require to give
careful consideration to the many matters
involved. The board and senior management of
the authority need time to become fully fam-
iliar with their new responsibilities.

In this Bill, the Government is seeking to
make some changes which, while relatively
minor, will allow the Water Authority to im-
prove and simplify certain procedures and
practices for the immediate benefit of the citi-
zens of the State and the operations of the
Water Authority.

The Hill includes provision for extending to
country customers the system of payment
options that has been available to metropolitan
customers for the last four years. Since all
water-related activities have come within the
aegis of the Water Authority, I have had many
representations made to me from country con-
sumers who have pointed out that metropoli-
tan consumers have had the benefit of the four
options, and have asked why is it that now we
have a State-wide authority we do not yet have
that benefit extended to the country. That is a
very good point; and the Government has
brought this legislation to the Parliament at
this late stage of the sitting so that next year
country consumers can have the same kind of
privilege in that respect as do their metropoli-
tan cousins.

The arrangement by which the Water Auth-
ority's annual account can be paid in one, two,
or four instalments has been very well received
by metropolitan customers and I have had a
number of inquiries as to when it wilt be avail-
able in the country. I would have liked this
convenience to be available in the first year of
the Water Authority's operations, but
unfortunately the wording of the Acts
prevented this. The passing of this Bill will en-
able it to apply in 1986-87.

Previously, the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority and the PWD operated separate systems
for the licensing of plumbers in Perth and in
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the country, each of which had its own
examining board. There were differences in
examination requirements and a plumber
operating in both areas required two licences. It
is proposed to create a single examining board,
and to have an integrated system of licences.
Allowance will be made for different classes of
licences, generally similar to those existing
now, thus preserving the rights of plumbers
with limited licences in the more remote areas
to pursue their occupations.

The existing Acts contain detailed provisions
for notifications of proposed plumbing work,
the issue of permits, and inspection arrange-
ments. Some of these arrangements are now
outdated. Rather than revise these within the
Acts, it is preferable to provide powers for the
authority to make by-laws in respect of plumb-
ing notification and inspection. The details can
then be contained in by-laws and kept up to
date more readily than if they were included in
Acts. A single provision in the Water Authority
Act will cover the needs of all the water legis-
lation.

The rating provisions applying to the country
make reference to the keeping of rate books as
the required form of rating records. Modem
methods of keeping records are heavily com-
puter-orientated and the processes associated

~with keeping rate books are no longer appropn-
ate. The Bill provides for a new set of powers
for the keeping of rating records, to be
contained within the Water Authority Act and
to be applicable to all the authority's rating
activities.

For many years it has been the practice of
local authorities to require persons
constructing buildings to have plans examined
by the Water Authority to ensure the buildings
do not conflict with the authority's pipes and
sewers or with the connections to them. Mis-
takes in this area can be very costly to the
builder, the authority, or both and it is desir-
able to eliminate, as far as possible, such situ-
ations. The Bill provides for this practice to be
a formal requirement.

The interval between revaluations of country
towns is generally between five and ten years,
and the valuations of some towns may be sev-
eral years out of phase with others. Under the
Country Areas Water Supply Act, valuations
may be indexed between valuations, thus
maintaining reasonable equity between differ-
ent towns. It is proposed to extend this system
to the Country Towns Sewerage Act. Properties
will then carry the same valuation for both
water and sewerage.

Penalties under the various Acts have be-
come inconsistent between Acts and in some
cases with penalties for lesser offences under
by-laws. The penalties have been increased to
reflect current money values and have been
made consistent between Acts.

Powers for the country water boards to issue
infringement notices for lesser offences have
been added.

The opportunity has been taken to include a
number of minor editorial type amendments.

This Bill is introduced primarily for the pur-
pose of legislating for the extension of payment
options to the country. The remaining amend-
ments are for the purpose of updating and
smoothing out administrative arrangements.
The Bill is a small but useful step in the process
of simplifying and improving the State's water
legislation.

In conclusion, I will make the usual offer that
has become common by this Government to
the Opposition, that if Opposition members
approach me in regard to any aspects of the Hill
which require further discussion and expla-
nation, I will be happy to make officers avail-
able for that purpose.

Debate adjourned,
MacKinnon (Deputy
sition).

on motion by Mr
Leader of the Oppo-

BILLS (4): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

1. State Planning Commission Bill.

2. Acts Amendment (State Planning Com-
mission) Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
Pearce (Minister for Planning), and
read a first time.

3. Adoption of Children Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Wilson (Minister for Community Ser-
vices), and read a first time.

4. Fire Brigades Superannuation Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Bryce

(Deputy Premier), and read a first
time.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS

Government Stance: Notice of Censure Motion
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) [2.35 pi.m.]: I give notice that at
the next sitting of the House I shall move-
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That this House condemns the Premier
for his hypocritical stance on the accept-
ance of gifts by State Government Minis-
ters in light of the June 20, 1983 policy
announcement and calls on him to-
(t) Make a full and frank disclosure of all

free accommodation and air travel ac-
cepted by the Premier, Ministers, the
Cabinet Secretary and their staff
members since June 20, 1983;

(2) Make a full and frank disclosure as to
who supplied the travel and/or accom-
modation; and

(3) Indicate to the Parliament the purpose
of the travel and/or accommodation.

Point of Order
Mr DAVIES: Mr Speaker, is the word

"hypocritical" permissible in a Notice of Mo-
tion?

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order.

Standing Orders Suspension
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [2.36

p.m.J: I move-
That so much of Standing Orders be sus-

pended as is necessary to allow the Leader
of the Opposition's motion in respect of
travel and accommodation assistance to be
debated forthwith.

The SPEAKER: Before 1 put the question I
advise the House that to be carried this motion
requires an absolute majority.

Question Put.
The SPEAKER: I have counted the House;

and, there being no dissentient voice, I declare
the motion carried with the concurrence of an
absolute majority of members.

Question thus passed.

Censure: Motion
MR H4ASSELL (Cotzesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) [2.38 p.m.]: I move-
That this House condemns the Premier

for his hypocritical stance on the accept-
ance of gifts by State Government Minis-
ters in light of the June 20, 1983 policy
announcement and calls on him to-

()Make a full and frank disclosure of all
free accommodation and air travel ac-
cepted by the Premier, Ministers, the
Cabinet Secretary and their staff
members since June 20, 1983;

(2) Make a full and frank disclosure as to
who supplied the travel and/or accom-
modation; and

(3) Indicate to the Parliament the purpose
of the travel and/or accommodation.

Following yesterday's Cabinet meeting, the
Premier was today reported as having issued a
wimp statement in response to the considerable
public pressure which has arisen as a result of
his getting into a mess over taking a free trip to
Fiji some weeks ago, in company with some
members of his family, his driver, and also, I
understand, some members of the family of his
driver.

The statement issued by the Premier yester-
day satisfies nothing and will not put to rest the
public concern about the actions of the Premier
in proceeding in the way he did and his trying
to put the matter to bed by issuing a wimp
statement such as the one he issued last night.

The fact of the matter is that the Premier has
not made a full and frank disclosure of what
has been happening since he issued the policy
statement on 20 June 1983.

On that occasion he issued a policy
statement which at the time was said to have
been based on some experience in the State of
Victoria. That big, bold, and brave statement
issued by the Premier and the Government
resulted in the public being led to believe that
the Premier and the Government had set a
standard of conduct which would apply to the
Premier and his Ministers.

Having done that we have now learned, as a
result of disclosures made by the Premier
under pressure in the past week, that the policy
was ignored almost from the day it was
announced. As a result, further questions have
arisen regarding the intentions and the prac-
tices of this Government concerning not only
the Premier but also a number of his Ministers.
The Cabinet Secretary and members of the
Government party have been involved in travel
of various kinds which might be considered to
be capable of putting them in a compromising
position, or in a position of conflict between
their public duty and their private duty.

At t he outset o f th is debate it is i mportan t to
recognise precisely what the motion is about.
As stated very clearly and deliberately in the
motion, it is about State Government Minis-
ters' hypocritical stance concerning the accept-
ance of gifts in the light of the policy laid down
by the Premier in an official Press release of 20
June 1983. In a moment of inconvenience and
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embarrassment, the Premier announced that
the policy he laid down on 20 June 1983 was
silly and unworkable.

Who is to say that the next time the Premier
is challenged about some air travel somewhere,
or some private accommodation arrangements,
the statement issued by Cabinet yesterday will
not also be described by the Premier himself as
silly and unworkable?

An Opposition member: After a day or a
week.

Mr HASSELL: Will it last a day, a week, or
at all? In fact tomorrow, will some Minister,
offered a nice holiday in the Mediterranean or
elsewhere, discover that the policy is silly and
unworkable? in panticular, if somebody
associated with some development or other
around the town wants to impress some of the
Ministers in this Government, will the policy
announced yesterday be simply cast aside?

What kind of a deal is it when the Minister
says, "Well, we had a policy but we threw it
overboard and now we are going to continue
with the overboard policy"? Because that is
what was announced yesterday. The Govern-
ment is to continue the policy-if it is a policy
at all-which it picked up, when it threw over-
board the statement of 20 June 1983.

It is important to record precisely what the
statement of 20 June 1983 says. It is in these
terms-

A policy adopted by Cabinet today is
designed to remove any uncertainty which
might have existed in past years concern-
ing acceptance of gifts by State Govern-
ment Ministers.

The Premier, Mr Brian Burke, said the
policy which will be strictly adhered to,
sets out conditions under which gifts can
be accepted by Ministers and members of
their families.

The policy provides that-
Ministers, their spouses and famil-

ies should avoid circumstances in
which the acceptance of any gifts
could give even the appearance of a
conflict of interest-past, present or
future-with public duty.

In the light of that statement by (he Premier in
his official capacity, let us examine what the
Premier did. H-e travelled on a plane owned by
a company associated with some of the largest
public companies in Western Australia; a
company which has contracts with the State
Energy Commission in relation to the sale of

coal. This company, or its associated
companies, became involved in a major dis-
pute with the State Energy Commission, a dis-
pute which has recently been settled art terms
which have not been made public.

Those issues in themselves must raise the
question of whether the acceptance of any gifts
could in future give the appearance of a conflict
of interest. The statement applied to the past,
the present, and the future. Does the Premier
deny the validity of the circumstance and the
principle involved in his own statement? Does
he deny there has been the appearance of a
conflict of interest? How, in the arrangement of
that policy stance, does the Premier expect the
State to believe that the public and the private
interests of the Minister will not come into
conflict?

The statement of 20 June 1983 continues as
follows-

Ministers, their spouses and famil-
ies should avoid circumstances in
cases where the offer of a gift could be
interpreted as having been made with
the objective of securing, or in return
for, favour or preferment.

"In no circumstances," the Premier said,
"will Ministers be able to accept money or
gifts in kind by way of free accommo-
dation or free air travel.

"Where accommodation or travel is
offered on a guest-of-government basis, the
prior endorsement of Cabinet will be
required."

In relation to the general acceptance of
gifts by Ministers, the Premier said the
policy endorsed by Cabinet provides that
Ministers may-

accept gifts from representatives of
governments, either overseas or in
Australia.

accept gifts in Australia from pri-
vate organisations or individuals in
those overseas countries where it is
customary to do so.

accept gifts in Australia from pri-
vate organisations or individuals only
if the gift is in the nature of a sou-
venir, a memento or a symbolic item
of low material value. These would in-
clude such items as sleeve links,
brooches, plaques and books. Such
gifts may be retained by the Minister.
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Gifts not falling into the last mentioned
category would have to be declared to him
with a recommendation for their disposal.
For example, they could be offered to an
art gallery or a museum-or be perma-
nently displayed in a government office.

All these are principles which were originally
laid down, and they are principles which, in a
general sense, can be summarised by a sugges-
tion that a Government Minister has an obli-
gation not only to be strictly honest, but also to
give the appearance of honesty. No doubt there
are circumstances where the pressures of State
can be applied to a Premier, to a Minister, or to
members.

Mr Pearce: There was never a policy before
we became the Government. You were a Min-
ister for three years.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Let me tell members opposite
that there was a very simple policy which ap-
plied to our Government, and it was
summarised by one word-"honesty." It is
very simple and straightforward.

Mr Pearce: We will hear about that later.

Mr HASSELL: Members might hear about
all sons of things later; all sorts of public
statements will be made, but one must remem-
ber what this debate is about. It is about a
judgment on the Premier and the breaking of
rules that he laid down. He laid them down in a
blaze of publicity to gain the maximum politi-
cal mileage out of telling the world how good he
was. This whole statement was one of self-
righteousness and self-praise. He said, "This
new Government of Brian Burke will be
composed of good people. We are not going to
do anything like the others did before. We will
be seen to be pure; no matter what happens, we
will not act in a questionable manner."

That is a very fine thing. That is a commend-
able standard to set. But that is when this
hypocrisy began. No sooner had the standards
been laid down and no sooner had the public of
Western Australia been told of the standards'
and how important they were to the purity of
the Burke Government than they were found to
be inconvenient in practice to the members
and to the Ministers of the Burke Government.

On the admission of the Premier himself,
within a matter of weeks, these worthy prin-
ciples were abandoned. That simple act of
abandonment was undertaken, not because of
some conflicting principle-but because of in-
convenience or expediency. That is why these

principles were abandoned. Not only did that
occur, but it was kept secret. There was no
blaze of publicity and no announcement of the
abandonment of the principles. There was no
disclosure to the public and the people of West-
ern Australia that the Premier did not believe
in these rules any longer and that he was pre-
pared to consider every case on the basis of
working out what he and his Ministers could
get away with.

The statement continues, and it is important
that all of it be put into the record-

The Premier will make the final decision
as to disposal of such gifts including, in the
case of items of little public interest, the
possibility of retention by the Minister.

Mr Burke said that in some circum-
stances an exchange of gifts may be appro-
priate, such as government-to-governiment
or minister-to-minister, especially in re-
spect to overseas visitors.

"In such cases, any proposal for ex-
changing gifts on this basis would first of
all have to be cleared by me," the Premier
said.

He added that the policy which Cabinet
had approved was based on guidelines
similar to those adopted by the Victorian
Government.

These are also guidelines upon which a
Governor has been sacked. That is one of the
most significant statements in the policy issued
by the Premier on 20 June 1983. The Governor
of Victoria was forced to resign as a result of a
breach of such rules as the Premier chose to
apply to himself and his Government, but
which he in secret, clandestinely, deceitfully,
and dishonestly abandoned because of their
inconvenience and because of political ex-
pediency in pursuing a different course of ac-
tion.

Let me now read the final paragraph of the
Premier's statement of 20 June 1983-

"I believe that implementation of this
particular policy is long overdue and will
help to remove from the minds of many
people any suggestion that Ministers might
be accepting gifts in order to more favour-
ably view representations made to them by
individuals and organ isat ions," the
Premier said.

Mr Blaikie: I bet the Premier was standing
about 18 feet tall.
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Mr HASSELL: I am sure he was, but it was a
policy on the basis of convenience and expedi-
ency, which was abandoned shortly thereafter
because it suited the desires and wishes of
members of the Government to accept these
arrangements, some of which, let me hasten to
say, may have been perfectly legitimate. That
was the position.

In the last couple of weeks, in the light of a
more searching public examination, the
Premier and his Government were found out,
but it was the Premier who had to accept the
responsibility for the secret, clandestine, and
deceitful abandonment of the policy which he
laid down because it was he who approved of
its being done. This Government, more than
any other in our history, has relied upon the
media to publicise its every action and it can
find no possible explanation for having kept
secret what it was doing in terms of its own
policy.

We then find reported by way of sharp and
dramatic contrast in today's The West
Australian the statement-

The State Government will tighten up its
rules on ministerial acceptance of free
travel and other gifts.

What rules have to be tightened up? Which rule
is being tightened because the Premier laid
down same rules and then he admitted they
had been abandoned as silly and unworkable.
Then, in Cabinet, he marches to put the thing
to bed and says that the Government will
tighten up the rules. Which rules? The rules
that it abandoned and does not believe, and
calls silly and unworkable. The reality is that
the Government is tightening up on rules that
do not exist-rules it abandoned because of
their inconvenience.

This motion does not seek to have a witch-
hunt about travel that may Or may not have
been taken, because much travel has been
taken by members of Parliament on all sides
and by Ministers and Premiers at different
times. I would suggest that a considerable pro-
portion of that travel, in the circumstances in
which it was taken, was legitimate and proper
and something for which no-one must apolo-
gise.

What this motion seeks to do is to complete
the process of making a true, honest, and com-
plete public disclosure because is condemns the
Premier for his hypocritical stand in relation to
the whole issue, when he has failed to make a
full and frank disclosure of all free accommo-
dation and air travel accepted by himself, his

Ministers, the Cabinet Secretary, and staff
members since his statement was issued. He
has failed to make a full and frank disclosure as
to who supplied the travel and/or accommo-
dation, and he has failed to indicate to the
Parliament the purpose of that travel and/or
accommodation.

I wish to point out something that happened
in the past few weeks relating to this question
of travel. On 4 September I asked the Premier a
question about the activities of the Cabinet
Secretary, his brother, in question 437 as fol-
lows-

(1) On how many occasions during the
past year has the member for Perth
travelled interstate or overseas other
than in his-
(a) capacity as a private citizen;

(b) capacity as a private member
using standard private members'
travel entitlements?

(2) What, in each case, were the occasions
and where?

(3) What was the cost incurred for-

(a) travel;

(b) expenses?

The Premier, in his reply, referred to the prac-
tice adopted by the previous Government.

On 20 June 1983 the Premier was busy con-
demning the Premier of the previous Govern-
ment as he brought in this new, wonderful pol-
icy with such integrity and disclosure which
was meant to contrast with the practice of the
previous Government; but as soon as it came to
suit his convenience and his devious approach
to these matters, he was quite happy to quote
the practice of the previous Government when
replying to a question about his brother's trav-
elling arrangements. Why do members think
the question had been asked in the first place
about the Cabinet Secretary's travelling other
than in his capacity as a private citizen or pri-
vate member?

Mr Speaker, I will tell you; for one simple
reason: The Opposition had been provided
with information indicating that the member
for Perth had undertaken a number of trips at
the expense of the Government, not in his pri-
vate capacity and not in his capacity as a pri-
vate member. That is why the question was
asked. I then followed it up by asking the
Premier question 554 on 17 September, which
was as follows-
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With reference to his answer to question
437 of 1985, 1 ask him if he will answer the
specific question, which surely will not re-
quire considerable research because it is
the understanding of the Opposition that
the member for Perth has undertaken
travel on behalf of the Government other
than in his capacity as a private citizen or
in his capacity as a private member using
standard private members' travel
entitlements?

Again, the Premier's only answer was to quote
the practice of the former Government, a prac-
tice which he had previously condemned on a
number of occasions in this House and else-
where because on those occasions it had suited
his immediate purpose to do so.

When it came to making a disclosure about
the travel by the Parliamentary Secretary of the
Cabinet-his brother-it suited him to fall
back in his defence on the practice of the pre-
vious Government by saying that considerable
research would be required and that he was not
going to require that that work be undertaken,
referring to demands on staff, who he said were
otherwise fully committed.

What demands were placed on the staff of
the Government between Wednesday and
Thursday of last week, when between question
time on Wednesday and around 11.00 a-m. on
Thursday, at a Press conference called by the
Premier, he was able to produce a list of 22
occasions on which his Ministers had accepted
free travel and/or accommodation this year?
What is the dramatic difference which makes it
possible that when the Opposition asks a ques-
tion about the game Government members are
up to, the Premier cannot answer it because his
staff are "too busy" and "too fully committed";
but when the Premier is questioned in this
House, the whole Public Service, if necessary,
can be turned out in the space of less than 24
hours to produce the answer so that the
Premier can defend himself at a Press confer-
ence? Why is it that a list off 22 occasions on
which free travel or free accommodation was
taken has not been disclosed or tabled in the
House? Why is it that the Premier continued a
course of action of trying to get out of the
trouble in which he found himself because he
had been hypocritical over this whole matter
and because he did not want to make a full and
frank disclosure? Why is it that question after
question on notice about these sorts of activi-
ties has not been answered? Why is it that the
Premier is hiding from this Parliament and
from the public the answer to a legitimate ques-

tion about the activities of the Parliamentary
Secretary of the Cabinet? On how many oc-
casions has the Parliamentary Secretary of the
Cabinet been on a free trip somewhere or
other? On how many occasions has the Parlia-
mentary Secretary of the Cabinet been on a
paid ttip, where the Government and taxpayers
have had to bear the expense?

I would have thought that when the Premier
of Victoria started out on his course of using
his position and of using that flimsy excuse to
get rid of the Governor of Victoria, the Premier
and the Government of WA might have learnt
something of a lesson and might have seen that
the only way to deal with this issue was through
frankness, completeness of disclosure and satis-
faction to the public by being clear about it.

However, it remains clear that questions are
still unanswered; and while these kinds of ar-
rangements go on, with the Premier refusing to
make a full and detailed disclosure, which
ought to be made, questions will remain, issues
will remain unanswered and a suspicion will
rest in the public mind that the Premier and/or
his Ministers, and/or his Cabinet secretary,
and/or his members, and/or his staff have been
doing things which are questionable, even
though, as I have said, there are clearly oc-
casions, and perhaps a number of them, in the
life of a Government when it is perfectly
proper and ordinary for free travel to be taken.
But the questions have not been answered.

It is interesting to note that on only 7
October this year, The West Australian
reported that the Prime Minister had issued
guidelines forbidding sponsored travel for Min-
isters and their families, with some exceptions.
I quote as follows-

The guidelines say that sponsored travel
should not be accepted from any source,
whether connected directly with the minis-
ters' responsi bilities or not.

The exceptions are:

The Prime Minister may authorise
acceptance of such travel in a particu-
lar case.

A minister need not seek authoris-
ation before accepting hospitality
granted to him by a foreign govern-
ment during his stay in a particular
country. In cases where there may be
foreign-policy implications in
accepting guest-of-government status,
ministers should consult the Minister
for Foreign Affairs.
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Acceptance of incidental hospitality
during an overseas visit, such as home
accommodation offered on a personal
basis, is a matter left to the judgment
of each minister.

I have made it clear, both publicly and pri-
vately, during the course of this issue, and I do
so again now, that I do not believe the accept-
ance of free travel is wrong in all circum-
stances; clearly some circumstances arise where
it is acceptable. Further, I make it clear that in
my view a distinction has to be made between
Ministers and Government members, and be-
tween Ministers and Opposition members.
Clearly, Ministers have the highest level of re-
sponsibility and accountability, for they are in
a position to make decisions relating to the
people with whom they may be dealing and
relating to the people from whom they may
accept free travel or gifts of one kind or
another. On some occasions their special
responsibilities would preclude their accepting
an offer which might otherwise be legitimately
accepted by other than a Minister of the
Government. There is no question that the
Premier and his Ministers have a special re-
sponsibility.

It may have been unwise for the Premier to
have tried to define the whole of the situation
as he did in his Press release on 20 June 1983,
because sometimes in writing things down we
create circumstances which make the
guidelines more difficult to deal with than
would otherwise be the case. But the fact is that
the Premier did write them down and then
broke them-he broke them in secret. He did
not tell the public or anyone else. He proceeded
to enjoy the fruits of office without accepting
the responsibilities of office; namely, the re-
sponsibility of disclosure, and he above every-
one else in this House has that obligation.

Mr Blaikie: He probably wouldn't have told
anyone had it not been for the Opposition's
questions.

Mr HASSELL: That is so.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not being smart, but
when I broke the guidelines to give you an extra
ticket to which you were not entitled, I didn't
publicise it.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier did not break
the guidelines to give me an extra ticket. What
the Premier says is not the truth. These
guidelines are about the acceptance of gifts of
one sort or another.

Mr Brian Burke: I don't mean those
guidelines; I mean the guidelines governing
your entitlements. I broke those and I didn't
make a statement about it.

Mir HASSELL: Frankly I do not know what
the parallel is. I suppose it may be that on
occasions the Premier has broken some of the
strict rules relating to his Ministers and their
activities, like the fact that he provided extra
staff for himself and for the Deputy Premier in
his electorate office after the Premier came to
power. That was a breach of the then existing
guidelines-if the Premier wants to get down
into that sont of thing. I put this matter on the
record because the Premier seems to think he
can use it in some way as something relevant to
the debate, so his interjection had best be
answered here and now.

As Leader of the Opposition, I approached
the Premier, elected in February 1984, to ask
him to give me the opportunity to travel as if
those travel entitlements had not been used,
although my predecessor had in fact used them.
I asked that question of the Premier in an open
way and he agreed to my request. Let me assure
him that I was appreciative of his agreement. I
used that travel entitlement in the course of
proper and legitimate parliamentary business
and, as I am reminded by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, a precedent for this course
arose under the previous Government when, in
similar circumstances, possibly the Leader of
the Opposition preceding the Premier himself
when Leader of the Opposition, had used the
travel entitlements and the then Premier was
approached to approve travel by the Leader of
the Opposition, and that request was granted.
Is that not true?

Mr Brian Burke: I am not sure. I am not
aware of it. I do not know what occasion you
are talking about.

Mr MacKinnon: You have a very selective
memory.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not aware of the oc-
casion you are talking about, but in any case
there was no publicity about that matter at that
time, was there? That is the point I am making.
You seem to think that because something is
not announced it is clandestine; secretive, and
deceptive.

Mr HASSELL: It was, in all the circum-
stances, clandestine, deceptive, and devious.

Mr Brian Burke: I am pointing out to you
that on a number of occasions guidelines were
broken and you didn't seem to take exception
to the fact that no public statement was made.
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Mr HASSELL: There is absolutely no paral-
lel or comparison between the two. In one case
we are speaking out about a set of guidelines,
relating to the propriety of conduct, which were
laid down by the Premier himself and then
breached and, in the other cases, we are refer-
ring to the travel entitlements of a member of
Parliament. In the first case, the Leader of the
Opposition was concerned, and in the previous
case the Premier or his predecessor was the
beneficiary when the Government of the day
agreed to increase travel entitlements.

I do not know what can be made of that fact,
and what comparison can be made between
that and the situation dealing with the pro-
priety of certain conduct. The whole of this
debate hinges not on whether the Premier
simply went to Fiji on a freebie, which he un-
doubtedly did, with some members of his fam-
ily, his driver, and some members of the
driver's family, but whether, measured by the
standards laid down by the Premier himself,
that was a proper activity. Measured by those
standards as amended-as they now appear to
be-should such action have been taken, and,
if one wants to view the matter in the wider
context, does any question arise because that
action involved a major company having im-
portant dealings with the Government of West-
em Australia?

I make it clear that I have no criticism of the
company or of anyone associated with it. If a
company offers something to a member of Par-
liament in an innocent way and not by way of a
bribe-there is no suggestion of that in this
case-it is up to the Premier or the Minister
concerned to make a decision as to whether he
will accept the offer and his conduct must be
measured against what is proper. But, as the
author of a very simple letter to The West
Australian asked-and in a very real way the
question summarises the whole issue-"Does
the Premier believe that if he had not been the
Premier of Western Australia that offer would
ever have been made?" That is the test.

Mr MacKinnon: It was a very good letter.
Mr HASSELL: If the Premier was able to

say, in response to such a question, "No, the
offer would not have been made, but it was
made to me in my capacity as Premier because
I had the job to do on behalf of the State and it
has facilitated the job and it did not compro-
mise my position", then of course that is an
answer to the question, but when one is dealing
with a holiday-a personal benefit-a different
question arises because the original question is
then unanswered. This simple question re-

mains unanswered in this case: Does the
Premier think that if he had not been the
Premier of Western Australia this offer would
have been made to him?

There is every reason to leave in the air and
to wonder about an answer to that question
because, of course, when one accepts a free gift
of a personal and private nature, the question
cannot be answered; that is the difficulty and
the dilemma faced by every member of Parlia-
ment who is offered a private benefit. If it is an
offer of a benefit of a private nature, the offer
has to be considered with total discretion.

I well remember that I was once offered a
trip to London. Some people came to see me
about a particular policy of the Government of
WA at the time related to gambling. These
people were trying to suggest to me that per-
haps the policy was a little narrow and that a
particular aspect of gambling may not be
viewed so badly if somebody like myself were
prepared to go and have a look at it. Of course,
I laid down the rules very clearly and concisely
to those people and said, "I am not prepared to
go on a trip anywhere if the result is to put me
in a compromising position in relation to a
policy of the Government of which I am a
part", and the matter was taken no further.
That would be the answer which I am sure
most, if not all, members of Parliament would
give in nearly every case, and indeed I am sure
that is what would be expected of them.

Questions arise in relation to this Govern-
ment about travel undertaken by the Minister
for Racing and Gaming in the other place. How
many times during the course of the Govern-
ment's negotiations with the Genting-Berhad
company was the Minister a guest of that
company in relation to either travel or accom-
modation?

Full and frank disclosures in regard to those
kinds of questions are referred to in this mo-
tion in relation to the recipient of travel and/or
accommodation and the circumstances in each
case. A very definite responsibility would lie
with the Minister for Racing and Gaming in
dealing with the Genting-Berhad company, be-
cause that company is to be the operator of
Western Australia's first and only legal casino
with special rights and privileges accorded to it
under an Act of this Parliament which was
introduced to this Parliament by the Govern-
ment of which the Minister for Racing and
Gaming is a part; so in relation to that
company and that issue the Minister for Racing
and Gaming had a clear and particular re-
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sponsibility which would have required of him
the most meticulous attention to standards and
propriety.

We wonder why it is that when these issues
are being considered we have not seen full and
frank disclosure as to who offered travel and/or
accommodation and which members, Minis-
ters, the Cabinet Secretary, the Premier, or
other members of Parliament were the recipi-
ents of free travel and accommodation.

As is known from the public record, I visited
the Genting casino some time ago to have a
look at it. The facilities there are magnificent.
The Minister for Racing and Gaming would
have to consider well and hard whether he
could take the benefit of those magnificent fa-
cilities when he is responsible not only for
negotiating on behalf of the Government a ca-
sino deal worth hundreds of millions of dollars
in itself, but also along with the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services for enforcing
laws and standards in relation to the operation
of that casino which are delicate and important
to the future standards of Western Australia.
We do not think for one minute that the
Government or the Premier has made the kind
of disclosure and admission that ought to be
made in the face of a controversy such as that
which has confronted the Parliament and the
people of the State in the last few weeks. Until
that kind of disclosure is made and the ques-
tions that are asked of the Premier are
answered in full and in detail, and until expla-
nations are given in every case, this issue will
not be satisfied.

All we will see is a continuation of a hyp-
ocritical stance by which the Premier laid down
some rules in public, broke and abandoned the
rules in secret, and when under pressure issued
no more than a wimpish statement from Cabi-
net saying that non-existent rules were to be
tightened up.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [3.22 p.m.]: I sec-
ond the motion. The first thing I would like to
make clear is that what we are debating today is
not pant of a mud-throwing exercise. The facts
were revealed publicly before the matter was
debated in this House, and it is important now
that this motion be supported so that full de-
tails of what has taken place in the last couple
of years is known to the public.

I know what mud-throwing exercises are like
because I had plenty of mud thrown at me over
the years before I came to this House, as did
other members of the family. I vividly recall
the Deputy Premier and his colleagues engag-

ing in a couple of vicious exercises in which
they threw mud and made allegations in this
House, all of which turned out to be false.

Mr Watt: The disgraceful sticky finger exer-
cise.

Mr COURT: Yes. The beauty of their mud-
throwing exercise was that the More they threw
the lower their vote was at the subsequent elec-
tion. It really backfired.

We are not here today on a mud-throwing
exercise; we are here to find out through this
censure motion just what has taken place in the
last couple of years in connection with free
travel, and in the light of the policy which the
Government has laid down.

Unfortunately it is a part of public life to
have rumours about one: We all experience
such rumours at one stage or another which
concern us. It is an unfortunate part of this
profession. However, what is happening here is
not a rumour; these are facts about which the
Premier himself has publicly spoken in the me-
dia. We believe now is the time for the whole
matter to be explained to the public so they
know what the true position is. The Fiji hol-
idays were exposed publicly-

Mr Taylor: What do you mean "exposed"?
He announced them himself.

Mr COURT: Perhaps the Premier thought
that by bringing them out up front in the public
view he might be able to get away with it.

In an article in The Australian, Financial Re-
view last Tuesday John Mcllwraith reported as
follows:

For example, he preempted an attack by
a Perth weekend newspaper, The Western
Mail, on a free flight he made in a
company aircraft by releasing his version
of the affair to a rival paper.

Later, he spoke frankly of the parallels,
but also pointed out the differences, in
comparing his flight with that of the
Victorian Governor.

Whatever the reason (West Australians'
political apathy would play a pan) he
emerged unscathed.

The tactics of pre-empting what was going to
appear in a paper may have worked for a
couple of weeks, but the problem that has
arisen is that since the article was written by
that journalist the fact of the Government pol-
icy covering these mattters of free trips and
gifts has been brought to the public's attention
and the Premier has been exposed for his
hypocrisy. It was interesting that in question
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time on Wednesday last week the Premier in-
itially did not know of the policy. In answer to
the first couple of questions he said he was not
aware of it Or did not know the policy. He very
quickly learned about it that day as it became
obvious that the Government had been caught
out on this exercise.

I want to refer briefly to the practice of
companies providing free travel.

Mr Read: He was not aware of the detailed
statement.

Mr COURT: It is his policy.

Mr Read: The statement, not the policy.

Mr COURT: It has been the practice of
companies when they want one to see some of
their operations to offer a flight, and personally
I do not see anything wrong with that practice.
It has gone on for some years, and it enables
politicians to see what is happening within
their State and in other pans of the world. The
question of actually having holidays overseas
with one's family and friends and an employee
and his family is quite different-very differ-
ent-from the business of going on a trip as
part of one's j ob.

What we are talking about here is not so
much the rights or wrongs of when a trip is a
holiday or part of a business; we are debating a
clear policy which was laid down by the
Premier on this matter. It is not a matter of
what we did in the past. It is very important
that the Premier explain clearly what has taken
place between the time the policy was
announced and the present day.

Many deals are taking place in Western
Australia, as hopefully they always will do in a
State like Western Australia which has a
tremendous future. It is growing all the time.
Many business deals take place and many proj-
ects go ahead with the support of the Govern-
ment. Often the Government will support a
particular group for a number of reasons, and
other people will miss out. Those who miss out
are often disappointed; Governments cannot
please everone. It is important that the
Government which plays an adjudicating role
and chooses which people will carry out certain
projects should be seen to be very much above
any form of manipulation or corruption Or
whatever. In recent years a number of big proj-
ects have got under way in this State. The
Premier knows only too well there are business
concerns in this State which have been disap-
pointed, and missed out on those projects.

I think the Premier has been concerned
about the rumours relating to the special privi-
leges granted to him. He raised this matter in
one of his Maumill shows some time back
when he spoke about the rumours. This motion
is a good opportunity for the Premier to clear
the record and to say, "Okay, we did not com-
ply with the policy and these events have taken
place". If other holidays have been involved,
and if certain people have been generous to the
Premier and his Ministers in regard to hol-
idays, I think now is the right time to tell us
about the details so the air can be properly
cleared. These rumours are not good for the
State. We have been continually talking about
the Fiji holiday. However, the Premier knows
that there are other such holiidays which he
should speak about; he should clear this matter
up once and for all.

The beauty of the motion is that it gives the
Premier the opportunity to clear the air.
Unfortunately, the Premier decided last week,
when he was under pressure, to indulge in some
mud-slinging. The first person he picked on
was a former Premier, Sir Charles Court. Sir
Charles Court was in public life for nearly 30
years. He was quite capable of defending him-
self in this House when he was a member, as he
is capable of now defending himself outside the
House. In the 30 years that he was a member of
this House, many people tried to bring him
down. They made false accusations against
him. At times, it was pretty unpleasant for the
family. However, the accusations always
turned out to be false.

Mr Thompson: What about the Pratt accu-
sation?

Mr COURT: Yes, the Deputy Premier used
to be an exper't in attempting to bring him
down. We had a standing joke in the house-
hold. There were five boys in the house, all of
whom had drivers' licences. However, they
were not allowed to shift the Government car
in the driveway. Thai used to cause all sorts of
problems because it was a single driveway. if
that car was in the way, we were not allowed to
shift it. That was one of the extremes to which
Sir Charles went not to compromise his
position.

The Premier of the day has a tremendous say
in who gets what. It is important that the
Premier is seen to be above any form of corrup-
tion.

In summary, the Premier laid down a policy
for Ministers to follow. As it turned out, the
policy was ignored. Thai policy has now been
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brought to light again. The Premier has admit-
ted that he went to Fiji because the policy was
silly and unworkable.

Mr Spriggs: He might be able to tell us about
the Greek islands.

Mr COURT: I do not know what holidays
have been involved. However, it gives the
Premier the chance to explain what trips he
and his Ministers have accepted since that pol-
icy came into practice. The public can then be
assured that this episode is over.

Mr Brian Burke: Are you saying that I have
been to the Greek Islands?

Mr COURT: I did not say that; there was an
interjection. I said that the Premier now has
the opportunity to explain his position to the
House.

It is important for good government that the
rumours are stopped and that the matter is
resolved because Governments in this State
have always had a good reputation. It would be
a pity if a Government in this State ever gained
a reputation like that of the Governments of
New South Wales. The present Government
has a terrible track record. Everyone is pre-
sumed corrupt until proven otherwise.

I think the motion is a good one. I am
pleased that the Premier has given me the op-
portunity to say a few words on the subject.
Hopefully he will give a full and frank disclos-
ure of travel and accommodation supplied to
him and his Ministers since the policy was
announced in 1983.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Education) [3.36 p.m.]: The House is seeking
an explanation of some events which sur-
rounded the adoption of a set of guidelines in
June 1983 and the way those guidelines were
subsequently altered. Firstly, I address that set
of events and explain fully and frankly to the
House what occurred. It is my intention to ad-
dress other matters raised by the Leader of the
Opposition and by the member for Nedlands.

The Leader of the Opposition is showing the
normal lack of interest in the debates in this
House which he brings on. He has sought an
explanation and has then wandered off some-
where, in the hope that someone would explain
to him, by mail or otherwise, the outcome of
his motion. An example of how important this
matter is considered by the Opposition is that,
at the moment, only six members of the legal
Opposition and a single National Party mem-
ber are in the Chamber.

Mr Court: And a handful from the Govern-
ment.

Mr PEARCE: It is an Opposition motion.
The Opposition says this matter is scandalous
and requires explanation, yet no-one wants to
listen.

Point of Order
Mr THOMPSON: I am a little amazed to see

that the time allowed for this speaker is unlimi-
ted. The Standing Orders state that unlimited
time is available only to the Premier or some-
one deputised by him to speak on the matter. Is
unlimited time available to the Minister, and
not to the Premier?

The SPEAKER: I always take the attitude
that the first speaker from either side has un-
limited time to speak. Unless the House directs
me other-wise, that situation applies.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr PEARCE: In the early days of this

Government, Cabinet adopted guidelines
announced in a Press release in June 1983. The
guidelines basically followed those that had
been adopted by the Cain Victorian Labor
Government, with some amendments. We
adopted those guidelines because never in the
history of this State had any such guidelines
been adopted. It had been left open for
Premiers to make their own judgments on what
would occur. Many Ministers from previous
Liberal Governments enjoyed substantial free
travel around the world for all sorts of reasons
and events. Those trips were not challenged at
the time.

The Leader of the Opposition said that his
Government had a single policy: Honesty. The
fact is, it has no policy at all. However, I am
prepared to accept that, at least in many cases,
Ministers of previous Governments acted
honestly when they made their decisions to ac-
cept or not to accept trips which were offered
to them by various interested parties. I am sure
that members of the Opposition who have not
been in the Ministry will be aware that, on
many occasions, Ministers find themselves
travelling, not at the taxpayers' expense, for a
whole range of work-related matters.

I am Sure that even members opposite who
have not been in the Ministry will be aware
that on many occasions Ministers find them-
selves, in a whole range Of work-related mat-
ters, in situations for which the taxpayer does
not have to pay the ticket. That is a fact of life
in a place such as Western Australia. Soon after
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that policy was adapted-that is, the policy
which would have prevented members
accepting any free travel-several Ministers
came back to the Cabinet detailing circum-
stances which had arisen for them that
contradicted the policy. On each oc-
casion-and I think there were three such oc-
casions-the Ministers returned to the Cabinet
and said, "Look, according to the policy, I can't
take this trip but the fact of the matter is that
no compromise is involved and it would be
foolish for me not to take it and it would incur
a great expense for the taxpayer if I don't." On
each occasion, the Cabinet said to the Minister
involved, "No, the essential part of the
guidelines is that you must not be placed in a
position whereby you are compromised";
under those circumstances approval was given
for the guidelines to be varied in each of those
cases. The net result of that, as the Premier has
publicly said before, is that the guidelines were
modified by usage but were in truth never for-
mally rescinded.

In retrospect the Government would have
been smarter had it brought out a Press
statement late in 1983 or early in 1984 when
the revised guidelines had been built up by
practice and taken the view that we should
have restated the guildelines. in the way that
Cablinet did yesterday, which, I think, took
what had gone on in the years before.

Mr Hassell: So there are new guidelines now?
Mr PEARCE: Yes, and they were published

yesterday after discussion at the Cabinet meet-
ing.

Mr Hassell: New rules to break and treat as
silly.

Mr PEARCE: I am surprised that the Leader
of the Opposition, who absented himself from
the House while I gave the explanation, could
make a comment like that.

Mr Court: What about the Premier?
Mr PEARCE: The Premier has perfect confi-

dence in my ability to explain to the House
what has occurred in this instance. I am sure
the Premier's view is that those people who are
making allegations and who are asking for ex-
planations should stay around when the expla-
nations are given.

Mr Clarko: He could well be listening to this.
Mr PEARCE: When the Leader of the Oppo-

sition refers to new guidelines, what lie in fact
is referring to is the written formulation of the
guidelines which evolve by practice. We on this
side have never felt a need to formally state

these guidelines because the policy that we
have followed is the same as that which the
Leader of the Opposition claimed for the for-
mer Government-that is, a policy of honesty,
and even with regard to-

Mr HassellI: That is definitely new for you.

Mr PEARCE: It is not anything new for
members on this side at all. Despite their ef-
forts to make out that the Premier has been
dishonest with regard to the Fijian trip, mem-
bers opposite would have to admit-and if
they do not, they should-that the Premier was
the first person to announce that he was taking
that trip. He announced it in advance of taking
it, and on radio 6PR he explained the circum-
stances under which he was going to Fiji. There
was no covent attempt to pretend that things
were not being done, as the Premier had fully
and frankly said they would be done to a
listening audience-which, I understand, is the
largest radio audience in Western Australia.
Thousands of people heard what was to happen
and nobody said anything at the time.

It is no secret that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's office regularly monitors the Premier's
segment on radio. Every Monday some
member of the Leader of the Opposition's staff
is fully tuned in to the Premier's segment, and
he would have heard what the Premier said
about that trip. Yet they did not see any necess-
ity at that time to raise the matter, or to say to
the Premier in advance, "We think it is unwise
for you to take this trip because we take the
view that you may be seen to be
compromised." They took the view that every-
one else in this State took-that if there were to
be some compromise for pay-off or dishonesty
involved, the Premier would not be announc-
ing that trip in advance on the radio. The pol-
icy that the Government has followed in this
matter is the policy of honesty to which the
Leader of the Opposition referred.

Mr Court: Is this newspaper article correct
where it says that the Premier pre-empted criti-
cism by The Western Mail

Mr PEARCE: Of course the Premier pre-
empted that criticism. He announced his inten-
tions on radio a long time before the article
appeared in The Western Malt The fact of the
matter is that taking such a trip is such an
ordinary event in Western Australian politics,
given the freebies which have been enjoyed by
Ministers and Premiers of previous Govern-
ments, that nobody gives a second thought to
it. If it were not for the fact that the Opposition
realised-following the events in Victoria,
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which now appear to be related to many more
matters than merely accepting a seat on an
inaugural flight-that there might be some
votes in this, this matter would not have been
raised.

Mr MacKinnon: Why does the Premier re-
gret doing this, then?

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murdoch can
ask that of the Premier, but I can say that the
member will regret a few things in a moment.
When the Opposition raised this matter, many
of its members were reluctant to do so. One
realises from the Press reports-which I am
sure were not wrong-that the Leader of the
Opposition and party meetings generally made
a decision that the Opposition would not be-
come involved in this matter, working on the
quite sound political principle that if one lives
in a glass house one should not throw stones. If
it Were not for the fact that the Leader of the
Opposition had to be present in the south-west
with Katherine West, allegedly putting
Australia to rights, this matter probably would
never have been raised in the Parliament. How-
ever, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition saw
his opportunity, and moved in and sought to
throw mud where wiser heads had kept their
hands clean. The Leader of the Opposition has
gone on record in this matter of taking free
trips. I quote from The West Australian of 7
October 1985 as follows-

The Leader of the Opposition, Mr
Hassell, said that it was not wrong for an
MP or a minister to accept a free flight,
except in circumstances where it was either
a compromise or could be seen to be a
compromise.

That is the standard that the Leader of the
Opposition wishes to apply to Ministers and
indeed to the Premier. All we have to say with
regard to that is that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is quite right that these are the precise
standards that have been applied in this case
and which are applied by the guidelines which
Cabinet announced yesterday. I concede that
there are differences in the set of guidelines
announced yesterday as opposed to those
announced in June 1983, but we realised that
firstly, the guidelines were silly and unworkable
in that form, and secondly, that the key intent
of any policy must be to keep Ministers honest.
The policy which the Government has followed
does that and the policy which we explained
yesterday does that as well.

Let me explain this point to the House in the
Context of my own experience, which will dem-
onstrate how foolish and unworkable the ori-
ginal policy was. Last year, the Ashton Joint
Venture invited me to open a school which it
had built at the Argyle mine for an Aboriginal
community which had been effectively
dispossessed by the construction of the mine.
In order to get some publicity for the company,
the Ashton joint venturers had flown up a num-
ber of journalists in a King Air aeroplane to the
Argyle diamond mine, and transferred them to
helicopter to fly them onto the school
site-which was inaccessible by any means
other than helicopter-in order to cover the
opening of this building. The company asked
me to open the school and to accompany the
journalists on the flight. The flight time was
particularly inconvenient for me-it left at
4.00 a.m. or 5.00 am-and I sought to go by
Airlines of Western Australia at the taxpayers'
expense rather than by the company's plane at
the company's expense. However, it was simply
not possible to arrange a coordinated travel
plan in order to get me onto the school site
without putting the taxpayers to thousands of
dollars' expense to fly me by helicopter to that
site in Kununurra.

In the end, and somewhat reluctantly, I
accepted the company's offer of a place on its
plane. I flew up jointly with journalists from
half a dozen media outlets. In the end I was
sorry I went because I had had a migraine be-
fore I got on the plane and it was a six-hour
flight, rather than a normal three-hour flight by
commercial airlines, and I was ill by the time I
got to the Argyle diamond mine, and even
worse by the time I got to the school. I had to
lie down for several hours; I had appointments
at Kununurra and because there was only one
seat on the plane I could not take a staff mem-
ber. I was booked back on an Airlines of West-
ern Australia flight and by that evening I was so
ill I could not go on the plane. I had to wait
until the next morning and ask the company
whether I could have a seat on its free flight
back to Perth in order to return to the city in
time to open extensions to the Mosman Park
Primary School.

That is the kind of thing that would have
been forbidden under the guidelines which the
Cabinet adopted in June 1983. Yet the
guidelines are foolish and unworkable under
those circumstances. Nobody would suggest
that by taking a seat on the media plane which
the company provided for the opening of the
school, I was compromised by the company. I
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had no dealings with Argyle Diamond Mines
Pty Ltd and, in fact, I had a much more un-
comfortable trip than I would have had if I had
not taken the free trip offered to me.

Mr Thompson: What about the free gift you
received the other day?

Mr PEARCE: 1 know the member is referring
to the function I attended at the Swan View
High School. I was presented with a rosemary
plant which was valued at approximately
$3.50. Could members imagine the situation in
which I would have been placed if I had said, "!
am sorry, I cannot accept it because I am too
honest"? That sort of thing demonstrates pre-
cisely the situations we discovered as soon as
we decided to adopt the harsher standards we
applied in respect of gifts.

The standards were subsequently modified
and every Minister knew the position. The
matter was fully discussed at Cabinet level and
each Minister applied those standards to him-
self and his staff in the same way as the
Premier applied them to himself and his staff.
In retrospect, we probably would have been
wiser to publicise the fact that we had altered
the guidelines at a particular point, but we did
not think it would be necessary because we
knew we were acting honestly.

If the Leader of the Opposition is so con-
cerned about the changes to the guidelines be-
ing publicly announced, I wonder why he did
not request the Premier to announce publicly
that the guidelines relating to trips taken by the
Leader of the Opposition were altered as a re-
sult of a change in the leadership of the Liberal
Party. Had his predecessor not taken an over-
seas trip he may well not have been the leader
of that party now. The present Leader of the
Opposition required the absence of his
predecessor to allow him to organise the coup
and to take up his current position. He did not
hesitate to ask the Premier to allow him a free
trip overseas but he did not request the
Premier to announce that an alteration had
been made to the guidelines because the num-
ber of trips allowed to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition had already been granted.

Mr Rushton: There was a precedent for that.

Mr PEARCE: There may have been a
precedent for it, but it amplifies the point I am
making; that is, very often guidelines have to
be adapted in the light of practice. If we have a
firm and fixed policy, without flexibility, we
very often discover that it is unworkable in

practice. There is precedent after precedent in
policies of this State for adaptation of
guidelines under certain circumstances.

No Minister of this Government, or the
Premier, has been dishonest in regard to this
matter. Nc-one has been able to prove that
dishonesty has been involved, and that is the
Government's challenge to the Opposition. If
the Opposition wants to raise matters of this
kind it should outline the dishonesty or
compromise involved. If the Opposition wants
a clear answer it must make clear allegations.

The Opposition should point to the dis-
honesty and give some indication of the type of
travel or gifts which Government Ministers
have received and which have put them at risk.
The Opposition should point to the public per-
ception of integrity which every Premier and
Minister must enjoy and continue to enjoy
from the people of Western Australia if they
are to do their job properly.

On the question of hypocrisy, which is the
emotive word used in the motion moved by the
Leader of the Opposition, let me dwell on the
hypocrisy of the Opposition which has been
exemplified in this motion.

On one hand, the Opposition is asking the
Government to maintain these standards, but
on the other hand it is saying that it does not
intend to maintain them. The Opposition is
saying that it did not maintain those standards
when it was in Government because it did not
have any guidelines and the then Premier and
Minirsters accepted free gifts, free accommo-
dation and free overseas travel.

Should the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
speak to this motion-that is, if he has not
been pushed out altogether-I would like him
to say that he did not accept any free trips as
Minister for Tourism. I would be interested in
his reply. Perhaps he never accepted free trips
and perhaps he never accepted invitations from
various airline companies to inspect various
tourism organisations in Australia and over-
seas.

Mr Rushton: They weren't trips like holiday
trips to Fiji.

Mr PEARCE: We are talking not only about
trips to Fiji, but also about all sorts of trips.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
made assertions about this matter, yet he lives
in aglasshouse in respect of it.

I would like the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition to stand in this House and say that he
never took a free trip when he was Minister for
Tourism. I make that statement for specific
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reasons. I would also like him to say that he
never accepted offers of free accommodation
when he was Minister for Tourism. H-e can say
it now if he likes.

Mr MacKinnon: I will wait until I have the
opportunity to speak before I answer the Minis-
ter.

Mr PEARCE: We will wait to hear what the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has to say.

However, there is hypocrisy in this instance
because the Opposition is seeking to say that
when the Government announced its
guidelines in June 1983 and subsequently
discovered that those guidelines were unwork-
able, they should not have been amended; the
Government should have stuck to them.

An Opposition member: Who said that?

Mr PEARCE: That is what the Opposition is
saying, but it is not evident in past actions of
Liberal Governments, the Ministers of which
did not hesitate to take free trips or accept free
offers of accommodation under what they now
say were reasonable and uncompromising cir-
cumstances. However, the Opposition is saying
it will not hesitate to refuse these things in
future. That is to say, if there is a Liberal
Government some time in the future, the
present Leader of the Opposition will not
knock back free trips except in circumstances
where the offer is either compromising or seen
to be compromising.

It is hypocrisy to pretend, as the Opposition
is seeking to do, that it has one standard now
when, in fact, past application has shown a
different standard. The Opposition's
statements lead us to believe that there will be
no change to its standards in the future.

It is hypocrisy for the Opposition to hold up
to the Government one set of standards when it
has no intention of applying those standards to
itself. It is hypocrisy to use the word
"hypocrisy" in a motion when there is so much
hypocrisy at the base of one's own thoughts.

I listened with some interest to question time
last Wednesday and Thursday.

Mr Blaikie: I bet you did.

Mr PEARCE: I did.

Mr Blaikie: I will tell you one thing: You had
a certain rosy glow because your leader was in
trouble and you thought you had a chance of
taking his position.

Mr PEARCE: That is one horse that will not
run anywhere.

Mr Blaikie: That is why you have taken up
the cudgels now.

Mr PEARCE: The Premier has the complete
and absolute support of every member of the
Government.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I tell members of the Oppo-

sition bluntly that I have no aspirations to the
leadership of the Labor Party because the
Premier is a better man than 1. He is a better
man than any member on the Government
frontbench. The Premier is not only absolutely
the best member on the fronthench by a long
way, but he is also the best Premier this State
has had for a good many years. We would have
to go back to last century to see a better
Premier than we have. The Opposition is fool-
ing itself if it believes that any Cabinet Minis-
ter hopes that the Premier will get himself into
trouble. That is absolute nonsense. We work
with the Premier every day. We know that he is
honest and that he is a worthy person. It is a
rare thing in politics these days to have some-
one who has integrity and who is as unim-
peachable as is the Premier.

The reason I watched question time with
interest on Wednesday and Thursday last week
was this: For 2'/h years the Opposition has sat
around in this Parliament; an election is now
breathing down its neck and it has never had
an issue. It has never been able to do anything
to damage the Government's standing. It has
never been able to stand up anyone who could
match not only the Premier, but also any mem-
ber of the Government's front bench.

Mr Brian Burke: When was the last time they
developed a policy? The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition went along to the teachers' meeting
and said, "We have not developed a policy on
education."

Mr PEARCE: That is right. H-e was invited
to that meeting to talk about the policy and he
said, "We have not got one." I ask whether that
is not precisely what is being said here today.
The Opposition has said that it does not have a
policy on guidelines for ministerial travel, but
that it is opposed to the Government's policy.
It has said that the Government should have a
standard of behaviour which Opposition mem-
bers do not particularly think should be
adopted for themselves.

The question is whether the people of West-
ern Australia believe that the Premier or any
other Minister has acted dishonestly in this
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whole business. The fact is that people believe
that the Premier is an honest man. They know
that he is a worthy man and that he is open and
honest with them in a way that has not been
usual for Premiers or, indeed, Ministers in this
country. That has certainly been the case in the
time I have been alive. I have watched the
father of the member for Nedlands and other
Liberal Premiers come into this House and
mislead it and try to hide things from people.

Mr Spriggs: A whippersnapper like you
shouldn't even mention his name. You are
blaspheming when you do.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Spriggs interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Burkett: One hundred thousand new jobs
every year.

Mr Spriggs: We didn't have to build casinos
and rubbish like that.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-
ber for Darling Range will come to order. If I
have to call "Order!" three times next time, I
will take some action.

Mr PEARCE: In the end, judgment on this
matter and, indeed, on this motion comes
down to two questions: First, are the guidelines
which the Cabinet has evolved through usage
and enunciated yesterday adequate to protect
Ministers from being caught in compromising
positions or being perceived to be in
compromising positions by members of the
public? To that question, the Government
answers unequivocally, "Yes." It answers that
those guidelines-historic because they have
not been adopted previously by Governments
in this State-are adequate and appropriate for
that purpose.

Secondly, has the Premier or any Minister
acted dishonestly in the circumstances over any
trip, gift or accommodation that has been
offered or accepted over the life of the Govern-
ment? We are prepared to face the people's
judgment on that because we have no difficulty
iii believing that the honesty which we have
shown and the honesty with which we have
acted is understood by the people of Western
Australia to be just that. This afternoon the
House is being asked to make that judgment. I
tell members of the Opposition that by firmly
voting "No" to the Opposition's motion here
today and by bringing the matter on for dis-
cussion this afternoon, members of the

Government will show for all time their absol-
ute commitment to the Premier and their belief
in the integrity and honesty of our leader.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarkoi
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance

Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkcett
Mr Can
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mr Williams
Mr Grayden
Mr Rushton
Mr McNee

a division taken with the

Ayes 20
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
MT Old

MStpens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Crane

Noes 26
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.1J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon H-ill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Tom Jones
Mrs Beggs
Mr Grill
Mr Mclver

ffdlk)

(rdlle)

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

ACTS AMENDMENT (MEAT INDUSTRY)
BILL

Introduction and First Reading

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

Second Reading
MR EVANS (Warren-Minister

Agriculture) [4. 10 p.m.]: I move-
for

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On l7 June 1985, Cabinet approved the amal-
gamation of the Western Australian Lamb
Marketing Board and the marketing division of
the Western Australian Meat Commission. The
Bill provides for the formation of the Western
Australian Meat Marketing Corporation, which
will combine the functions of the two existing
statutory meat marketing organisations.
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The Bill represents a major Government in-
itiative with respect to the meat industry, and
further progresses the recommendations of the
1984 report into Government involvement in
the meat industry.

The Bill provides for amendments to the
Marketing of Lamb Act 197 1, the Abattoirs Act
1909, and the Parliamentary Commissioner
Act 1971.

The broad provisions of the Bill are-
to establish the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Corporation;
to create an eight-member board of man-
agement;
to define the functions of the corporation;
to provide for transitional provisions for
the Lamb Marketing Board and the mar-
keting division of the Meat Commission;
to repeal the marketing of hogget and mut-
ton provisions in the Marketing of Lamb
Act;
to amend the meat marketing provisions of
the Abattoirs Act and to amend the com-
position of the Board of Management of
the Meat Commission;
to provide for the corporation to be subject
to the jurisdiction of the Ombudsman.

In providing some background, I point out that
in November 1984 the report of the Committee
of Inquiry into Government Involvement in
the Meat Industry-the Treloar report-was
presented. The report recommended that the
operations of the Lamb Marketing Board and
the marketing division of the Meat Com-
mission could be performed more effectively
and efficiently by one body. The inquiry did
not consider the structure Or operation of a new
body.

Recommendations for the amalgamation
were developed by the meat industry working
group which was established to progress the
implementation of the inquiry's report. Both
the Primary Industry Association and the Pas-
toralists and Graziers Association have been
consulted in the development of the marketing
changes.

Cabinet also approved, in June 1985, the for-
mation of an interim Meat Marketing Advisory
Committee to facilitate the transition from the
current to the new marketing arrangements.
The advisory committee has a membership
similar to the corporation and includes the
General Managers of the Lamb Marketing
Board and the Meat Commission. The advisory
committee's functions are to recommend an
appropriate legislative basis for the corpor-

ation, and to recommend a staff structure and
financial basis. The Bill is based on the advis-
ory committee's recommendations.

The Board of Management of the Meat Mar-
keting Corporation-eight members-will be
appointed by the Minister and comprise-

three persons representing the producers of
livestock, two of whom will be lamb pro-
ducers; the third will represent producers
of livestock other than lamb;
one person having commercial expertise
but not currently involved in the meat in-
dustry;
one person having marketing expertise but
not currently involved in the meat indus-
try;
one person representing consumers and
having expertise in economics;
one person representing the Govern-
ment-non-voting; this Person will also
represent the Government on the Meat
Commission;
the manager ex officio-non-voting.

The corporation will have six voting members,
three of whom represent producers and three of
whom represent non-producers. The chairman
will be appointed by the Minister from within
the corporation, and will have a casting vote.
The terms of appointment will be for a maxi-
mum period of three years.

The composition of the corporation is based
on the following considerations-

Marketing and commercial expertise is
required. This is now accepted practice
with marketing bodies and is necessary in
view of the increased complexity of mar-
keting arrangements and financial
transactions. Producer representatives do
not necessarily have such skills.

The Treloar inquiry recommended that
a person with expertise in economics
should represent consumers. As a large
percentage of the corporation's sales will
be made on the domestic market, a rep-
resentative of consumers is appropriate
and is in line with current Practice on
many marketing boards.

Producer interests can be protected by
the structure of the corporation.

A Government representative is essen-
tial for the coordination of Government
interests in the meat industry.

The Bill provides for the two current represen-
tatives of lamb producers on the Lamb Market-
ing Board to be appointed to the corporation
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until 30 June 1987 in one case, and to 30 June
1988 in the other. Subsequently, the represen-
tatives of lamb producers will be elected by
prescribed lamb producers, as is current prac-
tice with the Lamb Marketing Board.

The Meat Marketing Corporation will con-
tinue the current marketing functions of the
Lamb Marketing Board and the meat market-
ins functions of the Meat Commission. Thus
the corporation will acquire all lambs delivered
for slaughter in Western Australia, issue pri.ce
schedules, and administer returns to Producers.
The corporation will trade as another competi-
tor in the market for livestock other than
lamb-that is, the present role of the marketing
division of the Meat Commission.

The corporation will have the power to trade
in meat, livestock, meat products, and hides
and skins, on the domestic and export markets.
The amalgamation of these meat marketing
functions will result in greater efficiency in
marketing transactions and in cost savings in
overall operations. There will be no cross-subsi-
disation between the accounts for lamb and for
other meat and livestock, and an accounti ng
system will be developed which clearly ensures
this.

The corporation will be required to keep
financial transactions and records relating to
lamb separate from other products. Assets of
the Lamb Marketing Board will be transferred
to the corporation and designated to the lamb
account. Where these assets are used for the
marketing of other products, an appropriate
charge will be made against such accounts and
credited to the lamb account. Where the cor-
poration incurs expenditure which relates both
to lamb and to other products, the corporation
will be required to apportion such expenditure
between lamb and other Products in an appro-
priate manner.

The corporation will be required to conduct
its operations in such a manner that over time
its revenue is at least equal to its expenditure.
The corporation may maintain proper reserves
in the lamb account; it may also make pro rate
payments to producers from surplus funds
from lamb trading built up in any particular
year. In the case of surpluses resulting from
trading in other meat and livestock, the corpor-
ation may use such funds for relevant activities
relating to these products.

With respect to lambs which have been
delivered to the corporation, an additional pro-
vision has been included. At present, the Lamb
Marketing Hoard may hold lambs and sell them

in the live form if it is unable to slaughter those
lambs, or where the lambs are in a poor con-
dition. The additional power will also enable
the corporation to sell certain other lambs in
the live form on the domestic market, if the
corporation considers that such lambs would
return a higher price if sold in the live form. It
is not expected that this additional power will
apply to a high percentage of lambs delivered.
However, the provision gives the corporation
additional marketing flexibility, and is in the
interest of producers.

Part IV of the Marketing of Lamb Act relat-
ing to the marketing of hogget and mutton is
repealed in the Bill, as these powers are in-
cluded in the general trading powers of the cor-
poration for meat and livestock other than
lamb.

The staff of the Meat Marketing Corporation
will be drawn wherever possible from the
existing staff of the Lamb Marketing Board and
the marketing division of the Meat Com-
mission. The corporation may appoint such
staff as it considers necessary for it to conduct
its operations, without obtaining specific min-
isterial approval. However, the corporation will
be responsible to the Minister for the overall
conduct of its operations, as is the Lamb Mar-
keting Board at present.

The Bill provides for a review of the oper-
ation and effectiveness of the Act after five
years from commencement, and for the Minis-
ter to present a report to the Parliament.

The Bill provides for the Western Australian
Meat Commission-established under the
Abattoirs Act-to be reconstituted to reflect its
reduced marketing functions.

The Meat Commission will continue to be
responsible for the management and operation
of the Robb Jetty Abattoir and Government
saleyards. The commission will also continue
to sell non-edible by-products to the extent that
this is pant of the normal operations of an abat-
toir and does not require special sales staff.
More complex sales arrangements will be
handled by the corporation.

The meat commission may, in special cir-
cumnstances and with the written approval of
the Minister, engage in trade in meat and live-
stock. This provision is to allow the com-
mission to purchase livestock in a situation
when throughput at the abattoir is abnormally
low.
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The board of management of
restructured meat commission will
appointed by the Minister, and comprise-

the
be

One person representing the interests of
liyestock producers;
one person having commercial expertise
but not currently involved in the meat in-
dustry;
one Person having expertise in industrial
relations;
one person representing the Government;
this person will also represent the
Government on the Western Australian
Meat Marketing Corporation.
the manager, ex-officic non-voting.

The chairman will be appointed by the Minis-
ter from within the board and will have a cast-
ing vote.

The proposed board is similar to that
recommended by the Treloar inquiry in that it
is reduced in size and has one producer rep-
resentative. It differs in that a Government
representative has been included and the mar-
keting representative excluded. The omission
of the latter recognises that the meat com-
mission will not have a major marketing func-
tion.

As with the corporation, the Bill provides for
a review of the operation and effectiveness of
the Act after five years, and for the Minister to
present a report to the Parliament.

The Bill provides for an amendment to the
Parliamentary Commissioner Act 197 1, to pro-
vide for the Meat Marketing Corporation to be
subject to the jurisdiction of the Ombudsman.
This is consistent with Government policy in
this respect. The Meat Commission is at
present subject to the Ombudsman's juris-
diction.

Part V of the Hill provides for certain tran-
sitional arrangements with the transfer of mar-
keting functions to the Meat Marketing Cor-
poration on a date to be fixed by proclamation.
These include-

transfer of marketing activities in pro-
cess at that time from the commission to
the corporation;

the Minister may make further tran-
sitional provisions relating to property,
rights, obligations, and liabilities relating
exclusively to the meat marketing oper-
ations of the commission;

expiry of the terms of office of certain
members of the Lamb Marketing Board,
and of members of the Meat Commission.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Old.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for

Community Services) [4.25 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill seeks to bring our adoption law into
the 1980s. It is the culmination of years of
work by members of this House and that deter-
mined group of people who make up the West-
ern Australian Committee on Adoption and
Alternative Families.

The history of this Bill began in 1983 when I
introduced an amendment to the Adoption of
Children Act. A Select Committee of this
House was set up to inquire into that Bill. The
members of the Select Committee were Mr
Barnett, (Chairman), Mr Hassell, Mrs Beggs,
Mr Bradshaw, and Mr D. L. Smith.
Subsequently Mr Hassell withdrew and was
replaced by Mr Spriggs.

The Select Committee considered that the
primary objective of adoption is to find famil-
ies for children, and not children for families.
On this basis it made 38 recommendations for
changes to the original Bill. It also
recommended that a number of other matters
be considered.

I would like to pay tribute to the members of
the select committee for their sensitive con-
sideration of an intricate subject.

Since the presentation of the Select Com-
mittee report on I I October 1984, there has
been public discussion of the issues. In particu-
lar the WA Committee on Adoption and
Alternative Families has organised a series of
public meetings. This Bill is to implement the
recommendations of the Select Committee and
to respond to community ideas and suggestions
on the report.

Although not a recommendation, the Select
Committee drew attention to the right of
adoptees to information about their origins.
The report stated-

Most adoptees do not endeavour to
contact their natural parents where it
is possible for them to do so. How-
ever, it should be possible for those
who are being denied a fundamental
right, many of whom may suffer an
identity crisis, to have access to their
original birth certificates.
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Much of the public discussion has centred
around this comment and the wish of adult
adoptees and natural parents to have the op-
portunity to contact each other. The Bill will
therefore permit original birth certificates to be
made available, after counselling, to adults who
have been adopted. Safeguards have been in-
corporated to protect the privacy of members
of the adopted person's natural family who do
not wish to have contact.

The Bill will formalise the existing adoption
contact register. This was set up in the adop-
tion branch of the Department for Community
Services in 1984 in response to persistent re-
quests for information by adoptees and mem-
bers of their natural families. An adoption con-
tact register is a register where people who wish
to make contact with natural relatives can have
their names recorded. When two names on the
register match, arrangements can be made for
the parties to be put in touch with one another.
The existing adoption contact register was
based on the contact register already operating
successfully in New South Wales and South
Australia.

Two problems with the existing adoption
contact register are that it does not have access
to information held, by the courts and the
Registrar General, and its existence is not
widely known. This Bill addresses both prob-
lems.

Consultation with the Registrar General and
the Registrar of the Family Court indicates that
if their practice on release of information is to
change, the change should be by legislation to
make their position clearer. The Bill will re-
quire them to provide information for the
adoption contact register, and in the case of the
Registrar General to enable original birth cer-
tificates to be obtained by adult adoptees after
mandatory counselling.

The Bill ensures that the existence of the
adoption contact register will become widely
known because it requires the Director General
to advertise its existence.

One of the matters which may be included in
the adoption contact register is that a person
does not wish to have contact with natural rela-
tives affected by adoption. This, popularly de-
scribed as a negative register, has been specifi-
cally included in the Bill.

To ensure that natural relatives have the op-
portunity to enter their wishes in the negative
register before adult adoptees are able to apply
for access to original birth certificates, clause

25 of the Bill will not come into force until six
months after the remainder of the Bill has been
proclaimed.

Access to original birth certificates has been
available in the United Kingdom for some
years. The proposals in this Bill are adapted
from the Victorian Adoption Act 1984. 1 note
also that the New Zealand Parliament recently
passed an adult information adoption Bill.

The Bill provides in clause 3 that only an
eligible person may apply to adopt a child. Eli-
gible persons are defined as parents, step-
parents, and relatives, people who have had
children placed with them by my department
or an approved adoption agency, Or people who
have fostered a child for more than three years.
In the case of a joint application by a husband
and wife, only one of the panies will need to be
an eligible person.

As recommended by the Select Committee,
the Bill enables organisations to be approved
by the Minister as adoption agencies. To pro-
tect the interests of organisations applying for
approval there is available a right of appeal to
the District Court if approval is refused.

Clause 7 will alter the sections of the Act
which set out the matters about which a judge
has to be satisfied before making an adoption
order. At present the Act requires my depart-
ment to provide a report to the court and the
Director General to provide an opinion on
whether the applicants are proper people to be
adopting parents. A favourable opinion is bind-
ing on the Family Court. If the Director Gen-
eral's opinion is unfavourable, the applicants
may contest it.

The Bill removes the requirement for the Di-
rector General to provide an opinion. Instead a
report will be provided by an officer of the
department or of the approved adoption
agency responsible for the adoption. This will
enable the judge to make the decision without
being bound by the opinion of the Director
General.

Under the Provisions of clause 8, before a
foster child is adopted the Family Court will
have to be satisfied by the report of a social
worker that he or she has tried to re-establish
the child with one or both of the natural
parents.

To protect the interests of the child, clause
10 provides that the judge will be able to order
separate representation for the child and per-
mit any person who has an interest in the wel-
fare of the child to become a party to the pro-
ceedings.
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Clause 21 provides that a person who is
refused permission to arrange an adoption or
transfer custody of a child for the purposes of
adoption will be able to appeal against the de-
cision to a Family Court judge.

The Bill provides, in clause 25, that an adult
adopted person will be able to obtain a copy of
his or her original birth certificate. The pro-
cedure will be that the adopted person will be
able to apply to my department in the first
instance, and will be informed of the require-
ment for counselling by an approved
counsellor.

The names of approved counsellors who
have appropriate experience and qualifications
will be published in the Government Gazette.
They may be officers of the department or an
adoption agency or in private practice. Ar-
rangements may be made for counsellors in
other States and overseas to be approved. This
will mean that people adopted here but now
living elsewhere will not have to come to West-
ern Australia to obtain their birth certificates.

The Director General is required to inform
the counsellor chosen by the adopted person of
anything which may be distressing to the
adopted person and of any entry in the adop-
tion contact register to the effect that a natural
parent does not wish to have contact. The
counsellor is then required to pass this infor-
mation on to the adopted person as part of the
counselling Process.

An example of distressing information which
should be made available might be that the
natural mother is dead.

This clause will come into force six months
after the remainder of the Bill to enable natural
relatives to register their wish not to have con-
tact.

A training programme will be arranged for
people who wish to become gazetted counsel-
lors. Guidelines on what should be considered
during counselling will be prepared.

Matters to be covered in counselling would
include-

(1) identification of the person seeking
the birth certificate;

(2) informing the person what infor-
mation they are entitled to;

(3) details of the services available includ-
ing arrangements for initiating con-
tact through a third party if the other
party has not registered an objection
to contact;

(4) advice on possible responses by the
other party if contact is initiated;

(5) information about any entry on the
adoption contact register either
seeking or objecting to contact;

(6) referral to any appropriate self-help or
support groups; and

(7) exploring the adopted persons,
expectations and trying to match their
expectations with reality.

When the Director General is informed that
appropriate mandatory counselling has oc-
curred, he will arrange with the Registrar Gen-
eral for the birth certificate to be issued to the
adopted person.

Clause 26 requires the Director General to
establish and maintain an adoption contact
register. The register is already operating by
administrative arrangement, but the Bill seeks
to give it formal status and to give the Director
General access to the records of the courts and
the Registrar General. The Director General
will be obliged to advertise the existence of the
adoption contact register. A person who does
not wish to have contact will be able to have
this fact recorded in the register.

Adopted children under 18 will not be able
to'enter their names in the adoption contact
register without the consent of their adoptive
parents.

The Select Committee recommended that
penalties be increased consistent with those in
Victoria. A standard penalty of a $2 500 fine or
imprisonment for six months has therefore
been introduced. The penalty for a breach of
the regulations and for one lesser offence will
be $1 000. These provisions appear in clauses
6, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 27.

In the past it has generally not been possible
to prosecute under the Act because the Justices
Act requires prosecution to take place within
six months. Many of these offences do not
come to light for several years. To enable the
legislation to be enforced effectively, clause 23
provides that prosecution may take place
within six months after the offence comes to
the notice of the Attorney General.

The Bill provides for the making of regu-
lations and includes transitional provisions.

While the Bill seeks to make significant im-
provements to adoption law in Western
Australia, I am conscious that a further review
of the Act was recommended by the Select
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Committee. It is my intention that this should
occur once the changes proposed in this Bill
have been implemented.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Spriggs.

MEDICAL AMENDMENT BILL
In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett)
in the Chair; Mr Hodge (Minister for Health)
in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section 3 amended-
Mr THOMPSON: Since giving notice of my

intention to move this and another series of
amendments, discussions have been held be-
tween me and the Secretary of the Australian
Medical Association, the Minister for Health,'
and two senior officers of the Australian Medi-
cal Association.

As a result of those discussions I will not now
move a number of the amendments that stand
in my name. However, the Minister has given
notice of three or four amendments which are
similar to some of the amendments that I had
intended to move. I want to make it quite clear
to you, as Chairman, that I was not attempting
to make your life more difficult by giving no-
tice of amendments and then not subsequently
moving them, but I believe that a common-
sense arrangement has been agreed to. Mr
Chairman, I am sure you will be happy about
that arrangement.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 4 amended-
Mr HODGE: I move an amendment-

Page 4, lines 16 to 19-To delete para-
graph (a) and substitute the following para-
graph-

(a) the Permanent Head, if the Per-
manent Head is a medical prac-
titioner, or, if the Permanent
Head is not a medical prac-
titioner, an officer of the Public
Service of the State who is a
medical practitioner and is
nominated by the Permanent
Head;

I move this amendment as a result of represen-
tations made to me by the Australian Medical
Association. As the member for Kalamunda
mentioned, discussions have been held be-
tween officers of the Health Department and of

the AMA. Following those discussions it has
been agreed that it is an appropriate amend-
ment.

Mr THOMPSON: The Opposition supports
this amendment. Indeed, Mr Chairman, if you
look at the series of amendments the
Opposition proposed, they dealt with this point
specifically. The Chamber will recall that dur-
ing the second reading debate I pointed out
that it could be possible for the Medical Board,
in certain circumstances, to be composed of a
substantial number of people who were not
medical practitioners. It has been the practice
over the years that Dr McNulty be the Chair-
man of the Medical Board.

Mr Hodge: He has not been the chairman.
He is a co mmittee member.

Mr THOMPSON: I beg the Minister's par-
don. Dr McNulty was a member of the board,
and if that situation were to continue there
would be no cause for concern. However, the
way the Bill was drafted, it would have been
possible for a person other than a medical prac-
titioner to be appointed by the permanent head
to sit on that board. I pointed out in my speech
that I regarded that to be inappropriate, bear-
ing in mind that this board meets to consider
complaints made against medical practitioners.
It seems fundamental that any complaint so
made should be dealt with by people who are
medically trained. This amendment will ensure
that the person who represents the department
on the Medical Board is a medical practitioner.

The Opposition fully supports the amend-
ment.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr HODGE: I move an amendment-

Page 5, lines 4 to 10-To delete para-
graphs (b) and (c) and substitute the fol-
lowing paragraph-

(b) by repealing subsection (2) and
substituting the following
subsection-
(2) At any meeting of the Board

a quorum shall be constituted
by 4 members of whom not
less than 2 shall be medical
practitioners and the Board
may act notwithstanding any
vacancies.

I move this amendment for a similar reason to
that previously mentioned. Concern was
expressed by the Australian Medical Associ-
ation to me and to my officers that possibly a
quorum of the board could be formed without
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a medical practitioner being present. I concede
that that is theoretically possible, although
highly unlikely, and to accommodate the
anxiety of the AMA I agreed to make it manda-
tory that at least two members of any quorum
had to be medical practitioners. The amend-
ment seems to completely address the concern
expressed by the AMA and the member for
Kalamunda.

Mr THOMPSON: The Opposition supports
this amendment which will ensure that no
meeting of the board can take place without at
least two medical practitioners being present.
The clause that is to be amended has an impact
on that pant of the Act dealing with the compo-
sition of the board and the quorum that shall
be present when any mailer comes before the
board. This Bill wilt mean that two non-medi-
cal people can be members of the board.

Mr Hodge: Three.

Mr THOMPSON: I beg the Minister's par-
don. There will be one solicitor and two con-
sumer representatives on the board. It would
have been possible for there to have been a
fourth member had the earlier amendment ac-
cepted by the Committee not been accepted.
There is a fairly high percentage, under the
original provisions, of non-medical prac-
titioners on the board, and it was feared that a
meeting of the board could be properly
constituted, but not have a significant represen-
tation from the medical profession. This
amendment will ensure that at least two of the
four members who constitute a quorum will be
medical practitioners.

The Opposition therefore thinks the amend-
ment is realistic and we certainly support it.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses Sto8 put and passed.

Clause 9: Section 11I amended-

Mr HODGE: I move an amendment-

Page 131 lines 28 and 29-To delete "a
medical practitioner" and substitute the
following-

the medical practitioner in ques-
tion.

It was pointed out by the Australian Medical
Association that it was possible to misconstrue
or to rcad another meaning into this clause.
The AMA suggested a small amendment which
I have referred to Parliamentary Counsel. It

was agreed that this amendment would clarify
the clause, and will relieve the concern
expressed by the AMA.

The amendment will ensure that the only
person who has civil liability in the circum-
stance defined in the clause will be the medical
practitioner who is concerned in the matter.
The previous wording was vague and left the
matter open to a number of different interpret-
ations. This will leave no room for doubt.

Mr THOMPSON: The original Bill set out to
enable a body corporate to be registered as a
medical practitioner, and it laid down certain
qualifications in that respect. The purpose of
this clause is to give recognition to the practice
that has evolved in the community whereby
groups of doctors have formed themnselves. into
a single practice in order to provide a better
standard of service to their patients and to en-
able individuals in the group to enjoy more
freedom and leisure time than would otherwise
be the case.

The clause as it is presently worded contains
no definition of who would be responsible in
the case of a civil liability action. The amend-
ment moved by the Minister puts beyond any
doubt that the medical practitioner who is
recognised as the body corporate has to carry
that responsibility, rather than some other
medical practitioner who may be associated
with that practice.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 21 put and passed.
Clause 22: Sections 21CA to 21CD inserted-
Mr HODGE: I move an amendment-

Page 24, line 22-To insert a new
subsection as follows-

(8) A person who is aggrieved by a
decision of the Board not to issue a
certificate of approval or to impose
any condition, restriction or prohib-
ition in any approval given by the
Board under this section may within
30 days of that decision appeal to the
District Court in accordance with the
rules of court.

I move this amendment at the request of the
AMA, which was concerned that there was no
provision for appeal by a medical call service
practitioner against a refusal by the board to
approve of that service. I agreed that there
should be a right of appeal to a district court
similar to the right of appeal being granted in
new section 2lCD(3) against suspension or
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cancellation of approval. There is already right
of appeal against suspension or cancellation,
but there was no right of appeal against actual
disapproval of a service. That seemed to me to
be a denial of natural justice and I was quite
pleased to accept the suggestion and conse-
quently had that amendment drafted.

Mr THOMPSON: The Opposition supports
the amendment. Clearly the legislation should
provide far a Person who is aggrieved by de-
cisions of the board to have some right of ap-
peal. One must have regard for the impact of
the decisions of the board on a medical prac-
titioner whose livelihood and life can depend
on, and be influenced by, the decisions of such
a board. It is only just and proper that a person
whose life could be affected should have the
right of appeal. The Opposition fully supports
the inclusion of this new subsection.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 23 and 24 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, with amendments, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for
Health) [4.58 p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [4.59 p.m.]:
The draft proposals that resulted in this Bill's
coming to the Parliament were supplied to the
AMA in February of 1984. The AMA did not
hear any more about the Bill until I provided it
with a copy and the Minister's second reading
speech. It is clear that some quite significant
changes have been made in the time that has
elapsed since the AMA irst designed the draft
proposal and the Bill arrived in the Parliament.
The Minister indicated during the second read-
ing debate that he thought there had been a full
and adequate discussion with the AMA.

I believe the events that have followed show
clearly that the lines of communication be-
tween the Minister and the AMA are not as
clear as the Minister made out. The Minister
has a responsibility to get a lot closer to an
organisation like the AMA, particularly when
dealing with legislation which is vital to the
welfare of doctors, as well as to others.

We have heard a lot about consensus, but it
seems that some Ministers of the Crown be-
lieve that meaningful negotiations have taken
place when they go to a n organ isat ion o r associ-
ation and say, "This is what we are going to
do." When the Bill comes before Parliament,
the Minister then advises the House that he has
had full and meaningful discussions with the
AMA or with whatever organisation is con-
cerned. The reality is, of course, that that
simply has not been the case in this instance.

In my view the Minister has not had as close
a relationship with the AMA on this measure as
I think he should have had. I am sure that if
that had been the case it would not have been
necessary for the amendments to have been
made to the Bill.

I am not critical of the Minister's accepting
the amendments. It is a healthy sign that a
Minister of the Crown is prepared to amend a
Bill that he brings before this House. The Min-
ister has been very cooperative. However, my
criticism is that I am convinced that there has
not been the necessary rapport between the
Government and the AMA on this measure.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

AUTHORITY FOR INTIELLECTUALLY
HANDICAPPED PERSONS BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 26 September.
MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [5.02 p.m.J:

This Bill has been brought to this Parliament in
direct response to an election promise made by,
the Burke Government. The Bill is designed to
set up an authority to deal specifically with
intellectually handicapped people.

It seems rather strange to me that this
measure has come forward in the way in which
it has. A number of other things need to be
addressed in respect of intellectually handi-
capped persons-we are not talking about chil-
dren only-before this authority is established.

It is clear that intellectually handicapped per-
sons need to have special provisions made for
them in the community. In the past, those pro-
visions have largely been made by the Health
Department in one form or another. The de-
partment has been aided by other authorities;
for example, the Education Department.

In his second reading speech the Minister
said that the intention of the Government is to
have one authority responsible for all aspects of
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intellectually handicapped persons. Those as-
pects relating to health and education will obvi-
ously be the prime responsibility of the respect-
ive departments. However, the coordination
and the general management of those matters
relating to intellectually handicapped persons
will become the responsibility of the proposed
authority.

I have had some personal experience with an
intellectually handicapped person and I know
the very severe strain he places on the people
involved with him. I am referring to my
nephew, the second son of my brother. He was
perfectly normal at birth, but he contracted en-
cephalitis at the age of three months as a result
of a triple antigen vaccination. The encepha-
litis caused some problems to his brain and it
has left him intellectually handicapped. He is a
perfect specimen physically, but has this de-
ficiency which was brought about by encepha-
litis.

Mr Davies: How old is he now?

Mr THOMPSON: He is almost 20 years old.
When his illness was diagnosed as encephalitis
it was predicted that he would not attain the
age of three years.

I want to pay tribute to the doctors and
people who treat and deal with intellectually
handicapped people in this State for the won-
derful job they do. I would be very surprised if
greater progress is being made anywhere else in
the world with intellectually handicapped
people than is being made in Western
Australia.

Through my nephew I have seen the great
strides that have been made in this State. I
have great sympathy not only for the intellectu-
ally handicapped people, but also for those
near and dear to them. The pressures of having
an intellectually handicapped person in one's
immediate family are immense. I can advise
members that it puts tremendous pressure on a
marriage and on the home environment and
anything that can be done to relieve the
stressful situation which is brought about by
having such a person in the home should be
done.

In the case of my immediate family I know
everything will be done for my nephew. There
are times when the situation gets beyond his
family, although there has been considerable
improvement in recent times. There needs to
be some respite from the constant pressure of
having to deal with someone who is mentally
deficient.

I wish the new authority well and I hope it
will achieve all the things that the Minister
believes are attainable. There certainly is work
for such an authority to do and every encour-
agement needs to be given to the proposed
authority to undertake this work.

The Opposition supports the Bill before the
House. I suppose it could question whether the
establishment of another QANGO is desirable.
Perhaps a Liberal Government might have
chosen a different way. I am not saying that it
would have, but perhaps it could have been
done differently.

Mr Wilson: You know this has been done in
consultation with all the voluntary organis-
ations?

Mr THOMPSON: I do know of the nego-
tiations which have taken place because my
brother is a member of a couple of organis-
ations which have been involved in discussions
with the Government about the proposed auth-
ority.

I advise the Government that there is a lot
more interest in the other Bill to which the
Minister referred when he introduced this one
because it will impact on the intellectually
handicapped and the guardianship provisions.

From what I have been told by my brother
and sister-in-law, people who take care of intel-
lectually handicapped people are very eager to
see how the Government intends dealing with
that very difficult and special provision that
will impact on the intellectually handicapped.
Naturally people who have responsibility for
intellectually handicapped persons wonder
what will happen to their offspring when they
are no longer able to care for them. There is
genuine feeling about that provision by people
in those sections of the community who have
dealings with intellectually handicapped per-
sons.

As I have already indicated, the Opposition
supports the Bill.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for
Health) [5.10 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Kalamunda and the Opposition for their sup-
port of this important Bill.

The member for Kalamunda mentioned that
this Bill would establish another QANGO and
that the Opposition, had it been the Govern-
ment, may have done this differently. I will
remind him as he has probably forgotten that
the previous Government and the previous
Minister-my predecessor, Ray Young-had
fully intended to establish a new authority for
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the intellectually handicapped. In fact, it was
the previous Government that appointed Pro-
fessor Arthur Beacham to conduct a very
thorough, exhaustive inquiry into this whole
question. Professor Beacham made a very good
report and recommended the establishment of
such an authority.

For some reason of which I am not sure, the
previous Government did not proceed to
implement Professor Beacham's recommend-
ations. It commissioned another inquiry
by Peter Cabban, who came up with a
recommendation fairly similar to that of Pro-
fessor Beacham-in fact, I think he relied quite
heavily on the Beacham report. Mr Cabban
recommended that the new authority be called
a commission and that the people sitting on the
authority be called commissioners. It really
was a fairly superficial change that he
recommended, and the previous Government
made an announcement only days before the
last State election that it intended to establish
that commission. We gave a similar undertak-
ing that, if elected to Government, we would
establish such an authority.

We established three working parties under
the overall control of Professor Eric Edwards to
coordinate the establishment of this authority,
a new psychiatric services Bill, and the guard-
ianship legislation that the member for
Kalamunda mentioned.

A very extensive review of the Mental Health
Services and services for the mentally handi-
capped and guardianship provisions was
undertaken, and this is the first Bill completed
and ready for presentation to Parliament. The
other two are nearly ready. Unfortunately I do
not think they will be ready for this session of
Parliament, but they will certainly be
introduced early in the next session.

The member for Kalamunda gave a general
outline of the provisions of the Bill and seemed
to be generally supportive of it. I thank the
Opposition for its support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

[Questions taken.]
Sitting suspended fromn 6. 00 so 7. iS p.mn.

CAMBALLIN FARMS (AIL HOLDINGS
PlY. LTD.) AGREEMENT DILL

Second Reading
MR McIVER (Avon-Minister for Lands

and Surveys) [7.16 p~m.J: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Members on botb sides of the House will, I am
sure, be conversant with the long and troubled
history of efforts to successfully establish
irrigated agricultural production at Camballin,
on Liveringa Station, fed by the waters of the
Fitzroy River.

The first of these projects was a rice growing
venture initiated in 1950 by Kimberley Durack
and Peter Farley, when the company named
Northern Developments Pty Limited first came
into existence. Since then a series of agree-
ments have been negotiated with successive
Governments and millions of dollars have been
spent on development works-most of this by
the developers, but with the State contributing
its appropriate share of risk capital and
operational costs on water services.

The agreement now scheduled to the Bill be-
fore the House stems from the failure by
American interests backing Northern Develop-
ments Pty Limited to develop, in one very large
scaleproject, the irrigable lands covered by the
1969 and 1981 agreements. Had the project
succeeded it would have made a spectacular
impact upon the economy of the region, but the
development programme ran into a series of
major problems which, in February 1982,
resulted in the limited partner in the venture,
Aetna Casualty and Surety Company-under
the conditions of its debenture charge over the
assets-appointing a receiver/manager to wind
up the joint venture, and to retrieve what he
could of Aetna's more than $US3O million
invested in the project.

The receiver/manager took over from North-
ern Developments Pty Limited-owned by the
Australian Land and Cattle Company-and
AE Four Incorporated, both of which were the
genera] partners in the venture, and placed the
properly on a care and maintenance basis while
negotiations were taken up with the Govern-
ment as to the future of the project.

The Government's inclination was to deter-
mine the agreement, but it was evident that
there was a strong moral obligation to allow
Aetna the opportunity to try to recover some of
its huge investment and, of course, there was,
and there remains, the Government's wish to
maintain confidence among international in-
vestors that investments in this State are Secure
and investors will be treated fairly.

In addition to these motives there was also to
be considered the State's own $ 15 million in-
vestment-at today's values-in water supply,
roadworks, and other facilities, an investment
which would be lost if no project eventuated.
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This aspect was not persuasive because
balanced against it was the cost of the State's
ongoing responsibility to maintain and operate
the facilities and there needed to be reasonable
certainty that an economic water supply oper-
ation could be achieved.

It was eventually resolved that the receiver/
manager should be permitted to call inter-
national tenders for the purchase of the
Liveringa pastoral lease and the rights to the
1969 and 1981 agreements. The Government
indicated that if a reasonable proposal was
received, it would be prepared to negotiate a
variation agreement or a completely new agree-
ment with the proponent. It was agreed that in
the meantime the question of whether the State
was obliged to repair the levee bank badly
damaged by the 1983 Fitzroy River flood
would be held in abeyance and a waiver of
claims against the State would be given. In-
terim arrangements for the supply of water
were made to enable the property to be
maintained in good condition.

Tenders were called, with an initial high level
of interest being shown. However, the receiver/
manager's negotiations with the highest
tenderer did not succeed and after a number of
extensions of time were given while other nego-
tiations proceeded, the Government was
eventually asked to consider a preliminary pro-
posal by Mr Gad Raveh, representing an Israeli
consortium.

Recognising that it was extremely difficult
for anyone at that time to identify a crop or
crops that could be economically established
on the scale needed to earn the rights to land
available under the 1969 and 1981 agree-
ments-this still remains the position-the
Government agreed to allow negotiations to re-
main open while further investigations were
made.

The Government made it clear to the re-
ceiver/manager that it would only consider a
realistic offer, one that suitably balanced the
rights to land and the State's obligations in
respect of water supply and levee bank repairs
and maintenance. It agreed that the agreements
would remain shelved while the consortium
made its investigations and put together its
firm offer.

Mr Raveh visited Western Australia in
February this year for inspections and talks at
which he indicated that the consortium would
put its wide experience in international, harsh
climate, agricultural projects to work and
would proceed on three levels of activity. These

would be the re-establishment of Liveringa
Station as a fully-stocked, viable, pastoral lease;
a three to five-year experimental programme
on the Camballin lands to identify crops suit-
able for further development; and a study of
the potential for joint ventures on the project
lands which might establish ready markets and
spread risk capital input.

The consortium emphasised the need for
avoiding preconceived ideas about suitable
crops and for slow and careful progress in in-
vestigations, with maximum input from local
agricultural experts. It viewed the project as a
long-term venture so far as profitability was
concerned.

The Government again agreed to allow nego-
tiations to continue and the consortium, under
the name of Australasian Investments Limited,
a company incorporated in England,
subsequently made the "Investment and Devel-
opment Submission" referred to in the agree-
ment now before the House. I mention here
that the consortium by now comprised an in-
ternational group of mainly American and
European people.

The submission recognised the record of fail-
ure of irrigation projects in the north of
Australia and set out the management philos-
ophy it proposed to adopt, much as I have
already mentioned. It discussed the prospects
for various crops and meat production, includ-
ing fish, and proposed to implement a five-year
restocking programme on Liveringa Station to
lift the herd from the present 6 000 head to
22 000 head, at the same time carrying out a
five-year experimental programme on the
Camballin lands at a cost of about $3.4 million.

After negotiations with the receiver/manager
led to a satisfactory method of financing the
reconstruction of the levee, the Government
agreed to proceed with an agreement which
gave conditional rights to land progressively
developed to irrigated agriculture, described in
the new agreement as the "leased area", and
comprising some 22 000 hectares, the same as
the area originally available to the previous
developer. I should mention here that about
5 700 hectares had been levelled for irrigation
by the previous developers.

As a result of this agreement in principle, in
May this year I gave my consent under the
provisions of the 1969 and 1981 agreements to
a contract of sale between the receiver/manager
and AlL Holdings Pty Ltd-which is a subsidi-
ary of Australasian Investments Limited
registered in Western Australia for the pur-
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poses of the project-and obtained an appro-
priate deed of covenant protecting the State's
interests.

The pastoral leases and other leased property
and the rights to the 1969 and 1981 agreements
thus passed to AlL Holdings and the company
entered into immediate possession of the
properties. It should be noted that the contract
of sale provided for reversion in the event of
AIL Holdings' negotiations with the State
breaking down.

The company is rapidly proceeding with its
development of Liveringa Station and with its
studies in respect of the lands the subject of the
agreement now before the House. The early
ratification of the agreement is obviously
highly desirable.

I will now turn to the provisions of the agree-
ment and in doing so I do not propose to draw
detailed comparisons with the provisions of the
agreements it supersedes-although there are
many similar provisions-but will deal with
the agreement mainly on its merits. I also do
not propose to comment on those clauses
which are relatively standard to all such agree-
ments, as 1 believe we are all familiar with their
terms and intent.

The recitals describe the position regarding
the 1969 and 1981 agreements to which I have
referred and they also refer to the pastoral
leases. Pastoral Lease 398/728 is a small area
currently being amalgamated with Liveringa
Station after an earlier land exchange.

The remainder of the recitals explain them-
selves, as does clause 1, with the exception that
Fitzroy Locations 30 and 39 are two areas
granted in freehold to earlier developers as a
result of development conditions having been
met.

Of the definitions under clause 2, 1 draw at-
tention to that of "associated company" which
refers to Camballin Farms Pty Ltd, a company
set up to manage and operate "Camballin
Farms", also defined. This area is illustrated on
plan "A" exhibited to the agreement, a copy of
which I will seek leave to table.

I have already referred to the "Investment
and Development Submission", and that needs
no further explanation.

The definition of "leased area" relates to the
special lease to be issued under clause 5 over
the total area of Camballin Farms as described
on the plan, less the area of freehold Locations
30 and 39 and an exchange area, Location 216
referred to further on in the definitions-

In relation to the definition of "the mort-
gagee" I mention that I have already consented
to a mortgage to Aetna under the terms of the
contract of sale with the company.

The "proposed public roads" referred to in
the definitions relates to clause 34, under
which there is an intention to surrender the
roads and make them public after the company
has been able to settle appropriate
responsibilities for maintenance of them.

In regard to clause 3 1 have already referred
to the urgent need to secure the passage of the
Bill and the date mentioned in the clause re-
flects that urgency.

Clause 4 is standard to such agreements as to
the commencement of their operation and so
clause 5 is the first of the primary operational
clauses, in that it requires the company, as soon
as practicable, to obtain a special lease of the
leased area and for this purpose it must have
the area surveyed and must surrender it from
the pastoral leases.

As the company has been in possession for
some months the lease will commence from 1
July 198 5, and it will, along with the agreement
under clause 36, expire in 25 years' time on 30
June 2010.

Survey of the leased area, the "required re-
serves", the "exchange area" and the roads
have already been commissioned and prelimi-
nary work has commenced on site.

The rental under subclause 5(4) is a little
more than that payable by the previous
developer. Although a review of that rental was
due earlier this year and a reasonably
substantial rise may have resulted, the rental
now agreed has been deliberately retained at a
conservative figure, to give the project a mod-
est level of encouragement.

Subclause 5(6) enables suitable undeveloped
areas remaining in the special lease to auto-
matically revert to the pastoral lease after 30
June 2010, or, if the special lease determines
prior to then for any reason, the Minister is
able to decide whether reversion should take
place.

Clause 6 firstly provides for the obligation of
the company to get on with "the progressive'
and continuous development of the leased'
area" under the "Investment and Developmentj
Proposal" and then provides a mechanism for,
the submission and approval of proposals for;
the development of parcels of not less than
1 000 hectares for agricultural purposes. It also
sets out some basic factors which have to be
covered in such proposals-
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Subclause 6(2)(a)(v) is a little unusual in that
it makes provision for a change in intention
where it can be shown that circumstances have
changed that warrant delay or discontinuance.
This recognises the volatile nature of changes
that may occur in markets or other factors af-
fecting the project.

Subiclauses 6(3) and 6(4) need no expla-
nation, but subclause 6(5) is new, and stems
from the wish of the company, where at the
present time it is unable to predict precisely
how its development proposals will shape, to be
not held to the framework and cost of its
experimental programme when development
proposals are being considered.

Subclause 6(6) provides for the Crown
granting of developed areas upon the
completion of approved development pro-
posals and also provides for the grant of 2 000
hectares upon the completion of the
experimental programme, provided there has
been expenditure of $3.4 million by no later
than 31 December 1990, and that suitable
drainage and irrigation works have been in-
stalled.

The price applied to these grants under
subclause 6(6)(c) is again a little more than that
previously applying, but contains a level of in-
centive to get on with the job before reviews of
rental and purchase prices fall due.

The repair of the levee under clause 7 is an
important aspect of the agreement. Under the
previous agreements the State had taken over
responsibility for maintenance of the levee in
question just before the Fitzroy River flooded
to an unprecedented level and, although on the
face of it the State appeared liable for the
substantial repairs the levee subsequently
needed, it was considered arguable at that time
as to whether the agreement had been aban-
doned. The question was never really put to the
test, as a means was found between the
company and Aetna to fund the cost of bring-
ing the levee back to its original standard and
for the company and the State to negoti ate on
the prospects of increasing its height to cope
with 1983 flood levels.

As may be seen in subclause 7(l), subject to a
time limit the company may elect when to pro-
ceed with the reconstruction and, in fact, it is
intended to call tenders and to construct the
bank in the next dry season. Tenders Will pro-
vide for three levels: Firstly, reconstruction to
original standards; secondly, to the 1983 flood
level; and thirdly, to that 1983 level plus a
reasonable freeboard.

The limit on the levee advance defined in the
loan facility referred to in subclause 7(2) is the
Australian equivalent of $US750 000 as at the
draw-down date. The latter date will be the
next quarterly date on which AIL is due to pay
an instalment of purchase money to Aetna,
after Aetna is given notice that the levee ad-
vance is needed. It is that equivalent sum
which will be the basis-unless otherwise
agreed-of the levee credit to be created under
subeclause 14(1) after the works are completed.
I will leave an explanation of the other pro-
visions relating to the levee credit and water
charges until I come to that pant of the agree-
ment.

Subclause 7(3) will allow the Water Auth-
ority of Western Australia to supervise con-
struction and clause 8 will enable verification
of costs.

Under clause 9 the Water Authority will
carry on maintenance of the Fitzroy River bar-
rage and offtake structure at the river's junc-
tion with Uralla Creek and will maintain the
Uralla Creek water course, the 17 Mile Dam
adjoining Camballin Farms and the associated
works through which irrigation water is made
available. The Water Authority may also take
over new works developed by the company and
its responsibility to maintain these works and
the levee previously referred to will be
formalised when the lands upon which they are
built are surrendered for reservation.

Clause 10 provides protection for the State
and the Water Authority against any claims
arising from flooding over or through the main
levee either before or after its reconstruction.
The company has provided an interim letter of
waiver against such claims for the period until
this ratification Bill becomes operative as an
Act.

Under the provisions of clause I I the
company will pay water charges commencing
from I July this year at $150 000 per year,
increasing to $180 000 when the levee recon-
struction has been completed. The rates recog-
nise the recoupment arrangements that come
into operation under the clause dealing with
the levee credit and reflect the State's liability
for repairing the levee, offset by the attractive
arrangement agreed for financing its recon-
struction.

There is a level of subsidy in both scales of
water charges, but at the end of five years'
water charges increase to cover full operating
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and maintenance costs. In the meantime the
finance for reconstructing the levee is available
at three per cent interest.

Clause 11(2) requires delivery of sufficient
water to irrigate 7 500 hectares and provides
for a rate of $20 per hectare for irrigation of a
greater area. The remaining subclauses deal
with routine matters and the review of rates
after 1 July 1990.

Clause 12 reflects a similar clause in the
earlier agreements and will enable the
company-after it has proved the practicability
and economic soundness of agricultural pro-
duction-to subdivide up to 50 per cent of
Camballin Farms and enter into agreements
with third parties for sublease and eventual
Crown grant.

The subdivision design and the terms of sub-
lease have to be approved, and any conditions
imposed must be carried out before the ap-
proval may become final.

Clause 13 covers the review of rents and pur-
chase prices to which I previously referred and
this brings me to the important provisions of
clause 14, under which the company is
recouped its cost of the reconstruction of the
levee, the subject of clause 7. As I stated, the
credit is limited to the amount of the levee
advance made available by Aetna unless
otherwise agreed between the Minister and the
company.

An interest rate of three per cent per annum
will apply and water charges payable under
clause ItI will reduce the credit as they fall due,
until the credit is extinguished.

I point out that there will be a further re-
duction of the credit by way of the company
having, under clause 33, to pay to the Water
Authority by 1 July 1990 the sum of 5240 465.
This sum equates with the stamp duty
exempted by the provisions of clause 32 on the
documents listed in that clause, and the net
effect is that the company will only receive an
interest-free holiday on paying those costs.

Clause 15 is a standard provision and clause
16 reflects the earlier agreements, as do clauses
17 to 21, dealing with use of the land, the
Derby-Camballin road, inspections, the use of
underground water and the establishment,
when other land titles are created and
transferred, of an irrigation board and its sub-
sequent operation.

The provisions of clause 22 also reflect the
earlier agreements, and clauses 23 and 24,
covering assignments and defaults, are rela-
tively standard.

The indemnity under clause 25 reflects the
situation where the State will effectively be
operating and maintaining the water services
and levee for the benefit of the company, but it
has been accepted as reasonable that a proviso
should exclude negligence or contractual
liabilities.

Clause 26 ensures that water shall be used
only on Camballin Farms unless otherwise ap-
proved, and clauses 2? to 31I make standard
provisions relating to variations of the agree-
ment, force majeur, extensions of periods of
time, arbitration on disputes and the giving of
required notices.

I have already commented on the remainder
of the provisions, and as the special lease
scheduled to the agreement reflects the pro-
visions of the agreement, it needs no further
explanation.

I table plan A, and commend the Bill to the
House.

(See paper No. 231.)

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Laurance.

OIL REFINERY INDUSTRY (ANGLO-
IRANIAN, OIL COMPANY LIMITED)

AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [7.43 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Bill is to ratify a variation
agreement amending the provisions of the
agreement scheduled to the Oil Refinery Irndus-
try (Anglo-Iranian Oil Company Limited) Act
No. 1 of 1952.

Before outlining the purpose and content of
the variation agreement. T1 mention that the Bill
also provides for the I n.2 Act to be retitled the
Oil Refinery (Kwir- a)Agreement Act.

The new title Co the 1952 Act is appropriate.
It is many years since the Anglo-Iranian Oil
Company Limited totally assigned its interests
and obligations under the agreement scheduled
to that Act to the company now known as BP
Refinery (Kwinana) Proprietary Limited, to
which I will refer in this address as BP
Kwinana or the company.
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Further, the new title for the 1952 Act should
more readily indicate the relationship of that
Act and the agreement which it ratified with
the oil refinery at Kwinana established pursu-
ant thereto.

The variation agreement fulfils the long-
standing need for the review and renegotiation
by the State of provisions of the agreement
scheduled to and ratified by the 1952 Act. The
1952 agreement set down the financial con-
cessions given by the State to the Anglo-Iranian
Oil Company Limited and other State-
company arrangements for the establishment
and operation of the oil refinery at Kwinana.

On gaining office in 1983 this Government
gave the highest priority to the review and
renegotiation of the agreement, as the annual
revenue losses arising from the financial con-
cessions by the State under the 1952 agreement
had spiralled, over the years, to in excess of 1.3
million in dollars of the day for 198 1-82.

Those losses were directly attributable to the
exemptions enjoyed by the company from the
application of normal wharfage rates, tonnage
rates and pilotage charges otherwise payable to
the Fremantle Port Authority on cargo and/or
ships passing through Fremantle harbour, and
to conservancy dues payable to the Department
of Marine and Harbours for ships entering the
port.

I mention here that over recent years the
company has on occasion since 1976 made
very small ex gratia contributions to the
Fremantle Port Authority. The company also
agreed to pay pilot servicing
costs-pilotage-although there was no formal
agreement to this effect. Those payments were
taken into account in calculating the revenue
loss quoted, but in any case, their inadequacy
and the uncertainty as to their continuity
emphasised the need for the company to accept
more equitable and binding financial obli-
gations to the State by way of appropriate
amendments to the 1952 agreement.

The term of the present agreement extends to
the year 2000, with the company having the
right to have it further extended to the year
2020. The State was t zrefore faced with
continued, and no doubt increasingly heavier
annual losses of revenue because of the
financial concessions granted under that agree-
ment.

By the same token, other users of the Port of
Fremantle would have continued to bear in-
creases in port charges by the Fremantle Port
Authority. Such increases were and would con-

tinue to be necessary to maintain and operate
the port under the financial burden of the port
charges exemptions enjoyed by BP Kwinana
under the 1952 agreement.

Initially the company was totally opposed to
the renegotiation of its agreement but, after
some fairly hard negotiations, it agreed finally
with the State that it had had a very good deal
and that it should agree to the changes reflected
herein.

The variation agreement now before the
House has rectified that former unsatisfactory
situation.

It provides that from 1 July 1984, the
company is liable to pay wharfage rates on its
cargoes and tonnage on ships where, respect-
ively, the cargoes or ships are associated with
the operations of the oil refinery at Kwinana.
In addition, the variation agreement formalises
the payment of pilotage and cancels the exemp-
tion from the payment of conservancy dues to
the Department of Marine and Harbours by the
company.

The payments from BP for the 1984-85
financial year will be as follows-

To the Fremantle Port Authority-

Pilotage
Tonnage
Wharfage
Sub-total

135 246
461 721
634 991

1 251 966

To the Department of Marine and Har-
bours-

Conservancy Dues 100000
Sub-total 1 351 966

Less the 1952 agreement annual dredg-
ing commitment-

Total New Commitment
90202

1 261 764

The relevant clauses in the variation agreement
will be explained in more detail and
commented upon as necessary later in this ad-
dress.

With regard to the non-financial provisions
of the 1952 agreement, it was also apparent
that some provisions had shortcomings in com-
parison with the obligations on other
companies operating in the Kwinana area
under State agreements. These shortcomings
have also been rectified by the 1985 variation
agreement, as will be itemnised in the course of
the comments to follow.

I will now deal in detail with the respective
provisions of the variation agreement before
the House.
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-The amendments to the 1952 agreement are
contained in clause 3 of the variation agree-
ment.

Subelause (1) of clause 3 sets out the new
definitions and amendments to the existing
definitions in the 1952 agreement.

Paragraph (a) of subclause (2) establishes 30
June 1984 as the ternination date of the
company's liability to make a direct fixed
annual contribution of $90 202 to the State
toward the cost of dredging the Success and
Pannelia Banks in Cockburn Sound. That obli-
gation has now been absorbed in the new charg-
ing arrangements with which the company is
required to comply.

Paragraph (b) of subclause (2) sets out the
wharfage rates payable by the company to the
Fremantle Port Authority from 1 July 1984,
with appropriate provisions for variation of
those rates commensurate with any changes in
the port authority's standard rates. It also pro-
vides for reviews of the base wharfage rate for
bulk cargoes at five-yearly intervals thereafter,
and the maintenance of a suitable index for the
establishment of the basic wharfage rate in the
future.

The term "bulk cargo" is defined in clause I
of the variation agreement.

As the remaining provisions of paragraph (b)
of subclause (2) relate to non-financial matters,
I will defer comment on them until the remain-
ing financial issues have been detailed.

Subparagraph (t) of paragraph (i) of
subclause (3) is a minor amendment conse-
quential to the wharfage charge provisions of
paragraph (b) of subclause (2).

Paragraph (h) of subelause (3) of the vari-
ation agreement has a dual role. The new
subclause (r) to be incorporated in clause 4 of
the 1952 agreement by this paragraph defines
the limitations on the raising of charges against
the ships associated with the operations of the
Kwinana oil refinery and, concurrently, ren-
ders such ships liable for the Fremantle Port
Authority and Department of Marine and Har-
bours charges listed therein.

It is this provision of the variation agreement
which, coupled with the wharfage charges on
the company's cargoes imposed by paragraph
(b) of subclause (2), will entitle the State to a
reasonable level of revenue from the company's
shipping operations associated with the
Kwinana oil refinery.

Paragraph (h) of subclause (4) defines in new
subcla use (w) the limitations on the raising of
further charges, beyond those just described,
against the company's cargoes as defined in
that new subclause, or against ships associated
with the operations of the Kwinana Oil Re-
finery.

The sum annual total of the revenue to be
derived from I July 1984, as a direct result of
these amendments to the financial provisions
of the 1952 agreement, will be at a level accept-
able to the State, as assessed by officers of the
Department of Resources Development, in
consultation with officers of the State Treasury,
the Marine and Harbours Department, and the
Fremantle Port Authority.

That assessment was made with due regard
to the substantial indirect benefits to the State
over many years from the establishment of the
oil refinery at Kwinana under the provisions of
the 1952 agreement and the level of contri-
bution to the Fremantle Port Authority
required for the provision and maintenance of
a safe haven for BP vessels.

In dealing with the non-financial provisions
of the variation agreement, I would first ex-
plain briefly that the following provisions relate
purely to the amendments which are necessary
to update certain references to legislation,
power quantities, and State or other authorities
mentioned in the 1952 agreement.

The variation agreement provisions to which
I refer are as follows-

Clause 3, subclause (3): Paragraphs (a) to
(g) inclusive; and subparagraph (ii) of para-
graph (i).

Clause 3, subclause (4). Paragraphs (a),
(c), (d), (f). and (g).

The previously mentioned paragraph (b) to
subelause (2) of clause 3 of the 1985 variation
agreement also contains new subelauses (1) and
(mn) to be incorporated in clause 3 of the 1952
agreement. The new subclause (1) requires the
company to comply with certain criteria set by
the State with regard to environmental matters,
while new subclause (in) sets down the
company's obligations with regard to super-
vision of its wharves and other ship facilities at
the refinery itself.

Paragraph (I) to subclause (3) of clause 3 of
the variation agreement provides a new
subclause (ua) to the 1952 agreement, clause 4.
Its effect is to build into the 1952 agreement
the standard State agreement clause to protect
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the company against future discriminatory
charges or actions by the State, or by a State
body or any local or other authority.

Paragraph (b) of subclause (4) of clause 3
modernises and broadens, to a small extent, the
range of companies to which BP Kwinana may
assign its interests in the ratified agreement.
This amendment is in keeping with normal
Government policy on agreement assignment
rights in those instances where the assignment
is not subject to the prior consent of the Minis-
ter,

Paragraph (e) of subcla use (4) sets down the
requirements to be satisfied by the company
should it desire to close down the operations of
the refinery for more than 12 months. Para-
graph (h) of suhelause (4) adds new subelauses
(w) and (x) to clause 5 of the 1952 agreement.

The new subclause (w) has already been
explained in relation to the financial clauses of
the variation agreement. The new subclause (x)
sets out the mechanism for dealing with a
company decision to, in any significant way,
depart from its present activities carried on at
the refinery pursuant to the ratified agreement.

Clause 4 of the variation agreement simply
terminates the variation agreement entered
into in 1956 between the State and the
company. On ratification of the 1985 variation
agreement the 1956 variation agreement will
no longer remain operative.

It will be seen that the foregoing amend-
ments and additions to the non-financial
clauses of the 1952 agreement result in their
substantial modernisation to a form more in
keeping with that of more recent State agree-
ments.

This concludes the detailed outline of the
content and effect of the variation agreement
scheduled to the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agree-
ment Amendment Bill 1985. 1 would, however,
draw the attention of the members of the
House to the very significant achievement on
behalf of the State by the Government officers
and those of the Fremantle Port Authority in
carrying through the extremely detailed and
prolonged negotiations with BP Refinery
(Kwinana) Proprietary Limited, which have
culminated in the conclusion of the variation
agreement. Mention should also be made of the
cooperation of the company's executive
officers after accepting the need expressed by
the State for a complete review of the pro-
visions of the 1952 agreement, although that
agreement was legally binding on both parties
thereto.

The company had followed also a policy of
complying with certain environmental and
other non-financial requirements, either State
or local government, although the terms of the
1952 agreement did not place any such obli-
gations on the company.

Ratification of the 1985 variation agreement
will permit the terms of the 1952 agreement
between the State and the company to be
substantially modernised. It will bring also the
company's financial obligations to the State
and the Fremantle Port Authority into line
with those of other major industries using the
Fremantle outer harbour (Kwinana) for
shipping associated with their operations.

I commend the Bill-to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

TOTALLLSATOR AGENCY BOARD
BETTING AMENDMENT BILL

Assent

Message from the Governor received and
read notifying assent to the Bill.

ACTS AMENDMENT (SEXUAL
ASSAULTS) BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council with amend-

ments.

AUTHORITY FOR INTELLECTUALLY
HANDICAPPED PERSONS BILL

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Taylor) in the Chair; Mr Hodge (Minister for
Health) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Mr LAURANCE: I indicate at the outset that

the member for Kajamunda, who is Opposition
spokesman on health, and who was here for the
second reading debate, indicated the Oppo-
sition's support for this measure. He hmas been
called away to a function and is not able to be
present for the Committee stage of the Hill. On
his behalf I indicate that we still very much
support this measure.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 49 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.
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Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adapted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Hodge (Minister for Health), and transmitted
to the Council.

ACTS AMENDMENT (AUTHORITY FOR
INTELLECTUALLY HANDICAPPED

PERSONS) BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 26 September.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [7.59 p.m.]: I

would like to speak briefly to the Bill on behalf
of the member for Kalamunda. As I explained
previously he was called away during the din-
ner suspension to attend a function and there-
fore cannot be here to take his pant in this
debate. I indicate on his behalf and on behalf of
the Opposition that we support this measure.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for
Health) (8.00 p.m.): I thank the member for
Gascoyne and the Opposition generally for
their support of this Bill. It is only a small Bill
that actually amends the Mental Health Act
and the Parliamentary Commissioner Act to
facilitate introduction of the Intellectually
Handicapped Authority. It is not a contentious
Bill; it merely facilitates the operation of the
Authority for Intellectually Handicapped Per-
sons Bill 1985.

Question Put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Coin iillee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Hodge (Minister for Health), and transmitted
to the Council.

SKELETON WEED AND RESISTANT
GRAIN INSECTS

(ERADICATION FUNDS) AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Debate resu med from 15 October.
MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [8.04 p.m.]: This

Bill is probably significant only for the fact that
this amendment-which comes before this

House every couple of years-took 12 pages of
second reading speech to explain. I congratu-
late the Minister on his Shakespearian ap-
proach to the second reading speech, and I
must say that he gave a very good run down on
the situation as it applies to the Act generally
and on the fact that it has been amended on
one or two prior occasions. However, the main
thrust of the Bill is to keep the fund alive; it
goes for a couple of years and then a Bill has to
be introduced into the House to ensure that the
grain growers of Western Australia continue to
contribute to this very important fund.

I know that the Minister has had several re-
quests in respect of this matter, but one of the
problems that used to arise regu-
larly-particularly in my electorate-when I
was the Minister for Agriculture was that small
grain growers had to pay the same amount as
large grain growers. It was only $30 when all
was said and done, so the contribution could
normally be shrugged oil. However, the feeling
generally was that a very small grain grower in
the south-western pant of this State should not
be expected to contribute as much to the skel-
eton weed fund as the big grain grower from the
northern wheatbelt. That is a fairly reasonable
altitude, but to find the solution to the problem
is another matter. I know that the Minister was
approached on this occasion to again endeav-
our to put contributions on a per tonne basis
on grain delivered but once that is done, it is
challengeable by the Commonwealth as an ex-
cise. This has always been a problem regarding
industry funds, especially in the agricultural
field. Unfortunately, there does niot seem to be
any way to step around that except to make it a
voluntary levy. If contributions become volun-
tary quite a lot of people will decide to opt out,
especially those who have been complaining.

I note that the fund contributions will rise
from $30 to $41.50, whkch probably equates
with inflation and is possibly well overdue.
There has been quite a drain on the fund, par-
ticularly since on occasions some insect eradi-
cation programmes have been allowed, and for
which a certain amount of money is taken from
the fund each year. One point mentioned to
me-and I know the Minister has been ap-
proached about it-dealt with the possibility of
forming a consultative committee. It has not
been provided for in this Bill and perhaps the
Minister has some plans. I can see no harm in
appointing a consultative committee. There are
four different regional committees which are
handling skeleton weed hunts under the aus-
pices of the skeleton weed Act committee. It
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has been suggested that one representative
from each of those four regions plus one rep-
resentative each from the Primary Industry As-
sociation and the Pastoralists and Graziers As-
sociation, should be invited to form such a
committee, and to advise the Minister on any
problems that the industry may have. It could
well be that the Minister may need an input to
discuss technical problems and some new in-
itiatives in the search programme.

This year one of the area committees tried to
use an ultra-light aircraft to test the accuracy of
spotting this weed from the air. I went out on
one of those searches and sat on the back of a
machine, and quite frankly, I found it very
hard to see the weed from two feet, let alone
from any greater distance. I do not know how
they can expect to locate skeleton weed from
the ultra-light aircraft although some of the
spotters are very skilled in identifying the
weed.

Mr Barnett: No wonder you couldn't see any-
thing-you have been blind since you entered
this place.

Mr OLD: Far the benefit of the galahs on the
back benches, I would mention that skeleton
weed is not very easy to identify. I invite them
to go along and sit on one of those machines
and try to spot the weed from the air. I am
quite sure the Minister has done so and per-
haps he could regale his friends on the back
benches as to some of his experiences in hunt-
ing the weed.

Mr Crane: They would probably think it was
marijuana or something.

Mr OLD: That is probably right.
Mr Tonkin: Don't be patronising; I have

picked some poison weeds on some of your
farms.

Mr OLD: It takes one to pick one. With those
few remarks I indicate that the Opposition sup-
ports this very necessary Bill.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [8.10 p.m.]: Like
the member for Katanning-Rue, I support this
legislation. The comments I will make are very
similar to the comments made by the member
for Katanning-Roe inasmuch as he dealt with
the matter of the increase in the rate of the levy
from $ 30 per grower to $41.50.

The request that has been put to the Minister
has been put in previous years; that is, that
there be some application of this levy on the
basis of a per tonne amount rather than on the
basis of a grower levy. I question whether there
would be any challenge to such a structure of

the levy if it were based similarly to either the
tobacco franchise levy or the State fuel fran-
chise levy. In such an instance every person
involved in the industry would be required to
pay the prescribed amount, which could be
$30, and if extra funds were needed for the
eradication of skeleton weed and the fight
against grain insects, an amount could be lev-
ied on each grower on a per tonne basis.

I do not believe that enough effort has been
put into the structuring of the skeleton weed
fund on the basis of keeping the levy at $30
with an additional levy being introduced on a
per tonne basis. That would have been a fairer
system. I question whether it would have been
unlawful or whether it would have been
challenged by grain prowers in Western
Australia.

Another matter on which I would like the
Minister to Comment relates to the amount Of
money set aside for the purpose of fighting
those insects which have developed a resistance
to insecticides commonly used in the grain in-
dustry. It appears that extreme pressure will be
placed on this fund to have the amount of
$20 000 which has been set aside lifted. I be-
lieve it would be appropriate to have that
amount increased because insecticide resistant
insects are as much a threat to the grain indus-
try as is the skeleton weed.

The Minister knows that I live in a town
which has the dubious record of being the first
area in which skeleton weed was discovered
and which is still host to the greatest number of
outbreaks of that weed since its first discovery
in the Summer Of 19 73.

As the Minister said in his second reading
speech skeleton weed can certainly be con-
trolled by the methods applied by the
Agriculture Protection Board in cooperation
with the farming community. The degree of
voluntary cooperation is now quite remarkable.

In the Narembeen Shire a system to search
for the weed is operated by the skeleton weed
action committee. Voluntary personnel from
surrounding shires go to Narembeen and on
every day of the week during harvest search
parties operate from as far away as 150 kilo-
metres. Farmers within the shire man one of
the tractors and the local people man the other
and by th is method they are a ble to searc h l arge
areas for the weed very quickly and thoroughly.

Despite the importance of searching for and
maintaining control of skeleton weed, I suggest
to the Minister that there is a need to increase
the funding to fight against pesticide resistant
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insects. This problem will increase in future
years and I suggest that eventually the title of
this Bill, if it is to reflect the area in which the
money is spent, will be, "Resistant Grain In-
sects Bill", instead of its current name.

I would like some information as to why this
levy cannot be structured in a similar way to
the State fuel franchise levy Or the tobacco
franchise levy where those people involved in
those industries are required to pay an initial
amount of money and the rest of their licence
fee is based upon the quantity of the product
they turn over.

In this case there is no reason that the levy
should not be $30 for each grower with a set
figure of between 5C Or I Oc per tonne, or even
less, based on the grower's production capacity.
It would be a much fairer system. I say that
with a qualification that no growers are
complaining about the $41.50 levy they will be
required to pay. They regard the confinement
of skeleton weed to those areas in which it has
been found as much better than forgetting
about it and then discovering it on their own
properties and being faced with an eradication
and quarantine problem.

The National Party supports this Bill.
MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for

Agriculture) (8. 17 p.m.J: I thank both members
from the other side of the House who have
given their support to this measure. They have
shown their obvious association with this in-
dustry and the problems that it faces.

The member for Katanning-Roe raised two
points, one of which was similar to a point
raised by the member for Merredin. Both mem-
bers raised the question of small growers
having to pay a similar amount to that paid by
large growers. I have received many represen-
tations on that matter and it is a problem that
is difficult to resolve.

As the member for Katanning-Roe pointed
out, the per tonne basis could be challenged as
being an excise duty.

If an initital fee of $30 was levied and the
remaining fee was on a sliding scale and on a
per tonne basis, it would still constitute an ex-
cise duty. At this stage there are several funds
within the agricultural industry that are open to
question and a dubious situation would arise if
their legality were ever challenged. However,
the point is that the Crown Law Department
has categorically advised that this could be con-
sidered an excise duty and if it were challenged
in a court of law it would, in all probability, be
considered to be an excise duty.

No Government could fly in the face of the
Crown Law Department advice and, for that
reason, it is very difficult to get around the
problem. I do not want to canvass any other
rural industries which have somewhat similar
fee structures because it might incite someone
to make inquiries and that could raise difficult-
ies.

The member for Katanning-Roe raised the
question of the consultative committee and I
advise him that on Tuesday, 24 September, 1
issued a Press statement which read as fol-
lows-

Mr Evans said that producers had
pressed for the levy to be based on the
amount of rain delivered. The Govern-
ment understood their reasoning but was
unable to legislate for a production base
levy.

The situation as the member for Katanning-
Roe knew it will remain. My Press statement
continued-

But he had agreed to form a consultative
committee which would oversee the funds
allocation.

An undertaking has been given to do that. I am
not sure what form the committee will take or
even the extent of its involvement, but the
principle has been enunciated and it should
proceed. I am sure that my explanation will
satisfy the member's query.

The member for Merredin mentioned the ex-
tent of the funds to be expended on insecticide
resistant insects and I take his point. An
amount of $20 000 has been set aside and no
requests for additional funding were received.
Apparently it was considered that the amount
is sufficient and, for that reason, I am prepared
that it remain at that figure. Should there be a
requirement for an additional allocation of
funds in the future we will have to do some-
thing about it in the most appropriate way.

I would point out also that CBH is proceed-
ing with its prophylactic measures and the
sealing of the newer bins that in the fullness of
time would ensure that the amount required to
deal with Ma lath ion- resistant insects is reduced
or hopefully minimised to a very large extent. I
would certainly endorse the point made by the
member for Merredin about the cooperation
evident on every skeleton weed hunt and I am
very pleased he referred to the effort made at
Narembeen.

I thank the two members for their support of
this measure and commend the second reading.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

I Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Evans (Minister for Agriculture), and
transmitted to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate
Debate resumed from 15 October.
MR CASH (Mt Lawley) 18.24 p.m.]- I rise to

speak on the Budget for 1985-86 which was
introduced into the Legislative Assembly on
Thursday, 10 October 1985.

Since the introduction of this legislative
measure I have had an opportunity to study the
figures involved and there is no question that
one can make the statement that the Burke
Labor Government is the highest taxing,
biggest spending State Government in the his-
tory of Western Australia.

Mr Clarko: And the worst.
Mr CASH: And the worst, according to the

member for Karrinyup. The figures that are
shown in the Budget make it very clear that
under the respective headings of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund there have been
some massive increases. I will outline for the
House just some of those increases so that it is
fully understood by all exactly how much the
Consolidated Revenue Fund has increased
over the past three years.

Members will understand that the
Consolidated Revenue Fund is broken into
four separate sections under different headings.
I will use 1982-83 as the base year because that
was the last time the Liberal Party introduced a
Budget into this House. I will then work
through the various years that Budgets have
been introduced into this House by the Burke
Government to show the massive increases that
have occurred in that time.

Under the heading of taxation there are a
number of sub-items, one of which is land tax.
The Government has decided this year to offer
a rebate in respect of land tax charges. That is
obviously admirable, but when one looks at the
1982-83 figure of $35 026 134, and works

through the 1983-84 and 1984-85 periods to
the expected revenue for 198 5-86, one sees that
this year the Burke Government expects to re-
ceive from land tax an amount of $54
million-thai is, $35 million in 1982-83, in-
creasing to $54 million this year. That is an
increase of 54 per cent over the last three years.
This is the Government that continues to tell
us that its taxes and charges have not increased.

There have been some phenomenal increases
in stamp duty. In 1982-83, in round figures,
$ 123 million was raised from this item. In
1985-86 it is anticipated that stamp duty will
return an amount of $226 million to the
Government of Western Australia. That is an
increase of 99 per cent in three years. In fact, it
is more than 99 per cent-it is almost 100 per
cent-but I am prepared to round that down by
one per cent to 99 per cent in a three-year
period.

The Treasurer this year made great play of
the fact that he had reduced payroll tax in cer-
tain areas. Businesses would obviously be most
appreciative of the slight reductions made; but
I want to make it perfectly clear that in 1982-
83, in rounded figures, payroll tax raised $254
million, whereas in 1985-86 it is expected that
that tax will raise more than $300 million. That
is an increase of more than 18 per cent in a
three-year period.

In 1982-83 the financial institutions duty did
not even exist. It was the first new tax
introduced to this House for many years, and it
was introduced by the Burke Labor Govern-
ment. In 1985-86 the financial institutions duty
is expected to raise, in round figures, an
amount of $25 million.

In turning to the Totalisator Agency Board
betting tax, we see that in 1982-83, in round
figures, $16 million was raised. This year it will
increase to $22.5 million, which is a 37 per cent
increase during the three years this Govern-
ment has been in office.

A new tax was introduced in the first year of
the Burke Labor Government's term of office. I
said earlier that that Government introduced
the financial institutions duty. This year
another new tax will be introduced to Western
Australia; that is, the casino tax which is
estimated to raise $4.75 million in 1985-86.

On the item of taxation alone, relating to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund, in 1982-83 an
amount of $474.6 million was raised, and in
1985-86 that has increased by a phenomenal
amount to $721.2 million. In percentage terms,
over the three years of the Burke Labor
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Government in Western Australia, that rep.
resents a 52 per cent increase in the revenue of
this State.

Going back on the figures for an equivalent
three-year period, I find a massive rise in re-
cent years. It comes back to the fact that this
Burke Labor Government, without any ques-
tion, can be cited as the highest taxing, biggest
spending Government in the history of West-
emn Australia.

If the member for Helena disputes the fact
that the Consolidated Revenue Fund in respect
of taxation has increased from $414.6 million
in 1982-1983 to $72 1.2 million in 1985-86, and
if he claims that those figures are inaccurate, I
suggest he approach the Treasurer because he
introduced the legislation into this House some
two weeks ago.

Several members interjected.

Mr CASK: It is difficult to speak over the
member for Helena, who is obviously very sore
and sorry at the fact that there has been a 52
per cent increase in the taxation item of
Consolidated Revenue in the last three years. I
made the point to the member for Helena that
if he does not like it he should talk to the
Treasurer. He cannot tell me or the House that
there has not been a 52 per cent increase in the
last three years; the figures are there. If he is
prepared to spend some time and do exactly
the same calculations as I did on the figures
introduced by the Treasurer of WA, he will find
that is the position.

In respect of territorial revenue, members
will be aware there are five separate subhead-
ings. In regard to land, the figures show that in
round figures in 1982-83 $11 million was
raised. This year it will increase to $27.1
million, an increase of 140 per cent over the
last three years.

In the mining area, the figure for 1982-83
was $115 million. This year it will increase to
$186.7 million, an increase of 6l per cent.

Timber certainly did not miss out in respect
of increases. In 1982-83, where an amount of
$10 million was raised in respect of this item, it
will increase in 1985-86 to $14 million, or 42
per cent more than when the Liberal Govern-
ment last introduced a Budget.

In respect of the law courts, in 1982-83,
$17.2 million was raised. This year $23.6
million will be raised, or an increase in the
three-year period of more than 3 5 per cent.

Most people will be aware, especially if they
are in business, of the massive increases in de-
partmental fees. L guess it can be described as a
hidden increase in Budget terms. After all,
while increases are published in the Govern-
ment Gazelle, the increases in departmental
fees do not necessarily hit the local papers. In
1982-83 the revenue from departmental fees
was $296 million. This year the Treasurer an-
ticipates he will raise a figure of $469.6 million
from this item. That is an increase of 58 per
cent over the last three years.

If we total the various items under territorial
revenue in 1982-83 in round figures, a total of
$450 million was raised in that area. This year
it is expected to be $72 1 million, or an increase
of 60 per cent.

The Budget this year showed some changes
in the method of accounting. In the area of
public utilities it is noted that country areas
water supply, sewerage, irrigation, and drain-
age, do not appear in the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund. They have now been switched and
they are listed under business undertakings and
statutory authorities, which is in table 31 in the
Financial Statements which the Treasurer
tabled.

The next heading in the Consolidated Rev-
enue fund is that of the Commonwealth, and
this includes certain tax sharing entitlements,
grants, interest contributions, and a specific
purpose grants which the State receives each
year from the Commonwealth. This year the
amount received by the State is $1.4 billion
against $1.1J billion in 1982-83. The grand total
of the Consolidated Revenue Fund in 1982-83,
the last time a Liberal Government introduced
a Budget into this House, was $2.3 billion. This
year the Consolidated Revenue Fund will be
more than $3 billion-it is listed as $3.095
billion-a vast increase in such a short time.

In speaking to the Budget last Thursday, 10
October, the Treasurer said this on page 3 of
the Budget papers-

And this year we are budgeting for ex-
penditure to increase by less than I per
cent in real terms.

I took the opportunity of looking at the
Treasurer's claim that he was budgeting for an
increase in expenditure of less than one per
cent for the year in real terms. I calculated the
figures the Treasurer put forward, and I pre-
pared a table which I shall seek leave to incor-
porate later. This details the real increases in
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Budget expenditure under both Labor and Lib-
eral Governments over a comparative time
period.

On table I it should be noted that the real
increases are calculated by discounting any CPI
changes, and in table 2 the real increases are
calculated by using constant 1980-81 dollars. It
is important this be recognised when referring
to these tables.

If we look through the average Consolidated
Revenue Fund expenditure under Labor and
Liberal Governments in general terms, for the
Court-O'Connor period there was an average
increase of about 3.1 per cent. This is for the
years 1980-81, 1981-82, and 1982-83.

If the member for Helena wants to query the
figures 1 have here, he will have an opportunity
when they are incorporated in Mansard, and I
shall be more than happy to deal with any ques-
tions that he may wish to raise at that time.

During the period of the Burke Government,
using the figures quoted by the Treasurer when
he made his Budget speech recently, the aver-
age increase per annum in real terms under the
Burke Government is in excess of 3.4 per cent.

I want to quote the 1985-86 projections. I
again go back to the statement of the Treasurer
because I want it made very clear that the
Treasurer staled in this House that he was bud-
geting for expenditure to increase by less than
one per cent in real terms.

If we look at the figures and make some cal-
culations, by using the Treasurer's own figures
for 1985-86 there will be an anticipated CPI
increase of eight per cent.

There will also be an increase in CRF rev-
enue of I I per cent. The difference between the
inflation rate and the anticipated CRF revenue
increase of It per cent in fact represents an
increase in expenditure of three per cent in real
terms. So the credibility gap that exists between
this Government and the people of the State of
WA is again widening.

Earlier this afternoon we saw the credibility
gap of the Premier trying to explain his recent
trip to Fiji. In the Budget documents-I make
the point that the figures were delivered by the
Treasurer of WA-we find another massive
credibility gap. The Treasurer stated that he
had increased expenditure in real terms by less
than one per cent, and the figures in fact show
that expenditure will increase in real terms in
the order of three per cent. It seems again that
the Treasurer's credibility comes into question.

Mr Gordon Hill: Who prepared those figures
for you?

Mr CASH: As I said earlier, the member for
Helena is more than welcome to look at these
figures.

Mr Gordon Hill: I am asking you who pre-
pared them.

Mr CASH: I remind the House that some
notes were attached to these figures and tables
and they do in fact enable accurate compari-
sons with previous years. The aggregate expen-
diture for 1985-86 has included a special pro-
vision to compensate for the change in Budget
accounting procedures following amalgamation
of the State Water Authority on 1 July 1985
and the subsequent removal of the country
water supplies category from the public
utilities revenue, a matter that I mentioned in
respect of the CRF accounts earlier.

The CPI figure that I have used in respect of
1985-86 is a figure based on the Treasurer's
own statement. So we can see very clearly that
if a similar comparison is made in respect of
three years of Liberal expenditure in this State,
there is no question but that for the period
1981 through to 1983 the Liberal Party in fact
increased expenditure at a lesser rate than did
the current Labor Government. If we go right
back to the 1970s it can be demonstrated very
clearly, using a similar comparative study, the
Liberal Party increased expenditure at a lesser
rate than did the Tonkin Labor Government of
the early 1 970s. Those figures are here for all to
see. In due course I will ask for the tables to be
incorporated into Mansard.

I raise also with the House the credibility of
this Government and its taxes and charges pol-
icy. In The West Australian of 26 July 1985 an
advertisement appeared suggesting that the
Burke Labor Government had not increased its
charges in the order that I have just mentioned.
if one analyses the words in the advertisement,
I think that one can fairly draw the conclusion
that it represents a misleading statement. There
is no question that some of the figures that are
used here are in fact projected figures and the
figures that have now been brought down in the
1985-86 Budget show that this advertisement
does not represent the truth.

Questions can be raised also in respect of the
advertisement that was placed by the Govern-
ment in the Sunday Times of 13 October last.
That advertisement tried to explain to the
people of Western Australia the various Budget
highlights. It talked about expenditure by way
of some "Pie" diagrams or charts. It discussed
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revenue by the use of the same diagrams. It
talked about tax deductions and proposed capi-
tal works. It tried in fact to project the image
that this Government has managed the econ-
omy in a reasonable way in the last three years.

But clearly, if one analyses the figures of this
Government, it can be shown that without
question it is the highest taxing, biggest spend-
ing Government that this State has ever seen,
notwithstanding the I1920s episode when cer-
tain fluctuations occurred as a result of the
changing economic situation at that time.

There is no doubt that the Treasurer has
some answers to give in respect of his
statement about the Budget. In analysing the
Budget, 1 was obviously very keen to see some
expenditure for the electorate of Mt Lawley. I
could find plenty of expenditure proposed for
the electorates of Mandurah, Bunbury,
Mitchell, Mundaring, and also for some current
Labor held seats in the northern corridor. It
would seem to me, when one compares that
proposed expenditure in what might be termed
marginal seats, the electorate of Mt Lawley has
been sold down the drain.

Mr Burkett: There has been no pork-
barrelling in Scarborough.

Mr CASH: I accept the member for
Scarborough's statement. F-e may in fact be
right that there was no pork-barrelling in
Scarborough, but there is no question at all that
there has been pork-barrelling in the other elec-
torates I have mentioned. On checking the fig-
ures, members will find that the only funds that
the electorate of Mt L.awley can expect as far as
capital expenditure is concerned-and I might
say I have done only a cursory check of the
figures at this stage and I am hopeful I will be
able to find some more money allocated to the
electorate of Mt Lawley-was a $20 000 allo-
cation to upgrade some toilets at the Mt Lawley
primary school.

Mr Tonkin: Ver important too.
Mr CASH: $20 000-1 hardly call that pork-

barrelling when it comes to this Government's
expenditure.

Mr Tonkin: What did you ask for that you
did not get-slack representation?

Mr Pearce: Yes, what did you ask for that
you did not get?

Mr CASK: The Minister for Education made
a comment which I really cannot understand. I
am trying to make an appointment for him to
visit the Mt Lawley primary school with me to
have a look at the very real need at that school

for a library resource centre. The Minister will
be aware that I have made representations on
behalf of that school for such a centre and I am
looking forward to his support in due course.

Mr Pearce: You will get it in due course too!
Mr CASH: As long as "in due course" means

next year, I am sure that the people of Mt
Lawley will be very pleased. If it is a case of the
pork-barrelling that we see in this year's
Budget, obviously the people of Mt Lawley can
expect to be disappointed again. I assure the
House that the electors of Mt Lawley notice
these things. In fact, I make it my business to
draw them to their attention. At the last by-
election, as members will recall, the Labor
Party only managed to scrape 42 per cent of the
overall vote. I am very confident that it will be
a much lower percentage at the State election
which is due in February or March of next year.

I should draw to the House's attention
another amount mentioned in the Budget;, that
is the $879 000 suggested for the completion
of major renovations to the Mt Lawley centre
for the Alcohol and Drug Authority. While
some people would argue that any electorate
should be grateful for the money that the
Government is prepared to put into that elec-
torate, the Alcohol and Drug Authority facility
which is in Field Street, Mt Lawley, and which
is currently being renovated or remodelled, was
a facility that the people of Mt Lawley never
wanted. They made it very clear prior to last
year's by-election that it was, firstly, an unsu it-
able site for such a facility, and secondly, that
they believed there were better locations on
which to construct a purpose built centre for
the Alcohol and Drug Authority.

I recall, prior to the by-election in about
October of last year, the Treasurer's attending a
private residence in Field Street, Mt Lawley,
where about 20 people were gathered to listen
to his intentions for the Alcohol and Drug
Authority building in Field Street, Mt Lawley.
At that time it was reported to me that the
Treasurer was very conscious of the fact that a
by-election was about to be held in Mt Lawley.
F-ie was obviously aware that the people were
not happy with the Alcohol and Drug Auth-
ority moving into that residential environment,
and he eluded any question that was asked
about the proposed ADA facility. Hie did make
a point of saying that before the Government
made a decision in respect of the ADA facility
in Field Street he would cause to be set up a
consultative committee to examine the estab-
lishment of institutions in residential areas
and, in particular, he would ask the consulta-
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jive committee to look at the proposed use of
what was then the former Royal Perth Hospital
annexe in Field Street which at the time was
being considered for use by the Alcohol and
Drug Authority.

At that time, which was prior to the by-elec-
tion, the people took the Treasurer at his word
and understood that fair and just consideration
would be given by the committee to the
proposed use of the old Royal Perth Hospital
annexe. Sometime after October of last year I
was given a copy of the report to the Minister
by the consultative committee which had stud-
ied the use of the land in Field Street for the
Alcohol and Drug Authority.

I would like to point out, for the benefit of
the House, some of the concerns that the local
community had at that stage, concerns which
were in fact recognised by the consultative
committee when it reported to the Minister for
Health.

The committee said-

Local residents are dissatisfied in gen-
eral terms with the number and nature of
institutional uses in the Mt Lawley area
and, in particular, with their growth pro-
cess.

It went on-

In this matter, local people believe that
the proposed use has more serious impli-
cations for them than a mere change from
one hospital function to another.

It should be remembered that the site we are
talking about was the former Royal Perth Hos-
pital annexe. The main concerns of the resi-
dents were the fact that there would be a more
intense traffic movement in the area, the
nature of some of the hospitals' clients, and
expectations of some undesirable or antisocial
behaviour, possible use of the hospital by drug
abusers with similar expectations of behaviour
problems, pressure for further conversion Or
redevelopment for the ADA's administration
or educational services, and an increase in the
number of people in the community presenting
themselves for treatment for alcohol-related
diseases in what was a very quiet residential
area in Mt Lawley.

There was also concern at the lack of infor-
mation on the number of day-patients that
wvould be attending the facility and the possible
installation of security beds where the patients
are restrained. The residents believed that such
patients could pose an escape threat.

I make the point that, adjacent to the old
Royal Perth Hospital annexe in Field Street is a
block of home units which is mainly occupied
by aged people. I can assure members that the
concern of the local residents was very real. It
was not as if they wanted to stir for the sake of
stirring. Many aged people had had problems
in the past in respect of the use of some other
institutional facilities in that area by alcoholics.
They were very concerned at the possible use of
this site by the Alcohol and Drug Authority.

One of the things that local residents pointed
out was the fact that directly opposite the RPM
annexe is located another institution know as
ACRAH. ACRAH deals with homeless people,
mainly alcoholics, but some people with drug-
related problems as well. It was made very clear
that ACRAH is a "wet" facility because there
was not a total ban on the use of alcohol in
those premises. However, directly opposite, it
was proposed that the ADA was considering
building a "dry" facility-that is, a facility at
which alcohol would be totally banned and its
use discouraged at any other time.

It was also noted by the consultative com-
mittee that the alternative use for the site-that
is, use of the Field Street site as proposed by
the local residents who were represented on
this committee by the Mt Lawley society with
input by the Lawley Ward Ratepayers' Associ-
ation-had not been investigated. There had
been no examination of alternative locations
for the ADA hospital.

Members willrecall that earlier this year, in
this House, I raised a proposition that the ADA
would have been better suited had the Govern-
ment decided to relocate it at East Perth in the
near vicinity of the Royal Perth Hospital on
some land which, I understand, the Crown
owns, and to use the funds that could have
been obtained by selling the old Royal Perth
Hospital annexe in Mt Lawley against the ex-
penditure in respect of the ADA alterations in
Mt Lawley. With those funds and perhaps a
little more, we could have had a purpose-built
building constructed for the ADA in East
Perth. Obviously the Government, notwith-
standing the Premier's word in 1984, was
determined that the residential area of Mt
Lawley, generally bounded by Field and
Rookwood Streets, but flowing through to
Walcott and Beaufort Streets would be affected
by the institutional facility.

Believe me, the people of Mt Lawley who
live in the near vicinity of this facility are not
impressed and will not forget the comments
made by the Premier in October 1984 when he
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said to them that fair consideration would be
given before the Government made any deter-
mination as to the future of that building.

Mr Pearce: It is true that you are stopping the
City of Stirling putting a proper access into the
Sir David Brand centre because it would come
from the street in which you live?

Mr CASH: I am glad that the Minister for
Planning raised this matter because it gives me
the opportunity to place on record the situation
that has occurred for some years between the
Spastic Welfare Association of WA and the
City of Stirling. The Spastic Welfare Associ-
ation relocated its premises from the area gen-
erally bounded by Vale Road,. Glenroyd Street
and Rookwood Street in Mt Lawley, a section
commonly referred to as the Mt Lawley tri-
angle, to what is now the Sir David Brand
centre in Bradford Street, Coolbinia.

At the time the plans were lodged with the
City of Stirling the council made it very clear to
the Spastic Welfare Association that the only
access to the site would be from Bradford
Street. The city had planned its traffic manage-
ment of that area on the basis of that circum-
stance. Some 12 months later the Spastic Wel-
fare Association applied for access from an ad-
joining residential street known as Glick Road.

The City of Stirling referred the association
back to its earlier decision in respect of the
planning of that area and made it very clear
that it was not prepared to allow access onto
that road. I make the point that the City of
Stirling made that decision because it was, in
fact, acting on behalf of the residents in and
around the areas known as Menora and
Coolbinia.

I am surprised that the Minister for Planning
raised that question because he knows that
there is a primary school in Glick Road and
also a special school used by the Spastic Wel-
fare Association for the education of inca-
pacitated and handicapped children. It would
have been regarded as a traffic hazard if the
Spastic Welfare Association were to have a
dri veway from i ts prem ises onto Gl ick Road.

Those are the aspects the Minister for Plan-
ning is unable to comprehend. Members will
recall that earlier this year in response to a
question I asked in this House in respect of
whether there were some delays in the Minister
for Planning's office due to a backlog in that
office, he replied that he spent and only needed
to spend 20 minutes a day on the planning
portfolio.

Mr Pearce: That is rubbish.

Mr CASH: I am telling the Minister that that
is a fact and if he is now changing his mind,
obviously he misled this House when making
that statement. One would hope that a Minister
for Planning would spend more than 20 min-
utes on his portfolio. However, given the prob-
lems the Minister for Planning has had since he
has been responsible for the planning portfolio
it is probably understandable that that is about
all the time he gives to it.

Mr Pearce: Some poor kid will be kiled on
the access road to the Sir David Brand centre.

Mr CASH: I suggest that the Minister for
Planning do some research on the matter be-
cause he will find, as I have stated, that the
Spastic Welfare Association was told some
years ago that the City of Stirling would not
approve access onto the minor residential road
known as Glick Road. I will be interested to
find out whether we will have another situation
in which this Minister decides to impose his
authority on the people of the City of Stirling,
in particular the people who live in a quiet
residential area, and approve a crossing which
will go across a road reserve into the property
known as the Coolbinia special school. I will
watch with interest to see what happens and I
will be the first person to advise the people in
that area if this Minister decides to override
the local authority which has, for many years,
represented the interests of the residents of the
area in a proper way.

I will quickly touch on an area which has
been recently criticised. I refer to the actions of
the Police Force in regard to the recent pros-
ecutions of a person known as Alexander
Guthan, who is also known as Austen Tayshus
and Rodney Keft, also known as Rodney Rude.
The police believed that these two men should
be prosecuted for using obscene language. Be-
fore I continue, I am sure the Minister for Plan-
ning will change his hat for that of the Minister
for Education and start criticising the actions
of the Police Force.

1 make it clear that I support the actions of
our Police Force because it was prepared to
appeal against the magistrate's decision that
the language used by Austen Tayshus earlier
this year was, in fact, not obscene and that the
case be dismissed.

Members will recall that as a result of the
appeal by the Police Force the matter was
heard by the Full Court which, once it had
reviewed the magistrate's notes in respect of
this case and heard evidence from both mem-
bers of the Police 'Force and counsel
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representing Austen Tayshus decided, in fact,
that the appeal should be allowed and the case
should be sent back to the Court of Petty
Sessions with a direction to convict. I believe
that was a great victory to the Police Force
which was prepared to stand on its own two
feet and make a decision in respect of the
moral standards we would hope are observed in
Western Australia.

Recently, as a result of a police prosecution
there was another instance involving Rodney
Keft, also known as Rodney Rude, for using
obscene language in a public place. Only this
week the Police Force's action was vindicated
when the Court of Petty Sessions held that the
words used by that entertainer, if that is what
he is described as, were obscene and he was
convicted of the offence.

I support the actions of the Police Force and
I hope that it will continue to represent the
people of Western Australia in the same man-
ner as it has in the past. 1 know there are many
people in the community who are very keen to
see that our moral standards are uplifted and
are not degraded as some people have tried to
do in recent years.

Before my time expires I make the point that
this Government has not provided in the 1985-
86 Budget any funding for Western Australian
flags and 1 ind that disappointing. A number
of schools and sporting organisations have ap-
proached me for the Western Australian flag.
On their behalf I have approached the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet and have been
advised that flags are not available except on
State occasions. In the interests of this State I
would have thought that the Government
would have provided funds in this year's
Budget for the provision of State flags. I hope
that-from some of the moneys available within
the 1985-86 Budget, the Government will pay
heed to my request and, in due course, perhaps
reallocate some of its funds to provide flags.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Taylor): Or-
der! In the course of his speech the member for
Mt Lawley indicated that pursuant to Standing
Order No. 115 he would seek leave at the end
of his speech to incorporate in Mansard certain
tables. I indicate to the member for Mt Lawley
that as he has sat down, technically be is not in
a position to seek leave to incorporate those
tables; but because I am such a friendly soul I
will give him the opportunity to do so.

Mr Cash: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.

By leave of the House, the following tables
were incorporated-

Real Increases in Government Expenditure under
Labor and the Liberalsover a Comparable Time Period.

TABLE 1.
Average CUF Expenditure under Labor and the Liberals.

Real Increases Calculated by Discounting for
Annual CP1 Changes.

Perth CPI Total CRF Rev.

YeIncrease
Yer Percent- Percent- Per An-
Index age Actual age In- num%

Change crease
Base forCalcu- 1979-80 91.7 1641.2
lions

Coumd O'Connor 19M081
1981 -82
1 9 82-8 3

Burke t983-"4
1934-85
1985/86

I110.0
120.3
t129.5
137.0
148.0

9.1
10.0
9.4
7.6
5.8
8.0

1362.0 13. 52061-9 -0 7 3.1
2 3391 :3.4

226.8 3.7 .
2584.36. 34

3154.2 11.0
NOTE:

(i) Using CFIl Figures Adjutted to Exclude the Hospital and
Medical Services Component.

00i Sources Budget Papers and ABS (Perth).
(iii) To enable accurate comparisons with previous years,.acre-

gate expenditure for 1985-86 includes special provision to
compensate for the change in budget accounting procedures
Collowing the amalgamnation of State water authorities asn
U19/5 and the subsequent removal of the Country Water
Supplies category of Public Utilities Revenue.

(iv) CPI for 1985-86 is based on Stale Government estimate.
(v) A similar comparison can be made to demonstrate that espen-

diture in the 1910s under she Liberals increased at a smaller
rate than under the Tonkin Labor Government.

Base for
Calcu-
lations
Court/
O'Connor

Buarke

TABLE 2
AverageCRF'Expenditure Under Labor and the Liberals

Wesern Australia
Real Increases Calculated by Using Constant

1980-8 Dollars

Perth CI Total CRF Es-penditure Annual Average

Year In-
Coearea crease

Ata Co- craePerAn-Indes Inverse Aculslant N(%) mSm S$. nu

1979-80 91.7 1.092 1641.21 792.2

1980.81
198 1-82
1982-83
1983-84
1984-85
1985-86

100.0
110.0
120.3
129.5
137.0
148.0

1.0010 1 862.0 1 862.0 3.899
0.910 2061.9 1 876.3 0.77 12.8
0.832 2 339.1 1 946.1 3.72
0.772 2 639.3 2 053.4 5.31
0.730 28$42. 32074.9 1.0$ 3.j
0.676 3154.2 2132.2 2.76

NOTE:
1.1 Using CPI Figures Adjusted to Eselude the Hospital and

Medical Sen-ices Component.
(ii) Sources: Budget Papers and ABS (Perth).

(iii) Using 1980.81I Constant Dollars.
(iv) To enable accurste comparisons with previous years, aggre-

gate expenditure for 1985-86 includes special prosion Io
compensate for the change in budges accounting procedures
following the amalgamation of State water authorities on
117/85 and the subsequent removal of the Country Water
Supplies category of Public Utlilities Revenue.

(v) CPI for 1985-86 is hated on State Governmnent estimate.
(vi) A similar comparison can be made to demonstrate that espen-

dilure in the 1970s tinder the Liberals increased at a smaller
rate than under the Tonikin Labor Government.

MR BRADSH-AW (Murray-Wellington)
[9.10 p.m.J: The good news with reference to
the Budget speech was the fact that the Govern-
ment is prepared to talk with SCM Chemicals
Ltd, formerly known as Laporte, at Australind,
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a titanium plant which has a problem with ef-
fluent. Since I was elected to represent the area
.of Murray-Wellington, this problem has been
of concern to me because of the fact that the
effluent from SCM Chemicals, which is carted
by a pipeline across the Leschenault Estuary to
the Lesehenault Peninsula, has the disadvan-
tage of creating ponds where the effluent is to
be disposed. I consider it to be the most ef-
ficient and economical way of getting rid of
this effluent but it is of concern to many people
in the area. My constituents believe that the
Leschenault Peninsula should be retained for
other reasons and not used in such a manner.

On occasions there have been major spills
into the estuary which kill sea life and veg-
etation. It is good to see that the Government is
prepared to speak with SCM Chemicals to try
to work out a method of changing from the
suiphide process to the chloride process. Fifty
million dollars is needed to do this, and after
speaking earlier this year with SCM Chemicals,
I found that they were not prepared to spend
that money on their own. They felt that be-
cause it was of benefit to the community
environmentally the Government should come
to the party. It is great to see that the Govern-
ment is prepared to do that. The sooner we
convert to the chloride process the better off
the community will be. There will be several
advantages to the community. Firstly, we will
not have to send the effluent from the SCM
Chemicals plant across the estuary so there is
no chance of the effluent being deposited into
the estuary, and secondly the land will not need
to be used for the effluent ponds. Another ad-
vantage will be the fact that there will not be
the sulphuric. acid smell because sulphuric. acid
will not be used. I urge the Government to
come to a solution which will be a reality for
both the people who like and live in the area.
On occasions when there is an atmospheric in-
version there are choking fumes which make
life very difficult. People have to lock their
doors and windows to keep the foul fumes out
of their houses.

Another point of great concern to my elector-
ate is Government charges. Over the last few
months the Government has advertised ad-
vising people that it is a low taxing Govern-
ment which has kept charges down, and that, as
members have heard from the member for Mt
Lawley, is certainly a load of hogwash.

Since this Government was elected in 1983,
apart from the fact that there were substantial
increases in its first year, we have had other
charges such as a one per cent TAB turnover

increase, a tobacco tax increase and all licens-
ing fees have risen dramatically. For example,
secondhand dealers' licences have risen from
$10 to $50 and jetty licences have increased
from $20 to $50.

Mr Pearce: How many people in your elec-
torate are affected by the jetty licence increase?

Mr BRADSHAW., Quite a few because -my
area takes in the Yunderup area. I do have
many constituents with jetty licences. T will di s-
cuss that aspect now. In regard to the
Yunderup Canals, two years ago, for some un-
known reason, the Government decided to
charge people who do not have a jetty, but who
have a slipway into the canal. The Government
will classify the slipways as jetties. I cannot see
how a slipway could be classified as a jetty in
any way, shape, or form when one considers
that some of the supposed letties which are
actually slipways into the canal start at the
driveway. I would be interested if the Govern-
ment could tell me where the road starts and
finishes or where the jetty starts and finishes.
These canals have been in existence for 10 or
12 years and out of the blue, the people receive
an application form for a jetty.

Another interesting fact relating to the slip-
ways is that the sand slipways do not get classi-
fied as slipways, but when they are covered by
concrete or some such covering apart from
sand, they are classified as jetties. I think it is
an impost on these people. The slipways do not
look like jetties in my estimation; and the
Government, since coming to power, has de-
cided to charge for them.

The Government has increased stamp duty
from 11/2 per cent to three per cent. On motor
vehicles the upper limit has been removed so
that if one buys a $ 100 000 truck one has to
pay $3 000. This Government kept saying how
it would help small business. Let's face it,
$3 000 is a lot when a person has a trucking.
business.- It is hard enough to buy a $ 100 000
tr-uck without having to pay another $3 000. It
is quite interesting to see how the Government
is trying to put a dampener on the activities of
small business.

It was pointed out also by the member for Mt
tawley that this Government is one of the
highest taxing Governments. Since 1983 the
Government's taxation charges or revenue
have risen by 52 per cent while the inflation
rate over that period has gone up by 18 per
cent. It is quite unnecessary.
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The Premier was in Bunbury a month or so
back to attend a public meeting. One man, a
member of the Labor Party, was not impressed.
The Premier attended this meeting to try to
attract support from the Bunbury area. When
this particular person tried to ask a question it
was felt he would put a dampener on the at-
mosphere and he was told to see the Premier
afterwards because a ruckus during question
time was not thought desirable.

Mr P. J. Smith: He was given the opportunity
to speak on three different occasions.

Mr BRADSH-AW: I can only go on his word.
Mr Joe Lamonaca, a few days later, received a
personal letter from the Premier which read-

Thank you for accepting the invitation
to join David Smith, M.L.A., Phil Smith,
M.L.A., Doug Wenn and me at an electors
meeting at Carey Park on Saturday.

I was pleased to have this opportunity to
address tocal residents and discuss matters
of concern raised during the forum.

I'm sorry you chose not to talk to me at
the conclusion of the meeting but I would
be happy to examine your particular case if
you care to put the matter in writing.

Please don't hesitate to contact me
whenever you feel I can be of assistance to
you.

He was asked to speak to the Premier after the
meeting.

Mr P. J. Smith: He was given four
opportunities. The meeting was closed. Me then
stood up and wanted to ask a question and the
member for Mitchell, who was chairman, said
that he would take his question.

Mr BRADSHAW: That was not what he told
me.

It certainly seems from this letter as if Brian
Burke is trying to crawl back into favour. The
letter states-

I'm sorry you chose not to talk to me at
the conclusion of the meeting but I would
be happy to examine your particular case if
you care to put the matter in writing.

This was sent to one of the people hit by the
Government's taxes, and I believe that this
man has been a member of the local Labor
Party in Bunbury. He was certainly a very
strong supporter of that party. I Can remember
a few years ago, before I became a member of
this Mouse, when Malcolm Fraser was Prime
Minister, that Mr Lamonaca lived on the cor-
ner of Malcolmn Street and Fraser Street. It was

quite a strange coincidence. I can recall that
Malcolm Fraser once drove up those streets
and reference was made to it in the local news-
paper at the time, the South Western Times. It
referred to Mr Lamonaca's protest in that situ-
ation. It is not as though he has always been a
supporter of the Liberal Party or, indeed, that
he is one now.

Mr P. J. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: The drainage rates on his

property at Waroona were $10.60 one year and
the following year they were 13 times $13. This
year he has received a letter saying that the
rates will revert to their former level.

Mr D. L. Smith: He came to see me and I
fixed it for him.

Mr BRADSHAW: Is the Government going
to give him a refund for the last two years?

Mr D. L. Smith: Did you give him a refund
for the years you were in Government?

Mr BRADSHAW: The rate was changed by
the Labor Nrty. It was only increased under
this Government.

Mr D. L. Smith: The situation has now been
rectified.

Mr BRADSHAW: He has been told that
from now on he will be charged at the old rate.
But I am interested to know whether he will get
a refund on the payments made in the last two
years.

Mr P. J. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: I wrote to the Minister on

that occasion and received a reply a year or so
ago but nobody was prepared to take any ac-
tion.

Mr D. L. Smith: He has been to see me and it
has been fixed.

Mr BRADSHAW: The problem of interest
rates is an interesting one. The dramatic in-
creases in the level of interest rates has been
one of the biggest causes of people's downfall in
Australia. The rates are rising dramatically.

I can remember that when this Government
first assumed office, it took credit for the low-
ering of interest rates. I was very pleased when
interest rates went down because of the effect
that those interest rates had on people paying
off mortgages and business loans. There is no
doubt that high interest rates take away incen-
tive for people to go into business. They are a
deterrent and responsible for a regression in the
economy in many ways. People no longer go
into business or invest in businesses because
the interest rates are crippling. In 1983 interest
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rates fell dramatically, a fact for which this
Government took a great deal of credit. I won-
der why the Government is not now taking
credit for the increase in interest rates. If the
Government's policy was responsible for the
decrease in interest rates in the past, why can
not that same policy once more decrease the
rate?

Mr D. L. Smith: We are taking credit for
keeping building society races down.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is an interesting
point and I will refer to it in a moment.
Governments appear to have a great deal of
trouble trying to control interest rates.

Mr D. L. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: I have a finnm attitude on

that. I believe interest rates for people with
existing housing loans should not be raised; a
rate should be fixed at the outset of the loan
which cannot be increased at a later stage. I do
not recommend that anyone taking out a new
loan through a bank should not be liable for the
higher interest rates because if they were not
liable for the current rate of interest, basically
the rest of the people in Australia would be
subsidising their housing loans. Those people
with existing housing loans should be on a
fixed rate of interest which can only be changed
when they pay off their existing loan and take
out a new one, or if their circumstances change.

With regard to building society interest rates,
this Government has taken the initiative of
holding down the current rate by
approximately one per cent. That is really a
Criminal action. The Government is stealing
taxpayers' money-it is using people's taxes to
hold down interest rates charged by building
societies.

Mr D. L. Smith: How is it any different from
other forms of mortgage relief'?

Mr BRADSH-AW: I guess it is not any differ-
ent, but the Government is using taxpayers'
money to hold down the level of interest rates.

Mr D. L. Smith:. The Government uses tax-
payers' money to subsidise housing loan
schemes.

Mr BRADSH-AW: It may do so, hut centainly
in this case it is stealing from the rest of the
community.

Mr D. L. Smith: The Government advances
money to farmers at low races of interest. Do
you think it should continue to do that?

Mr BRADSHAW: I think it is very import-
ant to keep farmers on the land and I will refer
to this at a later stage if I have time. For a

number of reasons it is important to keep
farmers in business and if it is necessary to
subsidise them, it should be done.

With regard to the building society interest
rates, I refer to the letter sent out by the
Premier who was making a big fellow of him-
self. I have been given a copy of this letter
which reads in part as follows-

As you may he aware the Western
Australian Government has taken action
to relieve pressure on building society
home loan interest rates during the next 12
months.

It is a real con trick in that it is a short-term
measure only which cannot be sustained. If
interest rates continue to rise at their present
rate, the one per cent subsidy will mean
nothing. It is annoying to consider that it has
cost $12 000 to send out these letters. I ask the
member for Mitchell if that is the correct fig-
ure.

Mr D. L. Smith: I do not know how much it
cost.

Mr BRADSHAW: The member does not
read the paper and he does not know. I have
heard that the cost was $20 000, but I think I
read in The West Australian that it was
$1 2000. It is an absolute abuse of taxpayers'
money that could have been spent in some
other more worthwhile way. The person who
gave me this letter was perturbed that the
Government should have access to his account
number with the building society, and of course
his name. As far as he is concerned his mort-
gage loan is his private business and has
nothing to do with the Government. I-e felt
that the Government was sticking its nose into
his private business where it was not wanted.

I refer now to health matters. Since the intro-
duction of Medicare, the cost of health care in
Australia has increased dramatically without
any corresponding increase in benefits to the
community. In fact, there have been fewer ben-
efits for the people of Australia. We now have a
situation in which people are queuing for medi-
cal care, they are waiting longer periods for
operations, and those people that the Govern-
ment claims to be looking after most are
probably those who are disadvantaged the
most; that is, pensioners and lower income
earners.

I am referring now to the pensioners and the
other low income earners. These people are
finding that they must continue with their pri-
vate health cover one way or another. An
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anicle appeared in the Press earlier in the year
indicating that pensioners were having to go
into private hospitals because they did not
want to wait until the Government could get
around to providing public accommodation for
them in public hospitals. Pensioners and others
are still having to put their hands in their
pockets and take out private health cover.

The Government made a major mistake in
going along with the introduction of Medicare.
It was not needed, because we had one of the
best health care covers in the world. The people
who could not afford private health cover were
covered in various ways. They were subsidised
or had only to register with a private health
fund-such as the Hospital Benefit Fund or
Medicare Private-and state their income, and
they would be covered. We did not have queues
of people waiting for operations; we did not
have people having to shovel out money they
could not afford, something we have now.

It is interesting to see that the Government is
now trying to patch up its costs by ripping-off
the funds of the Lotteries Commission. In last
weekend's edition of The Western Madl the fol-
lowing appeared-

A huge diversion of Lotteries Com-
mission funds to the State Government's
Health Department is leaving scores of
WA charities short-changed by millions of
dollars.

In the past three years the lotteries pool
available to almost 300 charities has
dropped from $6 million to just over $4
million.

Also in that time we have had an inflation rate
in the vicinity of 18 per cent, yet the return to
those 300 charities has dropped by 15 per cent.
So, when we take into account the inflation
rate, the drop is much more.

Federally, we have seen the introduction of
Medicare mark II, with mark III on the horizon
as the Federal Government tries to find ways to
lower the costs of Medicare, which have
escalated dramatically.

In this year's State Budget we see the health
allocation increased by 13.3 per cent when we
are expecting an inflation rate of something
like eight per cent. A similar situation applies
federally.

Mr D. 1. Smith: I am surprised. Here is a
Budget where you are getting a new high school
and a new primary school-

Mr BRADSHAW: Where is the primary
school?

Mr D. L. Smith: Clifton Park.
Mr BRA DSHAW: Not in this Budget.
Mr D. L. Smith: The planning is being done.
Mr BRADSHAW: When it is in the Budget I

will believe it. What about a high school for
Waroona? They have been waiting for more
than 20 years.

Mr D. L. Smith: Australind has preference.
Mr BRADSHAW- In my mind Australind

has no preference over Waroona. All of my
electorate is equal.

As I have said, the allocation for health has
increased by 13.3 per cent. An article here
reads as follows-

Health-care cost soars by $587m.
Health-care spending by the Common-
wealth is expected to rise by almost 10 per
cent this year.

Another article indicates that it will be at least
I I per cent. To continue-

Fee increases, and greater use of the
health service is responsible for a major
increase in medical benefits of $256m.

That was said when this Government backed
up the Federal Government's introduction of
Medicare and when we said that it would in-
crease out of proportion our health care costs.
Once Governments start introducing this type
of supposedly free medicine, people abuse the
system, as is evident, and we end up with a
system like Medicare where the costs skyrocket.

Mr D. L. Smith: Did you write this section or
did your brother?

Mr BRADSHAW: My brother did not write
it. If the member is worried about my brother I
can tell the member that he has not even tried
to get into public hospital sessions. He is obvi-
ously not impressed with Medicare. I have
heard this sort of interjection before, so it is a
little stale.

I move on now to comment on education
and to indicate that I was pleased to see that
the Australind High School would be going
ahead.

Mr D. L. Smith: Hear, hear!
Mr BRADSHAW: It is strange that the mem-

ber should say that because a couple of months
ago I distinctly heard him saying it should go to
Eaton.

Mr D. L. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSH-AW: It sounds like the member

is having two bob each way. I do not recall his
saying that if there was a choice it should go to
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Australind. Nevertheless it is going to
Australind and I believe this is a good move by
the education planning section of the Edu-
cation Department. The member for Mitchell
produced some spurious arguments in support
of his case that the high school should not go to
Australind, but the fact is that the population
growth is at Australind; it has the land there
and it is the logical choice. 1 suppose for politi-
cal reasons that if I were the member for
Mitchell 1, too, would be pushing for a high
school at Eaton. However, the education plan-
ning section of the department has done its
homework; it knows where the children are and
it knows the growth patterns and it is certainly
spot-on in this case. I certainly back the section
on its choice. Sometimes its choice is not
always advantageous in an electoral sense, but
it is unbiased and we should take note of its
work.

On the other hand, even though it is good to
see that the Australind High School has been
given the go-ahead and that it should be up and
running by 1987, we have the situation in
Waroona where the primary school is certainly
below standard. The classrooms are small, old
and decrepit. The Minister visited the school
last year, and apart fromn abusing the shire
council for some unknown reason, he did agree
that the primary school should be replaced. I
was therefore astounded to find that money
was not provided in the Budget for this pur-
pose. The school has been in need of replace-
mnent for some time. The children there are
being taught in substandard classrooms. It is
disappointing that no allocation has been made
for the school this year.

At Pinjarra we have a high school which has
similar problems. its administration area is in a
poor state, with the staff there working on the
verandah. Two of its classrooms were built on a
temporary basis more than 20 years ago. They
are in quite a disgraceful state.

Mr D. L. Smith: For all those years they were
represented by Liberal members.

Mr BRADSH-AW: That is no credit to those
members. Now that I am the member I will try
to make sure that things are improved. I have
had the Minister there to see the situation and I
am astounded that money has not been
allocated for the Pinjarra High School, at least
to renovate the disgraceful rooms I have
mentioned. The Minister saw the school and
was not impressed.

Mr D. L. Smith: Full credit to you for bring-
ing it to his attention.

Mr BRA DSHAW: I thank the member for
Mitchell.

The toilet facilities for staff at the Waroona
High School are such that the staff have to use
the students' toilets, which is not fair, It was
interesting to hear the member for Mt Lawley
claim that the Budget provided $20 000
towards toilets in his electorate. I think that
was about all his electorate received.

1 would not mind seeing $20 000 allocated to
the Waroona High School to build toilets for
the teachers. I do not think it is right that the
teachers should have to use the students'
toilets. The sooner the money is made available
the better.

Mr D. L. Smith: It will be made available
provided this Government is returned for
another three years.

Mr BRA DSHAW: I am not sure the Govern-
ment will be returned. There is more chance of
this work being attended to if we are in
Government.

I want to refer now to the Federal Govern-
menit's tax package. I know it is not a State
matter but the Premier and the Government
have backed the tax package which contains a
capital gains tax and various othcr changes to
the tax system. I am very distressed about this
matter.

In theory it sounds as though the Govern-
ment will get rid of the fat cats, chap down the
tall poppies, and create extra revenue. But the
tax summit, or "tax fiasco", did not address the
problem we should be looking at-that is, to
reduce the size of Government so that taxes
can be reduced. All the tax summit did was to
reorganise the areas from which the taxes
come. Taxes such as capital gains tax will cer-
tainly not be of benefit to the future of
Australia. People need incentives to work and
create wealth, and although allowance for in-
flation is built into the capital gains tax it will
still have an impact on a person who runs a
small business and then sells up. I am not sure
how the capital gains tax will be indexed be-
cause there is nothing to index it against. The
capital gains tax will slash people's incentive to
work harder and build up a business, whether
they be a taxi driver, hairdresser, or whatever.

Mr Bridge: A lot of things you say about that
proposal have considerable merit, but they lose
credibility because you made no attempt to put
those points of view to the forum. This is not
the forum to say those things.
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Mr BRADSHAW: We did not feel there was
any point. The Government tried to take the
easy way out by getting a consensus. I do not
care which Government tries to do it, one can-
not get a consensus on taxation. Nobody wants
to pay taxation; as soon as one puts up a pro-
posal a vested interest will say that, for various
reasons, it is not good enough. If the Federal
Government had guts and wanted to change
the system it should have said, "This is best for
Australia" and done it; not hold a summit to
get a consensus, because that cannot be
achieved.

Mr Bridge: Those of us who share your con-
cern prepared our views, and those views were
critical in many respects.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is being a party to
consensus. The Government should have had
the guts to say it wanted to change the tax
system to make it more equitable or fairer and
said what it thought was best for Australia.
However, it tried to take the easy way out, and
the plan backfired as the member knows. It is
not good enough for him to say that the Oppo-
sition should have put in its plans. Whatever
proposal we put up the Government would
have said it did not like it anyway.

I refer now to farm tax deductions. The pro-
posals in this area are wrong because they are
discriminatory against farmers. Many people
on farms today have to work outside the farm
because the property does not provide a great
return. Farmers have to pay interest rates as
high as 15 to 20 per cent and they certainly do
not earn that type of money on the farm. A
farmer is probably lucky if he is earning a re-
turn of five per cent. Farmers often have to go
to surrounding areas to work and bring in in-
come to pay off the farm. They are being
discriminated against because they are not able
to offset the money they earn in other fields
against the cost of running their farms.

Mr Evans: One of your colleagues in another
place complained that his parliamentary salary
was now being taxed.

Mr BRADSHAW: I cannot help what other
people say. Nobody likes to pay tax, but it is a
fact of life. Why should we discriminate against
people on farms? I ask members opposite to tell
me another business where a businessman is
not allowed to deduct anything he earns if his
business is running at a loss. Farmers are being
discriminated against because they are not able
to offset income earned off the farm. That is
quite ludicrous.

As a result of the move to tax business
lunches 5 000 people have been fired. That will
have a flow-on effect. Think of the effect it will
have on farming areas among people who pro-
vide vegetables, meat, fish, and so on. That
change to the tax system will have huge reper-
cussions throughout the community. The situ-
at ion reminds me a little of that before the
1983 election when the gambling casinos in
Perth and the two-up in Kalgoorlie were shut
down. I hope the tax changes have the same
effect on the Opposition's prospects and will
lead us to Government.

Mr Taylor: Live in hope and die in despair!
Mr BRA DSH-AW: I do not think so. We are

very confident about the way things are going.
We do not believe we will be in despair after
February or March because this Government is
going out of its way to take incentives away
from people. It is taking away incentive from
people who want to make this country run and
improve their lot, The Federal and State Labor
Governments say they have to redistribute the
wealth.

Earlier this year when Senator Joe Valentine
was elected, Senator Peter Cook was reported
as saying he hoped she voted with the Federal
Labor Government because the ALP was the
party which would rip money off the rich and
give it to the poor. Those were not his exact
words. Labor Governments drag everyone
down to the lowest denominator. They do not
realise people must be given incentives to get
on in life. If people cannot aim at making a
profit they give up. This Government's attitude
is to slash the tall poppies and bring them to
their knees.

Mr Bridge: People are digging in their
pockets and that is a good sign. Look at
Telethon!

Mr BRADSHAW: I must admit I was
staggered by the amount raised.

Mr Bridge: Everybody is happy in Australia.
Mr BRADSHAW: If the member went to his

electorate for a while he might find things were
different.

Mr Bridge: I am there every week.
Mr BRADSHAW. In Scarborough?
Mr Bridge: That is not my electorate.
Mr BRADSHAW: I know, but that is where

the member lives.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: The member does not live

in his electorate.
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Mr Burkett: I am there seven days a week. I
am in my office seven days a week. The
bankruptcies in small business now are less
than half of what they were in the last three
years of your Government.

Mr BRADSHAW: There was good govern-
ment prior to 1983.

As I said earlier, interest rates were just
starting to come down when the Labor Govern-
ment was elected. It was not because of the
Labor Government's policies. It was a matter
of fact.

Mr Burkett: It was just a fluke.

Mr BRADSHAW: It was not a fluke, it was
set up by the previous Liberal Government. Is
the Government attempting to take credit for
the rise in interest rates which is now
occurring? I wonder whether Government
members have anything to say to that. The
House is very silent all of a sudden.

As I said this improvement in the economy is
basically due to the wages pause.

Mr Taylor: Do you think then that we should
have floated the Australian dollar?

Mr BRADSHAW: We now have the true
value of the dollar's worth. The dollar has to
find its own level, as far as I am concerned.

Mr Pearce: Why didn't the Liberal Govern-
ment float the dollar? You are dumbfounded
now yourself-either that, or you are just
dumb.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am not dumbfounded,
nor am I dumb. I simply said that I do not
know. I am not an economist.

1 mention now the rural problem, which is
something that this Government does not seem
to understand, nor does it understand the im-
plications of the crisis that is occurring in the
rural community.

Mr Burkett: What crisis?
Mr BRADSHAW: Many farmers are on their

knees, particularly in the wheatbelt. Mortgagee
sales have been occurring.

Mr Tonkin: What did you do when mort-
gagee sales were occurring?

Mr BRADSHAW: There were no mortgagee
sales. They have only recently started to hap-
pen.

Mr Taylor: You had drought after drought
and you did nothing. You didn't even bring
rain.

Mr BRADSHAW: I would ask the Minister
how many drought-affected areas there are this
year-more than there have been in other
years, I suspect.

Mr Evans: One-third of the year before last.
Mr BRADSHAW: And what was the

Government the year before last?
The Government does not seem to realise the

implications that will flow on from this situ-
ation. Once we have farmers being forced to
leave their lands, we will see, perhaps in 20
years' time, cities being put under pressure.
There will be all sorts of urban pressures such
as increased unemployment because of an in-
flux of dislocated rural dwellers, and this will
mean an increase in welfare payments. It is
very important that some help be given to these
farmers who are in this situation.

The Government said today that it wants to
delay mortgagee sales for six weeks. That will
not do a thing. Until the Government comes up
with a better answer and gives some support to
the member for Moore, who introduced a pri-
vate members' Bill dealing with rural mortgage
protection and relief, the situation will only get
worse. The member for Moore's Bill proposes
to do a lot more than the Government is pre-
pared to do at this stage.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [9.55 p.m.j: I be-
lieve the $1 million surplus for which the
Treasurer has budgeted is nothing but a sham
and it indicates that the Government is budget-
ing at the expense of the agricultural vote in
respect of this Budget.

I noted with some amusement the
Treasurer's lauding of himself in a recent
edition of Government Notes, because for the
first time in 40 years there is a surplus. When
the truth comes out-and we see exactly what
happens to this Budget and what happens to
agriculture, people will be aware that that sur-
plus has been budgeted for under a false prem-
ise.

The Burke rhetoric of concern for country
people is particularly shallow, and it is cer-
tainly not reflected in the Budget allocations.
Had the 8.9 per cent increase in the overall
Budget been reflected in the agricultural vote,
agriculture would have been allocated $1
million more than it actually received. There-
fore it is clear that, theoretically, the $1 million
surplus has been achieved at the expense of the
agricultural industry. The 7.1 per cent increase
in spending on agriculture and the 4.5 per cent
increase in the Agriculture Protection Board
allocation indicates the real concern the
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Treasurer has for the agricultural industry be-
cause that is below the inflation rate and there-
fore represents a net deficit on the amount that
was allocated to those two instrumentalities
last year. In the past three years of the present
Government the figures have decreased as fol-
lows: In 1983-84, the total vote to agriculture
went up by 11.8 per cent, which was a good and
just increase; in 1984-85, it went up by 9.3 per
cent, which was about the inflation rate; and, in
1985-86, it is to increase by 7.1 per cent, which
is well below die inflation rate.

If the electors of Western Australia are aware
of what is going on and they use their well-
known commonsense, there will be a change of
Government because on that basis-if they al-
low this Government to carry on-the vote to
agriculture will probably increase by three per
cent in the final term of next Parliament. I
cannot see anybody going along with that sort
of record. The total Budget allocation to
agriculture has been one of which I do not
think any Government can be proud. However,
this Government has set a new record low for
the total amount allocated to agriculture. In
1983-84, agriculture received 1.89 per cent of
total Budget allocations; in 1984-85, it was 1.94
per cent, showing a slight rise; and, this year,
the figure is 1.9 per cent. Again, we are on the
downward slide.

It is time that successive Governments de-
cided that there should be a greater allocation
to the agricultural industry, which contributes
very greatly to the economy of this State and to
the nation as a whole.

When one glances quickly through the
Budget allocations for agriculture, it is
disturbing to note that the allocation to ento-
mology has fallen by 38 per cent. Possibly I am
a little tender on this matter because I have
questioned the Minister at great length over the
past year or two about Argentine ant control. In
the past this has been treated as something of a
joke, but it was not much of a joke when the
people who are building the casino dug a few
holes and found that Burswood Island was
riddled with Argentine ants.

The joke has started to backfire on this
Government which has seen fit to halt the pro-
gramme of eradication of Argentine ants. I will
come to that later on, but I just wanted to make
mention of it now.

[Quorum formed.I

Mr OLD: I was just accused by the deputy
leader of being a bit miserable. I just make it
perfectly clear that I did not call for a quorum;
it was the Whip.

I was talking about the allocation to ento-
mology, to which I will come back later. I am
sure that I do not need to remind the Minister
or the Government that the agricultural indus-
try accounts for one in every three of the State's
export dollars. Agriculture plays an important
pant in the economy of this State and provides
one in every five jobs in WA. That is a tremen-
dous record when one considers that employ-
ment is a key to prosperity. Certainly, the way
the unemployment figures are today-

Mr Gordon Hill: They are dropping.
Mr OLD: They are dropping to a degree

through the efforts of agriculture, even though
the agriculture industry is in a reasonably dis-
tressed area. It is all right to ride on the back of
agriculture and to be proud of the fact that one
million people now live in Perth. Those people
had to come from somewhere, and they came
from country areas. They only came from
country areas because they could find nothing
to do out there. Certainly the Government has
put an artificial floor in some pants of the in-
dustry.

Last week I attended a small function at the
Katanning meatworks at which Skills West '85
was introduced. I was quite impressed with the
fact that the works was able to employ some 20
apprentices to operate the second chain at
Katanning. I certainly applaud that sort of ac-
tivity, but it is an activity that is being financed
by the taxpayers of the country. It is not genu-
ine employment. It is not employment
generated through export. It is not employment
generated by the fact that there needs to be 20
more people employed in an industry which
can afford to employ them. Certainly the
meatworks would employ another 20 people
provided it could see, for instance, that the
price of export mutton was rising; but it is not.
It is not rising because our economy is in tat-
ters. I do not need to go into that. The previous
speaker pointed out some of the problems that
industry and small business are experiencing
with the tremendous burden of taxation. There
is no doubt that unless some relief is given, a
tremendous number of industries will find that
they are facing a very dismal future. Quite a lot
of them will be agricultural industries.

The Agriculture Protection Board is another
organisation which has been hard-hit by the
latest Burke Budget; it received an increase of
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only 4.5 per cent. If we consider the inflation
rate, we find that an increase of 4.5 per cent is
probably a decrease of about 4.5 per cent in
real terms. This followed a 5.6 per cent rise in
the previous year. I do not know why the APB
suddenly does not need as much money as it
has needed in the past. I am quite sure that if it
was offered a bit more it would be able to
spend it. Perhaps the Government is relying on
the fact that the conservationists and the
greenies. who are doing their best to stop con-
trol of kangaroos and donkeys will succeed. I
assure the House that in the event that these
people have their way and there is a lack of
control of numbers of animals which are
wreaking havoc on the agricultural and pastoral
industry, the economy as a whole will suiffer.

I find it hard to believe that people do not
understand that those two vermin animals have
increased to the point of being considered ver-
min in some areas of the State only because of
the activities of the pastoral and agricultural
industries. As the pastoral industries have
opened up more country and more watering
points and have provided some husbandry
which allows more feed, obviously the kanga-
roos have moved out and the donkeys, which
were reasonably well-controlled in the past,
have proliferated. They are now vying in pas-
toral areas with cattle which are the mainstay
of the Kimberley industry, as the member for
Kim berley would be aware.

The Treasurer asserted that he recognised
that agriculture was vitally important to the
economy of this State, but the Budget treat-
ment has not in any way, shape, or form
reflected this philosophy. The Treasurer had a
four-pronged approach to assisting the fanning
community. Two of his strategies were Com-
monwealth responsibilities, one of which
involved Federal fuel taxes and tariffs. His
third strategy was to deregulate transport to a
degree. He has deregulated transport Over a
period to the extent that farmers can now cart
their wool. I am not sure that they can all cart
their wool, but I think they now can do so.
Most of them have missed the bus with this
year's clip because it has been off and gone.

If the deregulation of transport, which has an
estimated cost of $3 million, were averaged
over all farmers it would be worth somewhere
in the vicinity of $177 a farmer. It is a move in
the right direction. I do not want to appear to
be knocking the concept of deregulation be-
cause we on this side of the House are commit-
ted to it and will see that it occurs; but when we
deregulate transport, it will be deregulated, full

stop. There will not be any of this nonsense
about Westrail running trucks and that sort of
thing.

The Premier's lauded extension of exemp-
tions under the fuel franchise levy is quite
fraudulent because he has said that the Govern-
ment would remove State tax on fuel that is
used on farms. All distillate that has been used
on farms has been exempt anyhow, so there is
nothing new there. The Premier said that he
will exempt from the fuel franchise levy the
petrol used on farms. That is very interesting. I
am quite sure that when the Minister replies he
will tell us how this will be monitored. Some
farmers use a lot of petrol on farms, especially
at harvest time. Some of then have SP headers
which are powered by petrol engines. Some of
them use diesel so they have always had that
advantage. But those people who use SP
headers will certainly get some advantage at
harvest time. Anyone who considers the overall
situation, however, would find that the great
majority of farmers would use their fuel off
farm, in transporting their wool, stock, and so
on to Perth and to local bins.

I would like to know just how this will be
monitored. I recall that when the farners
demonstrated at that marvellous taxation con-
ference the Prime Minister addressed them and
agreed that one of their biggest problems was
the price of fuel and the Government impost
on it. Every member of this House would agree
that the Government impost and excise on
fuel, both Federal and State, is a major part of
the overall cost of fuel. It represents something
like 60 per cent.

The Prime Minister agreed to give some re-
lief. He said, -I want you to go away and work
out a system whereby we can give you that
relief and come back and tell me how to do it,"
They never came back and told him, because
by the time they got around to thinking about it
the Prime Minister had changed his mind and
option C of the taxation paper had been tossed
out by the great consensus conference. The
Prime Minister had therefore broken his under-
taking to reduce the price of fuel.

That is another story and it is one which
should be to the eternal shame of the Prime
Minister. If one has given an undertaking
which has nothing at all to do with the confer-
ence on taxation-it was purely an opportune
time for farmers to gather in Canberra when
there was a great gathering of people to discuss
this taxation "reform"-one should honour it.
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The Prime Minister immediately said, "We are
not going to give you any rebate on fuel; you
can go away and forget it."

I would be terribly interested to know how
far the National Farmers Federation got in
deciding how to identify fuel used on and off
farms. When the Treasurer or the Minister for
Agriculture replies to the debate he will give
chapter and verse exactly how this is to be
done.

I recall during the war that petrol for the
services was coloured. Aviation fuel was
coloured blue, and any guy found with blue
petrol in his tank went for a row. The
authorities also put some pretty smelly stuff in
it to disguise their use of power kerosene. I
recall some farmers used mothballs in the pet-
rol tank; they reckoned that was tremendously
good for deodorising the stuff that the Army
had put in to identify it.

The Government has some problems ahead
of it. I am sure it has thought about them and it
will tell us exactly what it will do. The 7.1 per
cent rise in the total agriculture vote is a re-
minder of the low priority this Government has
put on the agricultural industry, when one
takes into account that the increase in the De-
partment of Premier and Cabinet was 46 per
cent, the increased allocation to the Public Ser-
vice Board was 74 per cent, and the increase to
the Deputy Premier's Office was 34 per cent.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you talking from one
Budget to the next?

Mr OLD: That is right, and that is what I am
talking about in agriculture, so it is comparing
apples with apples.

The increase in racing and gaming was 24 per
cent-a most important industry which must
overshadow agriculture at 7.1 per cent. There
was a 22 per cent rise in community services.
These are the sorts of things which make
people dissatisfied.

I do not think the Treasurer or the Govern-
ment can justify the fact that agriculture has
been downgraded in a year when it is trying to
build itself up.

I was interested to hear yesterday that the
Government or the Cabinet had decided to
have a six-weeks' moratorium on mortgagee
sales. That is a positive step. I do not know
what will happen after the six weeks. If the
Government needs six weeks to think about
how to control mortgagee sates, I doubt if it will
find an answer-

What concerns me to a large degree is the
fact that there is a private member's Bill before
this House, introduced by the member for
Moore, which probably provides the basis of
relieving a good deal of the problem from
undervalued selling which has started in this
State.

I am not saying that the Bill is the complete
answer to the problem. What I am saying is
that it is a basis to overcome the problem.
When the member for Moore delivered his sec-
ond reading speech, the debate was adjourned
by the Minister for Agriculture. Last week the
Minister for Agriculture spoke in reply to that
second reading speech and gave quite a disser-
tation from a number of documents which had
obviously been prepared by financial houses
and economists in the Department of
Agriculture. There were some good arguments
in those points which the Minister brought for-
ward.

I was disappointed when immediately the
Minister finished his speech the Government
Whip adjourned the debate. That Bill is now at
the bottom of the Notice Paper and I guess it
will fall off, judging by the haste with which the
Government wants to get out of the House. It
will receive scant attention from now on.

If the Government were serious in its desire
to control these mortgagee sales, if it thought
this was at least a vehicle, although it needs
some tidying up, surely to goodness it could
have been accepted, not on the basis of trying
to kill it but trying to polish it up to the stage
where it would be acceptable to the financial
houses, to the economists, and to the farming
community. It seems to me that we will end up
with nothing. It makes one wonder whether the
fact that the Bill was introduced by the member
for Moore, a member from this side of the
House, made it immediately unacceptable to
the Government.

I have a few words to say on the situation at
Herdsman Lake. I am sure the Minister for
Agriculture would be disappointed if I did not.
I asked the Minister a question which was
answered today. The question was as follows-

Have any moves been made to enter
Herdsman Lake in the Register of the
National Estate?

The answer was "Yes". I asked-
If so, will this have any effect on the

treatment of Argentine ants in the lake
area?
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The answer was "No." Finally, I asked-
Is this contributing to the delay in

recommendations being received from the
technical advisory group?

The answer again was "No."
I find it puzzling that the technical advisory

group, which is made up of people well-versed
in the main in the control of Argentine ants,
has been unable to come up with a report for
the Government by now. I am sure the report
will not be received until the Parliament is
prorogued and we go to an election. I am quite
sure that the public will not learn what is in
that report.

We have already missed a complete year of
control of Argentine ants in the Herdsman
Lake area. We have put industry at risk. Herds-
man Lake, as is the site of the casino, is within
a short distance of the metropolita n markets.

Herdsman Lake is not very far from the sea-
board where we have some of our greatest agri-
cultural export business at the Kwinana Grain
Terminal. While I am not saying Argentine
ants will walk down there, let me assure mem-
bers that they are very adept at hitching rides
in fruit cases and so on. We have only to get
them into the Metropolitan Markets, or in the
Kwinana Grain Terminal, and our export in-
dustries will come to a full stop. In fact, if they
are ever detected in iron ore there will be a ban
on imports from Australia by most of the
countries to which we export today.

This is a very serious proposition. I have no
quarrel at all with Herdsman Lake being under
the control of the World Wildlife Authority; I
think it is admirable and we are very lucky to
have a facility such as Herdsman Lake within
the metropolitan area where visitors can be
taken down to see avian wildlife in profusion,
and people can go around the rushes to find
frogs and other wildlife, It is a wonderful fa-
cility to have, but it should not be permitted to
stop the control of the Argentine ant.

The conservationists are very quick to tell us
that the chemical used for the control of Argen-
tine ants-and admittedly it is a harsh chemi-
cal and one which has a long residual ef-
fect-can affect the wildlife on the lake. Maybe
it can, but members should not forget that the
control has been going on there for some time
to the extent that it has been centralised on that
lake. We have that area to clean up, as well as a
couple of other lakes in the northern part of the
State, most of which has been declared free of
Argentine ants. We have almost licked the
problem after spending millions of taxpayers'

dollars to clean up this unwanted pest, I put it
to the House that perhaps we should put up
with the possibility of some deleterious effect
on the wildlife on Herdsman Lake for a year or
two, keep the silver gulls out-and I know
people are starting to worry about the pro-
fusion of silver gulls now, as they seem to be
taking over the lake-and perhaps we wilt be
able to protect the newly-hatched birds. It
seems to me that the conservationists who talk
about the effects of the chemical on the adult
birds have no regard for the nestling birds
which, when barn, are invariably attacked by
Argentine ants and virtually eaten alive. I can-
not understand anybody who has a regard for
wildlife countenancing such an activity as that,
and I am quite sure that if the Minister were to
explain to the World Wildlife Authority the
disadvantages of allowing Argentine ants to
continue in great profusion on the lake, he
would get some support.

There was a great idea about drowning the
Argentine ants, and I found that quite fascinat-
ing. There has certainly been no move to drown
them. There was talk of raising the water level
of the lake to get rid of the Argentine ants. As
far as I know, Argentine ants will live for a
good six weeks under water, and probably
longer. It amazes me that they can do so, but
certainly that is the time they can exist under
water. I ask the Minister whether we are trying
to stop the programme completely. Is that the
reason the allocation for the entomology
branch of the Department of Agriculture has
bee n reduced by some $ 550 000? Are we econ-
om isi ng to give the Treasurer half of h is surpl us
by putting our export industries at risk? If we
are, I call on the Treasurer and the
Government to come back to earth and get on
with the job of eradicating the ants, because the
time has come to get really dinkum about it.

Another point I wish to raise concerns the
education system. It is a fairly small thing from
a Budget point of view but a very big one from
the Point of view of service to the country.
When I visited one of the schools in my elector-
ate recently, I was told that the services of a
visiting teacher, who came to the school three
or four times a year to advise and assist in
teaching children with hearing problems, were
to be curtailed because of the lack of funds. In
looking into this problem, it seems to me that if
in fact the service is to be curtailed through
lack of funds, it will probably result in a saving
to the Government of a maximum of $40 000;
and that relates to the amount of money
allocated to travel. I do not think there are any
plans to cut down the number of teachers who
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are involved in this very essential service. The
plans are that they will visit less frequently and
thus save money in travel. I believe that to be
an unwarranted cut. If the department was
looking at saving $500 000 or $1 million,
maybe one could find some rationale for it, but
if it is only to save that small amount of money
then it is a criminal thing to do. I have asked
the Minister by way of question on notice,
which was answered today, whether the fre-
quency of visits by teachers of the deaf to
country schools to advise on teaching methods
was pant of the Education Department's pro-
gramme, and he answered as follows-

Assistance is provided to country
teachers who have hearing impaired chil-
dren in their class in a number of ways.
Visits by visiting teachers, the provision of
advice by staff at the Hearing Assessment
Centre, and the provision of resource
packages all contribute. The number of
visits varies. In some country centres
where there is a resident with expertise,
visits by Penth-based teachers are not
required.

Then I asked if the visits were to be reduced
and, if so, what were the reasons for the re-
ductions. The answer was-

Some cuts have been proposed in term 3
but the effect of these proposals is being
reviewed by senior officers of the Depart-
ment.

I can only appeal to the Minister and ask that if
an investigation is being conducted by senior
officers of the department they do take into
account the small amount of money that will
probably be saved and the amount of incon-
venience and misery that will be experienced. I
know of one family engaged in work in the
Katanning district which has a child with hear-
ing afflictions. The family feels it will have to
shift to Penth if in fact it cannot get the service
that is currently provided for their child.
Another child is being taught at Kobeelya, and
I spoke with the principal last week. The child
in question is leaving this year but Miss
Mayger said she would be very happy to attest
to the necessity to have that travelling teacher
in town to give some assistance and guidance
in the teaching of deaf children.

It is a small thing from the point of view of
expenditure, but it is a very big issue to country
centres and 1 am sure that the Minister, in
reviewing the matter, will have regard to the
fact that country people are disadvantaged.
They are not able to put their children on a

special bus in the morning and have them'
transported to the excellent centre out near
Herdsman Lake where deaf children are given
expert attention and are consequently able to
take pant in normal community life. The same
service should be available in country areas.

The dairy industry is in a rather bad state
and I was very pleased to hear the Minister
recently say that Western Australia was not
prepared to accept the cuts proposed by Mr
Kerin on a nationwide basis as Western
Australia had disciplined its own industry to
the extent that it was an innocent party to the
problem which had been caused by overpro-
duction. I would give the Minister every sup-
port in any action he desires to take with the
Common wealth in ensuring that there is no cut
in Western Australia, because if there is it is
totally unjust. In fact, it would be one of the
most unjust things that could happen to the
dairy industry. While the industry is not big at
the moment, it has the potential to grow.

In the last Budget the Commonwealth saw fit
to impose a 10 per cent tax on ice cream. That
sounds like a small matter, except that a lot of
milk and milk products are used in the manu-
facture of ice cream, as the Minister for
Agriculture would well know. While the Com-
monwealth may be justified in imposing a sales
tax on ice cream of certain types-such as the
confection-type ice cream; one can walk into a
delicatessen or supermarket now and find 550
different types of exotic ice creams-the main
product is ordinary vanilla ice cream which is
put in fairly large containers and sold through
the supermarkets. Indeed, it was recently
recognised by the Australian Bureau of Stat-
istics as a staple food. A tax of 10 per cent on a
staple food is in itself mischievous and counter-
productive because people will stant to cut
down on the amount of ice cream they use and
that will reflect very seriously on the dairy in-
dustry. It is only the tip of the iceberg, because
if the Government sees fit to tax that product I
have no doubt the next thing to be taxed will be
flavoured milk, again a product which plays a
very important pant in the Western Australian
dairy industry; from there it could have ramifi-
cations throughout the industry. I ask the Min-
ister for Agriculture to have a good look at that
point and ensure that the Commonwealth is
well-aware of the dangers of taxing a staple
food industry.

I was disappointed, in the light of the
collapse of the dairy industry through overpro-
duction, to note that the WA Dairy Industry
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Authority went ahead with the issue of 24 ad-
ditional whole-milk licences; the writing was
well and truly on the wall when those licences
were issued. I was also disappointed in the ac-
lion of the Government in abolishing the Dairy
Assistance Plan. That plan was accepted by the
industry-in fact it was imposed by the indus-
try-and the people were happy to go along
with it; it saw the building up of a fund which
could have been very helpful in times of stress
such as we are currently experiencing. How-
ever, that is water under the bridge now.

Wine imports of course are of great concern
to the fledgling wine industry in WA. When I
say "fledgling wine industry", obviously we
have a wine industry which is almost as old as
the history of European settlement in WA, but
new areas have opened up in the past 20 years
which have now become very productive and
which are producing quality wines which will
continue to be exported to the Eastern States
and overseas.

The Government's action in imposing a 10
per cent sales tax on wine and reducing our
tariffs on wine from 20 per cent to 10 per cent
was one of the most stupid things that has ever
been done. The Government attempted to hide
behind the General Agreement on Tariffs and
Trade for its action, but it has failed so far to
justify that action. It is a decision the Govern-
ment will wear for a long time. it is certainly
something the wine industry is currently wear-
ing because if one walks into a liquor store
today one sees the quantity of imported wines
is certainly much greater than it has been in the
past. Fortunately for the WA wine industry, the
Austrians saw fit to put glycol in some of their
wine, although I think only two affected bottles
were found. If one puts a drop of Ratsack into a
vat everybody gets frightened and they do not
buy that brand of wine, so maybe we should
float a few more of those stories around.

I know the State Government is well-aware
of the problems and seriousness of this ni~atter
affecting the wine industry. It is an industry we
should nurture at every opportunity because it
is growing. It supports many people and this,
together with the Government's stupid tax on
business lunches, will have a very marked ef-
fect on our ability to market wine. Some of the
wineries in the great southern and the south-
west have connections with various restaurants
and supply them direct. Certainly it seems that
in the Mt Rafter area the wineries have
ongoing connections. Their wines have always

been favourably received by the restaurants
and the bars, buc if those restaurants close, the
wine industry will suffer even more.

In the little time I have remaining to me I
want to mention the Liquor Licensing
(Moratorium) Act and the way it is being ap-
plied. I was disappointed to discover that on
the second attempt to get a licence for the Lake
King Tavern-a tavern which is on a site as
isolated as one could get in the southern part of
WA-athough the applicants were successful,
the licence carried a premium of $20 000. That
seems to be a tremendous amount of money
and I can assure members that the people in
Lake King, who are building this tavern with
money from a company which has been formed
among the locals in order that they may have a
meeting place, cannot afford it. That is really
what it is all about because currently drinking
is done in what is called the hole in the wall, or
the old road transport pant of the Westrail
siding. This matter becomes very important
when one finds that the developers of the
Burswood Island Casino did not have to pay a
premium for a licence.

Mr MacKinnon: That is a bit rough.

Mr OLD: It is rough all right. The Merlin
Hotel owners had to pay $181 000. 1 think it is
time the Government justified its action in ap-
plying one set of rules to one applicant and
another vicious set of rules to another. The
amount of $20 000 is nothing to the Govern-
ment, but it is a lot of money to the people of
Lake King who are trying to build this tavern.
It would help if we could even get the premium
halved-it is within the power of the Liczensing
Court to do so, and that has been confirmed by
Hon. Des Dans who said in answer to a ques-
tion, "it is true. Under the Liquor Act the
Licensing Court has discretionary powers in
the matter of waiving the premiums to do with
liquor licences." If that is the case I would
appeal to the Minister in another place-I have
already written to him on this subject and have
asked him to give consideration to it-to either
waive the premium on that licence and any
other licence that is granted to a remote area or
to at least chop it in half.

Mr Court: They seem to have a secret for-
mula for working out what people pay for li-
cences.

Mr OLD: I do not know what the formula is,
but I would like to know because it is terribly
inconsistent.
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MRt BIAIKIE (Vasse) [10.40 p.m.J: I am de-
lighted to have the opportunity to speak on the
Budget debate. I would not have missed the
opportunity for anything. I intend to give the
Government a Salvo Or three or four.

I want to refer to a number of matters, and as
a representative of the south-west corner of the
State I intend to make some comments about
the recent Port of Bunbury dispute and the
remarks that were made by the Mayor of
Bunbury (Mr MacKenzie). in addressing a pub-
lic gathering he commented about the fact that
there were four sets of Governments in
Australia-Federal Government, State
Government, local government, and union
government. He was very critical of the fact
that union government was running the
country and was seriously affecting his town.

Mr Davies: You don't pay entertainment tax
on him, do you? He must be a scream.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister for the Arts
should not be suggesting an entertainment tax
on the mayor because he was certainty justified
in making those comments. His town under-
went a most traumatic experience during the
recent port dispute. It cost the town millions of
dollars and brought to the south-west a type of
dispute which it had not previously seen. It
boiled down to the fact that union militants
were using their muscle to get rid of previously
well-satisfied members of the Waterside
Workers Federation and a very weak-kneed
Government allowed that to happen.

Mr D. L. Smith: It was not the Waterside
Workers Federation; do not blame the
wharfies.

Mr BLAIKIE: I never said that. The Water-
side Workers Federation had given the com-
munity there great service for many years.
Musclemen from other unions moved in while
a weak-kneed Government stood by and
virtually took no action at all. That dispute cost
the town of Bunbury dearly-many millions of
dollars, not only in the loss of wharfage fees
and other goods and services which would have
been provided by way of stevedoring and
victualling of vessels, but also because the
American Navy did not berth at the port dur-
ing that period. I do not know whether mem-
bers of the Government support the visits of
the American Navy to Western Australian
ports. I strongly support such visits. I believe
that not only are those ships welcome in the
Port of Bunbury, but also people there are
pleased to accommodate the American sailors
and take their tourist dollars.

Mr D. L. Smith: They are welcomed by the
member for Mitchell.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is a pity the member is not
more vocal in Bunbury where his voice might
count, rather than being a little echo here.

That was one of the side effects; the
American Navy did not berth there, and the
effect has been ongoing. The dispute has had a
long-term effect on industry in the area which
depends exclusively on the ability to ship out of
the Port of Bunbury. I lodge a strong criticism
-of this Government and the Minister for
Transport (Mr Grill) and the Minister for Em-
ployment and Training (Hon. Peter Dowding)
for their inability to get this issue resolved
much earlier. Members of the ALP may well
say it is not the Government's role to resolve
disputes. That is absolute nonsense! One only
needs to go back over recent years to see the
major industrial disputes in Western Australia
where Governments of the day took action and
resolved those disputes.

I refer to the Noonkanbah dispute where
militant unions said no drilling would take
place at that site. They defied the Government
of the day which then ensured that drilling took
place and that the goods were carried to the top
of the State to enable that drilling to go on.
That is one example of the Government acting
in the interests of the people and within the law
of the State.

I refer to a prior dispute; in this case a mem-
ber of Parliament at the time, Mr Skidmnore,
was or had been a member of the flour millers
unton. A situation arose in which the flour
millers union said it would not permit flour to
be delivered. The Government ensured that the
laws of the land were upheld, and the flour was
delivered. That was another dispute which was
broken by the action of the Government. Dur-
ing the ]ate 1970s a dispute arose involving the
shipment of live sheep. That was another oc-
casion on which the Government stood by
people who were working within the laws of the
land and ensured that the sheep were loaded
and that the ships were allowed to leave once
they were fully loaded. Again the industrial dis-
pute was broken. There are many precedents
for what Governments can do.

Mr Laurance: When you have a Government
of some resolve.

Mr BLAIKIE: Yes. It can ensure that people
can go about their lawful business.

The Government did nothing in relation to
the Bunbury dispute; nor did it do anything in
relation to the dispute at Albany.
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Mr D, L. Smith: That is untrue. The dispute
was resolved because of the intervention of the
Government and the visit by both Ministers
and their industrial advisers.

Mr BLAIKJE: The industrial advisers may
have had some influence on the scene but the
impact of the Ministers was absolutely zilch.
The dispute laboured on for some two or three
weeks-that is the appropriate term to use.

Government has a role in disputes; it can get
out and attempt to break the disputes. This
Government did nothing in relation to the
Bunbury Port dispute. That dispute cost the
city and the region literally millions of dollars;
indeed, the final cost still has not been deter-
mined.

Mr Tonkin: Why have we had fewer disputes
under this Government?

Mr BLAIKIE: If the Leader of the House
wants to pursue that further he might also ex-
plain why the Government decided to allow all
charges against John O'Connor to be dropped
without his being dealt with by the law. What
the Government did in that instance was to
ensure that a trade unionist was able to act
outside the laws of the land. It has resulted in
more unionists adapting a more militant atti-
tude and being more irresponsible than before.
The Minister was quite irresponsible in his
comments about disputation.

We will have another debate on how the
Burswood Island casino will overrun its budget
by $60 million. The reason, no doubt, is that
the unions have assured the developers that
there will be no dispute on the site because the
developers have paid the price for peace and
will pay even further. In the end it is the com-
munity which pays because of a weak Govern-
ment not prepared to stand up and defend
people who operate within the law. The
Government closes a blind eye to those people
and allows the mob rule of unionism.

I said earlier that the cost of the dispute has
not been finally determined. That will not be
known for some time because a number of
companies are concerned about the future of
their shipping contracts. I refer specifically to
the ilmenite in the area. Westralian Sands Ltd,
Cable Sands, and Amalgamated Minerals have
major contracts in the mineral sands induscry.
Thai industry is the lifeblood of the south-west.
It was the lifeblood through the mid-1950s
when it first got under way. It is the corner-
stone of mineral development and of develop-
ment of the Port of Bunbury. Alumina and
woodchips will be exported from the Port of
186)

Bunbury. However, it is my view that the min-
eral sands industry has allowed that develop-
ment to take place. I wonder whether the mem-
ber for Mitchell agrees with that point of view.

Mr D. L. Smith: The foundation of the min-
eral industry is coal, but the mineral sands in-
dustry has contributed a great deal.

Mr P. J. Smith: We would like the member to
tell us how he would solve these disputes.

Mr BLAIKIE: I would assist in solving the
dispute by ensuring that the laws of the land
are upheld and that any person who breaks the
law is pen alised. I would not do as the member
for Bunbury and his colleagues have done and
allow people to flout the laws knowing full well
that the laws do not apply to them.

In August this year West ralian Sands
announced that it would proceed with a $65
million ilmenite upgrading plant at Capel and
that it had received approval for such a plant
from the Environmental Protection Authority.
That is a massive plan and it is also a massive
injection of funds into the area. It ensures the
continuance of West ralian Sands and the ex-
pansion of its involvement in the Bunbury re-
gion.

Mr D. L. Smith: It is a good example of what
a good south-west company can do with the aid
of a good Government.

Mr BLAIKIE: Irrespective of the comments
of the member for Mitchell, Westralian Sands
has given outstanding service to the com-
munity. It has not been without its critics in the
community. Most of the criticism has been re-
lated to the production of monazite. I have
always stood by that company and I will con-
tinue not only to stand by it but also to defend
it for its products and its contribution to the
south-west. I will defend it also for what it has
provided to the south-west.

This is an important project. Another
company which, through the production of il-
menite, has made a great contribution to the
development of the south-west and a company
which is subjected to constant carping and
criticism is the SCM chemical company. Its
turnover for the fiscal year 1986 will be in ex-
cess of $60 million. Its export earnings in the
same year will amount to in excess of $40
million. it will pay wages into the Bunbury re-
gion in excess of $8 million. It will purchase
over $22 million worth of raw materials and
services. It employs over 300 people and pays
corporation tax of over $5 million.
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This company has, for some time, undergone
a number of attacks. Many of those attacks
have been related to the discharge of effluent.
However, that has been the sole responsibility
of the Government. The company has been
operating under a charter and it has provided a
very important base for the region and for
progress of the region. Much of the criticism
appears to have come from the Labor Party,
certainly when it was in Opposition. I admit
that the members who criticised the company
seem a little quieter now they are in Govern-
ment.

Mr D. L. Smith: While it is reputed to be the
cornerstone of development of the region, you
cannot ignore the environmental problems it
causes.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am not ignoring them. I have
not heard the member for Mitchell speak about
SCM chemicals or its contribution to the re-
gion. In Government we will work with the
company to overcome the chemicals problem
and will be involved with the company in
changing its processing. I assure the House we
realise the importance of this company and its
contribution to the development of the region.
It is an important employer. We will accept our
responsibility in Government to ensure that
the effluent problem is solved. If that means
looking at a further change to the processing
plant, we will work with the company to
achieve that.

The items I wish to refer to in the Budget
Papers are many. The first matter is that of
land tax. In 1983-84 the Government collec-
tion of land tax amounted to $42.5 million. In
1984-85 it was $49.7 million. In 1985-86 the
projected revenue from land tax will be about
$54 million. In the two-year period there will
be an increase of $12 million. I have done a
quick mathematical calculation and have come
up with the result that that will total a 28 per
cent increase in revenue for land tax. It is
interesting that the Government's advertising
campaign relating to taxes and charges con-
veniently omitted the increases in land tax.

The advertising brochure also stated that in
the three-year period under the Burke Govern-
ment the inflation rate had been 21 per cent. It
stated that electricity charges, gas, SHC rates,
State fuel tax on petrol and country water
charges had increased. It made no comment at
all about land tax. From the Government's
Budget papers it can be seen that land tax rev-
enue has risen from $42.5 million to $54
million this year- I have already indicated that

that is an increase approaching 30 per cent.
The- Government has also announced this year
that it has made a 10 per cent across-the-board
reduction on all land tax charges. If it were not
for that 10 per cent reduction, the increase may
well have been around 40 per cent. It is hyp-
ocritical of the Government in the extreme to
say that it has held charges below the inflation
rate. It is a blatant lie and an attempt to hood-
wink the people with mistruths. Most certainly
the Government has not done as it said with
regard to land tax.

Members who were in Parliament in 1983
will remember the election only too well when
the Government said that it would keep petrol
prices down. The member for Morley-Swan
was obsessed with keeping petrol prices down,
and during the election advertising Brian Burke
was described as the best new Premier in
Australia who would keep petrol prices down.
The member for Morley-Swan said that he
would keep petrol prices down and so too did
all members who now occupy the Government
benches. What a pack of lies.

Notwithstanding the charges the Govern-
ment imposed, it held a special meeting of Par-
liament to pass the legislation quickly so that it
could control the price of petrol. Let us con-
sider what has happened since. Petrol was 30c
a litre and it is now well in excess of 55c of
litre.

I can assure the member for Bunbury that we
shall mount an advertising campaign in
Bunbury reminding the people of the promises
he made in connection with petrol prices and
how the Government has failed to keep those
promises.

Mr P. J. Smith interjected.

Mr BLAIKIE: Any time the member for
Bunbury would like to debate this issue with
me in the south-west, I invite him to nominate
the time and place. My time at present is lim-
ited but I would be happy to discuss this
further with the member for Bunbury at
another time and in another place outside the
House. I would be happy to appoint the mem-
ber for Gascoyne, not as my second but as the
person who will look after my interest, and the
member for Bunbury can let him know where
he would like to meet me and what media
should be present. I would be delighted to dis-
cuss with the member the Government's per-
formance and its keeping of promises on petrol
prices, particularly in the south-west. I would
even be prepared to allow the member for
Bunbury 10 minutes longer in which to speak.
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In fact, I will talk to the member for Bunbury
and the member for Mitchell on the same sub-
ject so that they can both go down.

Despite the special sitting, these charges have
continued to rise. During the Address-in-Reply
debate I referred to water charges and I intend
to do so once more to ensure that mny com-
ments are on the record. The Government has
said that it has not increased the price of water.
However, it has not taken into account what
happens when valuations within an area
change. A change in valuations has a profound
effect on the amount people pay for rates and
charges, particularly in relation to water. The
Government has mounted a huge advertising
programme which states that, irrespective of
what people see on their water bills, the Burke
Government has not increased rates and
charges. If, however the charge has increased it
is only by a minimal amount. The Burke
Government asks people to believe what it says
and to take no heed of what is on their ac-
counts.

For example, I refer to the case of ft. K. P.
and J. E. Scott of Lot 85, Gifford Road, and
part Lot 17, Unit No. 8, Dunsborough. In
1983-84 the charge for the lot was 3711.07.
This financial year the charge is $1 1 35.49.
That is a dramatic increase of several hundred
per cent.

Mr P. J. Smith: What is the valuation on the
land?

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Bunbury can
talk about valuations for as long as he likes. If
the Government promotes an advertising cam-
paign in which it tells the people of Western
Australia that charges have not increased, it
must carefully explain to those people whose
valuations have changed, how that will affect
them. The Government has failed to do this.

I refer now to drainage rates: In the same
area under similar circumstances I ref er to the
case of .1. A. Sue of Ambergate via Busselton,
and Lots 2358, 2359, 2360, and 2361. in the
last financial year the charge for drainage for
these lots was $629.20 and this year the charge
will be $845.58. Thai is a significant and dra-
matic increase. On the one hand the Govern-
ment is advertising far and wide the fact that
charges have not increased while on the other
hand many people-and I could name dozens
of them-have found that their charges have
increased quite dramatically.

The Government has embarked on a system
whereby it has not told all the tr-uth and it
should have done so in order that people can

understand why their rates and charges have
increased. Their understanding at the moment
is that the Labor Government is dishonest. I
concur with and share that view. The advertis-
ing carried out by this Government has been
completely dishonest. I ask the member for
Bunbury what the increase in drainage rates
has been in his area.

Mr P. J. Smith: I do not have any.
Unfortunately, we are still using a Liberal Party
system.

Mr D. L. Smith interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: Why not? The member for

Mitchell said that it had been abolished and the
member for Bunbury has said that he does not
have any.

People who live in one part of the south-west
pay exorbitant drainage rates while people who
live in other parts of the south-west pay no
drainage rates at all because it is convenient for
the Government. lust as the member for Mt
Lawley said earlier, it is pork-barrelling at its
worst.

What the Government has done has been to
attempt to pull the wool over everyone's eyes.
However, the electors who have contacted me
are not confused or convinced by the Govern-
ment's electioneering campaign, its advertising
programme, and they are concerned about
what the Government has done.

I turn now to address the subject of Crown
grants, and my concern here relates to the
amount the State is estimated to receive for
1985-86 in comparison with the actual amount
received in 1984-85. Receipts from Crown
grants last year totalled $3.8 million; the
expected receipts for 1985-86 total $23.3
million. I asked the Treasurer question 1167 so
that I could have an explanation for this
expected increase of $ 19 million. He replied as
follows-

(1) and (2) The projected increase in rev-
enue from Crown grants reflects the
impact of proceeds from special land
sales and transactions for the 1985-86
year. The situation is best explained
by the following sumnmary-

Source $
Burswood Island casino site 9 400 000
Clearance of credits from
Karratha and Wickham-ex
To)wnsites Development Corn-
mnittec-projects from
Treasurer's advance. This does
not represent additional sales
but has been created by a
transfer of credit balances 3 325000
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Source $ The Government received $9 million from
Payment from the Rural & In- tesl fteln nwihteBrwo
dustries Hank representing Chanof s e blt.d on undestan the Bresons
share of profits from land salesCaioibenbul.Indrtdthrass
in Hamersley and Carine areas 2 500 000 for this, because the casino legislation passed
Sale of former Department for through the House last year. I was critical of
Community Services land at that legislation because the public land could
Bridgewater 2 300 000 better have been utilised by remaining avail-
Payment of profit and interestabefrftepulc upos.Ithby the Shire of Wanneroo in re-abefr utepblc upos. fth
lation to a subdivision arising developers had $20 million to spend on land
from a land exchange at they could have bought a commercial site.
Padhury as part of the overallMrBrttSoefyurclagsae
Whitford's Nodes acquisitionMrBretSoefyurclagsae
programme 1 728 000) more honest than you. They not only voted in
Sale of the former research favour of the legislation, but they actually
station at Woodlands 1 600 000 crossed the floor.
Contribution by. the City, of Mr MacKinnon: Something you never do.
Melville to assist In maximusingMrLAKEIacethtmyolags
public open space in relation toMrB IKEIacetht yolags
the redevelopment, of the for- might express their point of view in that way. I
mer Bicton quarantine station 300 000 am expressing my point of view. I want the
Other departmental "Crown Government to explain just what has gone on.
grant" revenue including theThmoehanobenudtolwraxs
sale of land to other Govern-Thmoehantbenudtolwraxs
ment departments and My concern is that it has been used to fiddle
agencies, local government, pri- the books to give the Government a balance it
vale organisations and the pub- does not deserve. No doubt a full examination
lic including the sale of closed of the Budget papers will show more of this. As
roads, pedestrian access ways Ihv xliercit rmCongat
etc. as well as specific lots and Ihv xliercit rmCongat
locations 2 165 000 are expected to increase from $3 million to $23

.___ million.

$23 318 000 In the time left to me I will comment on the
.Department of Conservation and Land Man-

That gave a total of $23.3 million, representing agement. I have a great many questions to ask
an increase of $19 million over last year. The about the South West Development Authority,
actual funds paid into revenue from receipts but it seems that time is against me. Legislative
from Crown grants totalled $4.4 million last changes have meant that we now have a De-
year. My research shows that over the past partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
three or four years the figure has been in the ment, which has taken over the role of the old
order of $4 million or $5 million. This year we Forests Department, the National Parks Auth-
face a substantial increase of some $19 million ority, and the wildlife section of the Depart-
on last year. ment of Fisheries and wildlife. So, for the first

I am concerned that the Government has not year we find an allocation for the Department
given a complete explanation of how the full of Conservation and Land Management and
amount of these funds has been used. I am that allocation is for a sum of $47.976
concerned that the Government may have been million-virtually $48 million. We are told
involved in selling off the farm to balance the that the department employs 901[ people.
Budget. I ask now for the Treasurer, when I made an assessment of allocations and staff
responding to the debate, to give a full and numbers last year for the organisations
proper explanation and account of why we see replaced by this department and the figures
an estimated dramatic increase of money from make interesting reading. The wildlife section
Crown grants. of the Department of Fisheries and Wildlife

Mr D. L. Smith: It is a better utilisation of employed 55 wildlife management officers at a
Crown assets. cost of $1 .278 million. The National Parks

Authority had 102 officers and a budget of $3.2
Mr BLAIKIE: It could well be that the million. The Forests Department had 612

Government has been selling off the farm. Ilam officers and a total expenditure of $34 million.
suspicious that the Government has been sell-
ing State assets, a practice I believe to be un- When the total of those departments and or-
wise. I have a suspicion that is what the ganisations is arrived at we see a figure of some
Government has been doing. $39 million is being expended with some 760
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officers being employed. We have now moved
from a Budget of less than $40 million to one
approaching $48 million. We have moved from
a department with 750 officers to a new depart-
ment with in excess of 900 officers; so within
that short space of time there has been a very
significant budgetary increase and a substantial
increase in personnel.

1 question the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management about the reasons for the
rise in the budget and the increase in the num-
ber of personnel. It is very easy for Ministers to
say that an increase in allocation and in person-
nel occurred simply in order to allow the organ-
isation to grow, but it is much more important
to ensure that the money is being spent wisely
and satisfactorily. The whole basis of our argu-
ment when we opposed amalgamation of de-
partments to form the Department of Conser-
vation and Land Management was that there
would be a real danger that the department
itself would not be identifiable. Where the For-
ests Department was once identifiable as a
single unit, it has now been brought into a total
mammoth structure with a national parks body
identified as a single unit now part of a large
organisat ion.

Some of the fears we expressed are certainly
reflected in the Budget and I want the Minister
in due course to give a full and proper expla-
nation of the circumstances.

I raise a further matter during the few min-
utes I have remaining which relates to the For-
ests Department and its expenditure. The
member for Scarborough indicated what the
Government was going to do about
privatisation.

Mr Burkett: No, I did not say what the
Government was going to do. I asked what the
Opposition was going to do, if one day it be-
came Government, if it lives long enough.

Mr BLAIKIE: Members might be interested
to know that the Department of Conservation
and Land Management has some nine aircraft
and the total budget in 1984-85 for those air-
craft was $429 000.

I do not want any members to assume that
the Liberal Party in Government will sell the
aircraft-far from it-but what I certainly will
be doing is looking at the expenditure and
establishing whether that sen-ice could be car-
ried out by a private organisation and whether
there would be any diminution of the ser-vice
which the Department of Conservation and
Land Management now provides. In addition
to that, some fairly significant instances have

been cited; this is one area that will be
investigated. I do not want any member op-
posite to go off on a tangent and to imagine
that the member for Vasse has said the aircraft
will be sold; far from it. The aircraft certainly
will not be sold but the ownership of the air-
craft by the Department of Conservation and
Land Management will be fully and properly
investigated.

MRt LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [11.25 p.m.]:
The only good thing I could find about this
Budget is the way it has been marketed and
presented so professionally and at great cost to
the taxpayers of Western Australia. When
people work out just how well it has been
presented, one day soon, the taxpayers of this
State will begin to understand how much this
Government is spending on marketing by its
public relations advisers, because that is the
only thing I can see that has really changed. I
must admit the Government has done it well
but at tremendous cost to the people of West-
ern Australia.

Of course, part of that PR machine has tried
to prove to us that costs have flat gone up and
that we really are a whole lot better off.
Unfortunately, no matter how good the PR ma-
chine is, it will not wash with a lot of people.
The public are becoming increasingly more dis-
cerning in regard to these matters and are be-
c:)ming far more critical of the Government
and they are starting to appreciate that it is
only the PR machine which is telling them
these things when in fact they know it is not the
case at all.

In addition, the Government has made a
number of blunders in trying to promote its
own case by following up some of its budgetary
and other measures with personal approaches
to lte taxpayers and the electors. Most of those
sche-nes have backfired.

It is quite wrong, for instance, for the
Government to seek from building societies
private information relating to letters fromn
those societies. The Government recently gave
a considerable amount of money to the build-
ing sozieties in order f~r them to be able to
contain interest rat .ncreases, interest rates
which are at their ighest real level in the his-
tory of this countr . A deal was done with the
building societies in order to try to contain
further increases and not to make the position
even worse for our citizens. The Government
followed up this move with a letter to those
people who had building society mortgages of
up to $75 000. I understand that each building
society as part of this arrangement had to pro-
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vide confidential information to the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet in order that an
electioneering-style letter could be sent out via
the building society computers.

A courier went around to each of the build-
ing societies involved and collected many ad-
hesive address labels which were to be placed
on envelopes and letters which were prepared
by the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Unfortunately for many people, when the com-
puter produced the names of those people who
had mortgages up to the figure of $75 000 it put
various information on the adhesive address
labels. A number of building societies could
actually process that information about bor-
rowers if the societies had the lender's loan
account number on the adhesive address strip.
Many people contacted me to indicate that
they were incensed about the Government's ac-
tion in doing that, and pointed out that they
had received a letter from the Department of
Premier and Cabinet relating to their mortgage.
Further, it has written on the front of the envel-
ope for all to see the loan account number.

I think that highlights the degree to which
this Government has intruded on people's priv-
acy to get hold of those people who have a
mortgage and then for a substantial number of
them, to obtain the loan account number' I
think that is a gross invasion of privacy, and
this Government has much to answer for in
delving into people's lives in that way. It can-
not help itself. It makes a move by committing
taxpayers' funds in that way. It has a PR ma-
chine to help it in its operation overkill by
following up with a letter which can reach its
target only by a gross invasion of privacy. I
voice my objection to that method of oper-
ation. That backfired, as did other letters which
have gone out to a number of other people.

In the northern suburbs a letter went to a
number of people telling them that their rates
had gone down because of the Burke Govern-
ment's support for differential rating. in a
number of cases, because of the different
system of rating, people's rates had gone up;
and we are aware of .- es where a person
received a rate bill which -,as $200 more than
last year, and that was follvwed up shortly af-
terwards with a letter from the Premier telling
them how lucky they were and that he was the
person responsible for putting their rates down.
It cost $21 000 to send that letter out. One
would need a good PR machine to impress
people with that sort of approach. Many of
those letters have not been received all that

well, and gradually the weight of this PR ma-
chine is having a negative effect which will be
to the detriment of the Government.

We have witnessed the deceitfulness of the
Government in trying to claim that it has not
increased taxes and charges to anywhere near
the amount it has, but there has been a 52 per
cent overall increase since the Government
came to power. When one gets down to real
terms, the amount of real increase this year is
not one per cent but is closer to three per cent.
That shows that the Government will go to
enormous lengths and use an incredible
amount of taxpayers' money through its media
machine in order to convince people of some-
thing they know is not true. The community is
aware of increases in every field but the com-
munity can see that costs have gone up.

I want to concentrate on some of the areas
that have not been highlighted by the Govern-
ment's media machine. One should look at the
small increases that are heavy indeed, particu-
larly for some of my constituents. How can the
Government claim that its overall increases
have been held to something like one per cent
when one looks at the items in the estimated
revenue of the Government in the Marine and
Harbours Department? for instance, rents in
that department have increased from $435 000
to $ 1.598 million. That is well in excess of a
threefold increase in rents.

There are fishermen involved in the fishing
industry around the State, but particularly in
my area, who will be faced with rent increases
of something like 300 per cent. Let the Govern-
menit send them a letter and tell them what a
wonderful Government it is! Let the Govern-
ment impress them with a four page lift-out in
the Sunday Times telling them how wonderful
it is and that its costs and charges have been
kept down.

Let us now look at the area of small boat
harbour fees. The revenue expected by the
Government from small boat harbour fees will
be $385 000, up from $156 000. That is more
than a 100 per cent increase.

Those are a couple of examples of the sort of
increases being imposed by this Government.
They are absolutely massive, yet the Govern-
ment is trying to convince people that what it
has done is financially responsible and lower
than previous increases by former Govern-
ments. There is no way that the Government
can impress anybody that it has been able to
keep charges down when one sees the massive
increases which have been imposed.
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There are a number of other matters I wish
to deal with in relation to this Budget. One
matter I refer to is the land information system.
I will be raising this in more detail when I get to
it during the Committee stage but I have same
queries for the Minister for Lands and Surveys
regarding, firstly, the revenue expected from
that particular programme and the expenditure
that is outlined in the Budget. When one looks
at the estimated revenue for the Computing and
information technology section, one sees the
land information system will produce revenue
of $140 000 this financial year. That is an in-
crease from $36 000. That computerised
system is beginning to produce some revenue
for the State. However, when we look at the
cost of that operation in Part 3 under the
Deputy Premices Divisions, we see that the
land information system support Centre will
have expenditure of $2.353 million.

I was of the opinion that the land infor-
mation system would be to the point of soph is-
tication that it was paying for itself, and the
increased revenue from that source would be
starting to pay for the cost of operating the
system. Obviously, we are nowhere near that
point yet because the Government will be
expending $2.353 million this financial year on
the land information system support centre,'
while revenue of only $140 000 will be
forthcoming from that area.

I also want to touch briefly on the Tourism
Commission vote because it is interesting after
the revelations that have come to light in this
Parliament about the operations of the Western
Australian Tourism Commission. There have
been a number of significant changes, particu-
larly with the chairman and the managing di-
rector of the commission.

In the 1984-8 5 financial year, the chairman's
salary was $62 638 and the managing director's
salary was $45 000. It was revealed at the time
there was a chairman and managing director
and that the deputy chairman of the com-
mission was also receiving $31 000 a year as a
consultant to the commission. The impropriety
of that was raised in this Parliament. It was
made clear that there was no way that someone
sitting on the board as a commissioner in the
position of deputy chairman of the commission
should also be receiving remuneration as a con-
sultant to the commission. I made the point
strongly at the time that I had no objection to
his occupying either of those positions, but that
it was improper that he was occupying both at
the same time.

Despite the protestations of Government
members that I was attempting a character as-
sassination of that person, it was interesting to
note that after I raised the matter earlier this
year, the chairman was sacked and the $31 000
consultancy came to an abrupt end. In fact, the
matter was raised about March of this year and
I believe the consultancy ended in about March
of this year. As Mrs Malaprop was wont to say,
"That was a remarkable coincidence"! When
the matter was raised in Parliament I said that
it was improper that someone should be
remunerated as a commissioner and also as a
consultant. At that stage the consultancy
ended.

However, surprise, surprise! That person be-
came acting chairman on a sa'ary of $31 000. Is
it not remarkable that it is exactly the same
salary, within a few dollars, of the amount no
longer being paid as a consultancy fee and that
that amount is being paid to the acting chair-
man? It was convenient for the Government to
hide what had obviously become an embarrass-
ing situation. It therefore decided to pay Mr
Atkinson the same money for a different job. It
enabled the managing director to move up
more than $ 10 000 a year, and with other
perks, his salary is in the vicinity of $60 000 a
year. That was not considered in the Bill when
it was before this Parliament not very long ago.
The Bill did not come back to the Parliament
for it to ratify such an appointment.

It is interesting also to note that in the Tour-
isnm Commission vote, there is an amount of
$225 000 for the promotion of the Swan Val-
ley. I thought it was interesting that the Tour-
ism Commission will be spending thrl money;
it is fortuitous that the Government is mount-
ing a campaign in the Swan Valley.

Mr Clarko: Was it not another coincidence?
Mr LAURANCE: it may well have been.
Mr MacKinnon: Is there an election soon?
Mr LAURANCE: It seems to be a distinct

possibility.
I wish to move on to the items in the Budget

specifically associated with the electorate of
Gascoyne. Firstly, an amount of $240 000 has
been allocated in the votes for the Department
of Conservation and Land Management for the
Ningaloo Marine Park. I asked where those
funds would come from. I was disturbed to find
in the answer given to me in reply to question
1094 that $170 000 had been allocated from
the Australian Bicentennial Authority and
$170 000 is a State contribution for capital
works connected with the project. The
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1 170 000 from the Bicentennial Authority is
obviously part of the $1 million grant for the
State commemorative programme for the bi-
centennial which was to be funded equally by
the Federal and State Governments. I was de-lighted that the Ningalon Marine Park would
feature as pant of the bicentennial commemor-
ative programme for the State. However, I
think that the area is being short-changed by
the announcement that $340 000 will be spent
as part of the Budget as though it was a normal
Budget expenditure when half is being funded
through bicentennial funds.

I am sure that many local people feel this
grant will be allocated for a specific purpose
and used to develop something that would be
opened as part of the bicentennial programme.
If we chip away over the next few years at the
amount of $ I million, there will be many disap-
pointed people in the community.

There is a long way to go with the dedication
of the Ningaloo Marine Park. The Minister for
Conservation and Land Management indicated
that he intends to declare the marine park
under the existing conservation and land man-
agement legislation rather than introducing
separate legislation. He has committed himself
to bringing forward another report and
obtaining comments on that. We therefore
have a long way to go before the park becomes
a reality. I trust that he will continue to take
notice of the local advisory committee and con-
sult the local community. The Minister has
indicated that he is prepared to be flexible on a
couple of contentious issues. I am pleased.

An amount of $45 000 has been allocated
through the Marine and Harbours Department,
and that sum will be used for the completion of
ocean and ground investigations required for
the proposed fishing industry service facility
near Badgingarra Creek. 1 have learned that a
cyclone wave and storm search study will be
completed, and bore holes along the proposed
alignment will be undertaken by contract.

This $45 000 is most welcome to continue
the work that has been carried out in the past in
order to be able to determine the best spot for a
fishing industry facility. It is badly needed in
that area. Because Exmouth relies so heavily on
its fishing industry and the tourist industry, it
requires a number of boating facilities. In fact,it requires two because unfortunately it has
now been proven that recreational boating
needs are quite separate and different from the
requirements of the professional fishing indus-
try. The Government is to be commended for
continuing that programme of expenditure in

order to ensure that we know exactly where this
facility should be built. It is to be hoped that
there will be a further allocation in the future
so that the facility can be proceeded with.

The present Minister for Works, when he
had responsibility for this area, commenced
this funding, so I am grateful to him for that.
At the time he gave a commitment that the
Exmiouth facility would be built after the Jurien
Bay facility. I understand that the Jurien Bay
facility is well-advanced so people at Exmouth
are hoping that the priority that was estab-
lished some time ago by this Government will
be adhered to and that they can expect that
while this year they will get only an amount for
study to be continued, in the near future they
will be able to attract substantial funding for
that facility to proceed.

There is also an allocation of $ 100 000 to the
Marine and Harbours Department for the
building of a new jetty at Denham. That expen-
diture is also welcome. Like a number of other
places around the State, the jetty at Denham
was destroyed, not by a storm, but by a cyc-
lone. For some years now the fishing fleet has
had to use other facilities. The jetty has not
been available to the fleet, and it has not been
worth repairing. However, the $100 000
allocated in the State* Budget will allow com-
mencement of construction of a new jetty and
some dredging to extend the basin area that
already exists for the fishing fleet. That work,
along with the new jetty, will be of considerable
value to the fishing fleet at Denham which has
increased in size and productivity in recent
years.

There is also an amount in the Water Auth-
ority's vote of some $1 million for the
Carnarvon water supply scheme. That is for the
three categories of country water supply, irri-
gation, and drainage. Under those three head-
ings the total amount is just short of $1 million.
I commend the Government for continuing the
level of spending undertaken in recent years by
the previous Government and now by this
Government of about S I million a year to con-
tinue to expand the existing water supply
scheme at Carnarvon. That is only upgrading
and extending the existing scheme as far as
possible, but it does not allow for any major
expansion of the system in the future.

Water supplies at Carnarvon have always
been a problem and there is nothing in sight
that would indicate that the problem will be
overcome. There is a need to continue research
because there must be an answer. As the Minis-
ter knows, a study is currently being
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undertaken on an off-stream storage proposal
in the Yandoo Creek area. That may be the
answer. I do not think anybody really knows
whether it is or it is not. Some study has been
done by experts and local people have
contributed substantial funds. One would hope
that the Water Authority will continue to inves-
tigate the proposal. At the moment, the impact
of that scheme is being studied by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. The Minister for Water
Resources, by way of answer to a question in
the Parliament only a few days ago, indicated
that the report from the Department of
Agriculture has been or was about to be
received in the next few days and that he would
then be in a position to indicate whether
further work would be done on the Yandoo
Creek scheme.

That is only one of several possibilities that
could be used as an adjunct to the main water
supply scheme at Carnarvon. I implore the
Government to continue to look at all the
options and alternatives. One that has been
dismissed by the Water Authority is the possi -
bility of a new bridge across the Gascoyne
River adjacent to the existing high-level bridge
with some farm of barrage incorporated in it.
There has been a Main Roads Department pro-
posal for a new crossing on the Gascoyne River
closer to the town and at a much wider section
of the river. I am sure that if the decision was
taken to build a second bridge alongside the
existing one at a narrow part of the river, a
considerable amount of money would be saved.
Perhaps that saving could be put towards build-
ing some sort of barrage in the new bridge.

Mr Taylor: You lot are never happy. The
member for Mt Lawley complained that we
spent nothing in his electorate and you grizzle
when we do spend money in yours.

Mr LAURANCE: No, nothing is being spent.
I am referring to a problem which I hope the
Government will address in the future.

Mr Gordon Hill interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Not at all. In fact, if the

member wants me to get onto that, I can only
say that the record of Labor Governments has
been abysmal in respect of the water supply. If
members really want me to go back, I remind
them of the total hypocrisy of the Labor
Government. it even abused the Queen. In
early 1974, the then Premier of the State went
to Carnarvon and said, "Today the Queen,
when opening the Federal Parliament, will an-
nounce that the Australian Government will
pay for a dam on the Gascoyne River". The

Government did not come forward with one
cent. In fact, the existing water supply scheme
was set up totally with State funds.

Mr Burkett: That wasn't the Burke Labor
Government.

Mr LAURANCE: It was not, but it was cer-
tainly a Labor Government. It was a totally
cynical effort and a con trick conjured up by
Mr Whitlamn and Mr Tonkin. They abused the
Queen's position by getting her to announce on
a day that Mr Tonkin by a remarkable coinci-
dence happened to be in Carnarvon, that the
Commonwealth Government would pay for a
dam on the Gascoyne River. Nevertheless,
Labor lost the seat of Gascoyne and lost
Government. The Whitlam Government forgot
the Queen had ever said that and not one cent
was forthcoming from the Federal Government
for that water supply scheme. Thus the record
of the Labor Government is absolutely abysmal
with respect to the Carnarvon water supply
scheme.

I move on to the matter of housing because
the allocation of funds to my electorate
compared with that made to others has been a
totally cynical exercise. I asked the Minister for
Housing what the projected programme for
Homeswest in the Gascoyne electorate was
now that the Budget had been brought down. I
asked him for the details of the Common-
wealth-State housing programme and the Abor-
iginal housing programme in the towns of
Exmrouth, Carnarvon, and Denham. He said
that three homes under the Aboriginal housing
scheme were programmed for Carnarvon and
that no new construction was intended for
Exmouth and Denham. So there we have three
communities-a large one at Carniarvon which
has a growing population and has had a strong
demand for housing of all types including
Government housing since I have been in the
Parliament-yet not one house is to be built
under the normal Comnmonwealth-State hous-
ing programme and only three are to be built
under the Aboriginal housing programme.

It is disgraceful and it is totally cynical of the
Government. When I was listening to the re-
gional news for the Kimberley and the north-
west I heard the member for Pilbara say that an
amount in excess of $11 million will be spent
on housing in the Pilbara this year. She also
elaborated on what the Labor Government was
doing and how good it was. The people in my
electorate would have heard that announce-
ment and they will know what the Government
is doing. The Government is totally cynical be-
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cause on the one hand it is pouring funds into
the Pilbara electorate and on the other hand it
is giving the impression that it is spending an
enormous amount of money on housing in this
State. However, the results will not be seen in
my electorate because it is L'eing spumned by
this Government. My elch#-rs will know that in
excess of $11 million will be spent on housing
in order that the Government can keep the seat
of Pilbara.

In a definite attempt to shore up the seat for
the member for Pilbara, the Government is
pouring millions of dollars into that electorate
and it has spent virtually nothing in the
Gascoyne electorate. It has made an allowance
for three miserable Aboriginal housing units to
be built in Carnarvon and there will be no ex-
penditure on housing from the normal Com-
monwealth-State housing project.

This year's Budget would be the worst per-
formance by any Government in the history of
Carnaron. At no time has a growing com-
munity like Carnarvon been starved of housing
funds as it has under this Government.

It is an absolute disgrace and the Govern-
ment has a hide to tell the electors in the Labor-
held seats surrounding my electorate that it is
spending millions of dollars on housing when it
is providing a miserly few houses in my elector-
ate.

Mr Taylor: We will be spending a lot there in
1986.

Mr LAURANCE: We may well do. It will
make up for the lack of funding under this
Government. Next year the Liberal Govern-
ment-

Mr Taylor: Your electorate will be better
represented by a person who will be better than
you.

Several members interjected.
Mr Burkett: You spend a lot of time at

Scarborough.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for
Scarborough lives at Scarborough.

Mr Burkett: I live closer to the electorate of
Gascoyne than you do and 1 get to the airport
more quickly than you.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for
Geraldton lives in Inglewood and the member
for Kimberley lives in Mosman Park. I am the
only member from electorates in the north who
owns a home in and lives in his electorate.

Mr Burkett: You live in City Beach.

Mr LAURANCE: Members opposite are
jealous.

Mr Burkett: I live in the next street to you.

Mr LAURANCE: I thought the member
lived in Scarborough.

Mr Burkett: I work in Scarborough seven
days a week.

Mr LAURANCE: I tell my electors that I live
in the shadow of the member for Scarborough's
electorate when I come to the city to attend
Parliament.

Not only is the Government starving my area
of housing funds, but it also has the most rid-
iculous policy which makes the people who live
in or purchase homes from Homeswest second-
class citizens. I will not accept that people who
purchase homes from Homeswest are forced to
take a title that is second rate compared with a
title other people can expect if they obtain a
mortgage in the normal way. This Government
has seen fit to make the persons to whom I
have referred second-class citizens. It has ad-
vised people that they can buy Homeswest
homes at enormous interest rates which are
higher, in real terms, than any other interest
rate and, unlike the people who obtain an ordi-
nary mortgage, they have to obtain not only a
mortgage, but also a caveat in order that the
only way they can sell their home is to sell it
back to Homeswest.

The Government says that it will give a
guarantee to the buyer. However in a recent
issue of the Sunday Times a Homeswest
spokesman said that if the price requested for
the house is not acceptable it will negotiate the
deal. What a purchaser of a Homeswest home
will have to do is to go on hen ded knees and
ask Homeswest if he can sell back to it the
house he bought from it. If a person buys a
home on the open market he is not required to
obtain a caveat on the title in order that he
must seek permission from the vendor when he
wishes to sell the property.

Mr Read: He is guaranteed.

Mr LAURANCE: He is not guaranteed. The
caveat prevents him from selling the property
and no-one can convince me that it will be
anything but a second-class title.

The Government introduced this new
scheme on 19 June and says that it will review
it in November this year. The policy deserves
to be placed in the wastepaper basket and that
is where it should stay.
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Mr Burkett: It is interesting to see that the
Burke Labor Government's policy on spat pur-
chases of Homeswest houses has not resulted in
one vendor complaining about the manner in
which it was transacted. In the northern sub-
urbs there has not been one complaint. I think
the member is overdramatising a little.

Mr LAURANCE: People have complained
to me that while that condition is on the title
they will not buy a Homeswest home. It does
not make any difference in Scarborough, but it
makes a lot of difference in towns in the north
of the State. The only way in which the popu-
lation of country towns can become stable is
for people to own their properties. I am a sup-
porter of a policy which allows people to buy
their own homes because they take a greater
pride in them.

Prior to the Court Liberal Government, the
houses at Exmouth were not able to be pur-
chased by tenants. We encouraged the purchase
by tenants and the policy which was
subsequently introduced by this Government
has discouraged that.

This Government has increased the valu-
ations of the Properties substantially and in
many ways it has tried to put a spoke in the
wheel of the people trying to purchase their
own homes. I believe that it is because the

Labor Party does not agree with people owning
their own homes. It wants people to be locked
into a rental situation and it wants to go back
to the days of Salvado where people leased
land. The Government is not prepared to en-
courage people to buy properties.

Mr Burkett: Was the first homebuyer scheme
a Liberal or Labor scheme?

Mr LAURANCE: It was both.
Mr Burkett: Every builder has said that in

the last 21/2 years his business has increased in
metropolitan Perth.

Mr LAURANCE. This Government is dis-
couraging people from purchasing their own
homes and as far as I am concerned, it is de-
plorable.

Those are my comments on the Budget. The
only good thing about it was the way in which
the PR machine went to the public.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Leader of the House).

CONTRACEPTIVES AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 12. 10 a. rn. (Wednesday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Statistics

980. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:

(1) On the basis of the most recent stat-
istics available, how many employees
are there within-

(a) the Department of Industrial De-
velopment;

(b,) the Technology Development
Authority; and

(c) the Small Business Development
Corporation?

(2) In respect of what date or dates does
this information apply?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) (a) The Public Service Board estab-
lishment report of 8 October 1985
states that the Department of In-
dustrial Development has a total
of 130 permanent positions. One
of these items, the corporate plan-
ner, has been double-counted and
the figure should read 1 29- This
anomaly has been drawn to the
attention of the Public Service
Board. Of this total of 129 perma-
nent positions, eight are attached
to the Minister's office, seven to
the Industrial Lands Develop-
ment Authority, one to the Small
Business Development - Corpor-
ation, Bunbury Office, and one to
the Small Business Development
Corporation regulation review
committee. In other words, there
are 11 2 positions within the De-
partment of Industrial Develop
ment;

(1b) eleven;

(c) twenty-six.

(2) (a) 8&October 1985;

(b) 30 September 1985.;

(c) 9 October 1985.

ENERGY

Stale Energy Commission: Vegetation Clearing
Activities

1038. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is the Main Roads Department con-
cerned at the road verge clearing stan-
dards currently being implemented by
the State Energy Commission and
when did the concern first become ap-
parent?

(2) Was there a noticeable increase in
severity of State Energy Commission
verge clearing operations prior to
1983?

(3) (a) Since 1 January 1983, has the
State Energy Commission
consulted the Main Roads De-
partment giving prior notice of a
change in practice to road verge
vegetation clearing beneath

existing powerines;
(b) does the State Energy Com-

mission give notice to the Main
Roads Department when plan-
ning to route powerlines along
country road reserves for which
the department is responsible;

(c) if so, does the commission always
fully brief it on the amount of
vegetation clearing that will be
involved both for initial construc-
tion and subsequent mainten-
ance?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (3) From time to time in the past
the Main Roads Department has
expressed some concern on several oc-
casions on the clearing practices of the
State Energy Commission along
declared highways and main roads. In
early 1984 there was an apparent
change in clearing practices by the
SEC.
Earlier this year Cabinet directed the
SEC and the MRD to discuss an ac-
ceptable clearing profile. Some dis-
cussions have taken place but I under-
stand that the matter has not yet been
finalised. It is accepted that both the
commission and the department have
responsibility in this area which some-
times overlaps, especially with rela-
tively narrow road reserves. I under-
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stand that it is SEC policy to give no-
tice of planned activity in the road
reserve.

PLANNING: CANAL DEVELOPMENT

Dawesville: Development

1070. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) With regard to the proposed
Dawesville cut, why has the Govern-
ment not put a moratorium on devel-
opment at the site of the proposed
cut?

(2) Does the Government intend to have
a moratorium on all development in
this area?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) A moratorium on development at the
site of the proposed Dawesville chan-
nel would be premature prior to the
completion of detailed engineering in-
vestigations and the environmental re-
view and management programme.
Furthermore, most of the land around
the channel is currently zoned rural
and development is restricted without
any need of a Moratorium.

(2) Once the engineering investigations
and ERMP are complete and the
Government has made a decision to
proceed with the channel, then a
moratorium will be placed on all de-
velopment on affected land.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Powertines: Road Verges

1073. Mir STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Following Cabinet's decision on re-
sponsibility for vegetation clearing be-
neath State Energy Commission
powerlines, was the opinion extended
to the Main Roads Department of
managing native flora on road verges
beneath powerlines?

(2) (a) Does the State Energy Com-
mission give prior notice to the
Main Roads Department when it
plans to clear road verge flora
from beneath existing powerlines
along country roads for which the
department is responsible;

(b) if "No", in what manner is the
option conveyed by the State En-
ergy Commission?

(3) (a) Are the State Energy Com-
mission's road verge clearing ac-
tivities continuing regardless of
whether or not options are
offered; or

(b) has the State Energy Commission
agreed to defer further clearing
until the matter is resolved; and

(c) consult with the Main Roads De-
partment prior to carrying out the
road verge clearing?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Yes, for major lines;

(b) not applicable.
(3) (a) If the authority does not take up

the option, the SEC feels com-
pelled to undertake the work;

(b) no;
(c) discussions are continuing be-

tween the MRD and SEC on an
appropriate clearing profile.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Journalists

1089. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Will he please advise on the place-

ment, department by department, of
each of the journalists identified by
the Australian Journalists' Association
as being employed by the State
Government?

(2) Does any department employ a film
crew or other team of persons with
capacity for film and/or video pro-
ductions?

(3) If so, what are the details?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) I assume the Leader of the Opposition

refers to the membership list
published in the annual report of the
Australian Journalists' Association.
Essentially, the placement, depart-
ment by department, is similar to that
under the previous Government.
I would remind the member that the
Director of Public Relations for the
previous Government is on record as
saying that the then administration
employed moire than 80 journalists.
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By the member's awn count, there are
significantly fewer than 80 journalists
recorded as being employed by the
present Government. I would point
out to the member that most of the
people employed as journalists by the
Government were hired by previous
administrations.

(2) and (3) The information is being
obtained and will be provided in
writing to the member.

WATER RESOURCES
Consumers: Statistics

1090. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What is the total number of water con-

sumers-
(a) in the country water supply area;
(b) in the metropolitan water supply

area,
and in each of those categories-

(i) domestic;
(ii) other than domestic?

(2) What proportion of the income of the
Metropolitan Water Authority is paid
by-
(a) domestic;
(b) non-domestic,
consumers?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) The numbers of properties paying

rates or annual charges for water as at
30 June 198 5 are as follows-

(a)
Country

(b)
Metro

0i) Domestic 83 419 340 045
(ii) Other ihan domn-

estic 60225 62425
(2) The member will be aware that the

Metropolitan Water Authority ceased
to exist on 30 June 1985; therefore
after that date there is no income.

MR KEITH GALE
Consultant: Department of Premier and

Cabinet
1112. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) As a consultant employed by the De-
partment of Premier and Cabinet,'
what other employment does the

Government allow Mr Keith Gale to
generate from additional business and
consulting activities?

(2) Is Mr Gale required to obtain Govern-
ment approval before accepting (or
continuing any other consulting or ad-
vising employment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Any which does not involve conflict of

interest.
(2) No.

HEALTH: NURSES
WA School of Nursing- Salaries

1117. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it a fact that employees of the West-

ern Australian School of Nursing can-
not receive their salaries in either cash
or cheque?

(2) Is it also a fact that employees of the
Western Australian School of Nursing
can only have their salaries paid into a
bank or building society?

(3) Why is it not possible for these em-
ployees to direct that their salaries be
paid into a credit union?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No. Staff can receive cash under an

arrangement with the National Bank,
which has an agency on Royal Perth
Hospital premises, or any branch of
that bank. Staff can withdraw their
pay in full on presentation of an
identification savings card. The West-
em Australian School of Nursing
meets all bank charges except for SID.
This arrangement was arrived at fol-
lowing negotiations with the appropri-
ate unions.
With regard to payment by cheque,
there are some staff currently paid by
cheque. New employees are not
entitled to be paid by cheque as a re-
sult of the settlement of the 38-hour
week agreement and the restriction
that is contained in clause 6 of the
Nurses' (Public) Hospitals Award.

(2) No. Employees can elect to also have
their salary paid into two nominated
credit unions, namely Health Services
Credit Union or Nurses Credit Union.

(3) See (2).
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EDUCATION
Estimates: Discrepancy

1123. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

Why does the estimate for Education
in the 1984-85 Estimates show as
$688 110 000 yet in the 1985-86 Esti-
mates show as $688 043 000?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The 1984-85 Estimates included
$67 000 under Item 1-Salaries for
three staff attached to the Country
High School Hostels authority. In the
1985-86 Estimates the CHSHA is
shown as Division 63 under the Edu-
cation and Planning portfolio.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Accommodation: South-west

1126. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

What plans does the Government
have to provide additional or
improved housing accommodation for
teachers in-
(a) Manjimup;

(b) Pemberton;

(c) Northcliffe; and

(d) Nannup?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) to (d) Needs in each of these areas are
assessed each year in accordance with
demand, and the requirements of
other areas.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Trump Card (Australia Fty Lid)
1127. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:

(1) (a) is it a fact that the Department of
Consumer Affairs has
investigated the operations of
Trump Card International in
Western Australia;

(6) if'"Yes"-
(i) is Trump Card International

involved in illegal pyramid
selling;

(ii) is the Department Of Con-
sumer Affairs concerned
about any aspects of the oper-
ations of Trump Card Inter-
national;

(c) if "No" to (a), does the Depart-
ment of Consumer Affairs intend
to investigate Trump Card Inter-
national?

(2) (a) Has Trump Card International
been investigated in other States;

(b) if "Yes", with what result?
Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes. Investigations are still in prog-

ress. The Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs will not comment further at this
stage.

(2) (a) Yes;
(b) discussions are continuing in

South Australia between the De-
partment of Public and Consumer
Affairs and solicitors for Trump
Card International; in Tasmania,
the company has been advised
that it is believed to be a pyramid
sales scheme by definition under
Tasmanian law.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Hearing Problems.' Advisers

1137. Mr OLD, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Further to question 1030 of 1985,

what is the frequency of visits by
teachers of the deaf to country schools
to advise on teaching methods for pu-
pils with hearing problems?

(2) Has the frequency of visits been
reduced, or are they to be reduced?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), for what reasons are
the reductions being made?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) Assistance is provided to country

teachers who have hearing impaired
children in their class in a number of
ways. Visits by visiting teachers, the
provision of advice by staff at the
Hearing Assessment Centre, and the
Provision of resource packages all con-
tribute. The number of visits varies.
In some country centres where there is
a resident with expertise, visits by
Perth-based teachers are not required.
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(2) and (3) Some cuts have been proposed
in term 3 but the effect of these pro-
posals is being reviewed by senior
officers of the department.

FISHERIES: SNAPPER
Shark Bay:, Conditions

1138. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Has consideration been given to con-

ditions governing the Shark Bay
snapper fishery, and the involvement
of fishermen who traditionally fish the
area?

(2) If "Yes", what are the criteria
governing the entry of fishermen into
this particular fishery?

(3) Will the fishery be limited to
fishermen who have consistently
fished the area over the previous five
years?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) A snapper working group consisting

principally of industry-nominated
members has been established to
formulate advice to me on the man-
agement of the Shark Bay snapper
fishery. The working group has not yet
finalised its report- The working group
has announced that it favours limited
entry. However, the proposed criteria
for entry and management rules are
still being debated.

(2) See (l).
(3) The criteria for entry have not yet

been decided.

FISHERIES: SNAPPER
Shark Bay: Boats

1139. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries:
What is the estimated number of boats
which the Shark Bay snapper fishery
could support on a year round basis?

Mr EVANS replied:
The Shark Bay snapper fishery is
highly seasonal with peak catches be-
ing taken in June and July. Many
vessels operate only during this period
of the year on snapper and then move
to other species in other areas.
If the core snapper fishing areas were
required to support vessels on a year-
round basis, the number of vessels
would have to be less than 20.

ENVIRONMENT: HERDSMAN LAKE
National Estate Register

1141. Mr OLD, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Have any moves been made to enter

Herdsman Lake in the register of the
National Estate?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) will this have any effect on the

treatment of Argentine ants in the
lake area;

(b) is this contributing to the delay in
recommendations being received
from the technical advisory
group?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) No;

(b) no.

STATE FINANCE
"Eix gratia " Payments

1151. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:

Will the Minister list for me ex gratia
payments paid during the year ended
30 June 1985 totalling $318 7557

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Legal costs i ncu rred i n
defending various court ac-
tions-including the John Pat
coronial inquiry $135 918

Payments to members of the
public in lieu of criminal in-
jury compensation

Loss or damage to clothing or
personal etnectsof Govern-
ment officers

Payments in lieu of salary and
other entitlements

Supplement to parliamentary
and judges' pensions

Costs incurred in the appoint-
ment of a commissioner for
the Shire of Carnarvon

Payment of damages awarded
aga inst a crosswalk attendant
for injuries sustained by a
minor on a crosswalk

Other miscellaneous payments
(12)

163469

29400

3218

81 455

6 200

23 500

5992

5 531

$318 755
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EDUCATION
Meeralinga Council: Grant

1160. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

Why has the grant to the Meeralinga
Council listed in answer to question
1065 of 15 October 1985 been
reduced to $22 000 in 1985-86?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The $22 000 is provided specifically
to meet the continuation of salaries of
two employees from November 1985
to June 1986.

FORESTS
Karri: Conservation Management Priority

Areas

1162. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(I) For each of the following conservation

management priority areas, would he
please provide-
(a) its area; and
(b) the area; of karri forests it con-

tains-
(i) Boorara;
(ii) Curtin;

(iii) Dickson;
(iv) Dombakup;
(v) l-awke-Treen;

(vi) Lower Shannon;
(vii) Strickland?

(2) For each of the following recreation
management priority areas, would he
please provide-
(a) its area; and
(b) the area of karri forests it con-

tains-
(i) Brockman;

(ii) Mt Frankland;
(iii) Muirillup;
(iv) One Tree Bridge?

(3) (a) What is the area of road reserves
in the karri forest region in-
cluding the Leeuwin-Naturaliste
area;

(b) what is the area of karri forest in
the road reserves in (a)?

(4) (a) What is the area of river and
stream reserves in the karri forest
region including the Leeuwin-
Naturaliste area;

(b) what is the area of karri forest in
the river and stream reserves in
(a)?

(5) What is the estimated area of
unlogged. karri forest that remains in
each of the following areas-
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

Crown land;
State forest;
national parks;
private property;

(e) conservation management pri-
ority areas;

(f) recreation management priority
areas;

(g) scientific management priority
areas;

(h) protection of forest values man-
agement priority areas;

(i) wood production management
priority areas;

0)road reserves;
(k) river and stream reserves?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(I) Part (a) Part (b)

Total Karri
Area Forest

Flora, fauna and landscape
MPAs
(I) Boorara 640 640

(iii) Dickson 280 -
(iv) Dombakup 120 -
(v) -awice-Treen 1 620 1 420

(vii) Strickland 1 660 970
(ii) and (vi) Shannon 52300 20800
(Curtin and Lower Shannon MPAs have
been incorporated into the Shannon MPA)

(2) Recreation MPAs
(i) Brockman
(ii) Mt Frankland.
(iii) Muirillup
(iv) One Tree Bridge

(3) Road reserves in the
main Karri belt

(4) River and stream re-
serves in the main

860
1 200

190
730

720
610
130
470

28400 11300

Karri belt 23900 13800
(5) Records are not kept for logging on areas

other than those controlled by the
Department of Conservation and Land
Management. Within those areas an unre-
liable estimate of some past logging is avail-
able for land formerly managed by the De-
partment of Fisheries and Wildlife for
wildlife purposes and the National Parks
Authontzy.
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In the following table, State forest is taken to
be those land tenures over which the former
Forests Department had responsibility for
managing loggin--

Tenure and Land Use Priority
State Forest Tenures-

Flora, fauna and landscape
(Conservation)
Recreation
Scientific.
Protection of forest values
Wood production
Road reserves
River and stream reserves

National Parks
Other Crown Land

Area of
Virgin
(Un-

logged)
Karni

26600
910

1 970
2 330

30 200
4980
7 340
6 360
2 520

Pnivate Property Information not available
As a maiter of interest and because of the
detail required to answer this question, I
asked that the time involved be costed. I am
advised that six hours clerical work was
involved totalling $76 and computer time
$I1I3-a total of $189.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

Revenue:- London Agency
1163. Mr BLAlKIE, to the Treasurer:

Would he give details of the source of
the $399 000 estimated revenue as
shown in the section London Agency
in the 198 5-86 Budget papers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Estimated revenue of $399 000 shown
in the London Agency section of the
1985-86 Budget papers relates to pro-
ceeds from the anticipated sale of the
official residence.

FORESTS: TIMBER
Conversion Sales: Revenue

1164. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What are the reasons for the
substantially estimated increase in
revenue from-

(a) pine conversion sales:
(b) hardwood conversion sales,
as contained in the 1985-86 Budget?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(a) increase in volume of pine log sales;
(b) increase in contractual activity under

control by the Department of Conser-
vation and Land Management.

1165. Postponed.

FORESTS:, SANDALWOOD
Revenue: Increase

1166. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservationt and Land Management:
(1) Would he give details of reasons for

substantially increased total revenue
for sandalwood?

(2) What is the expected tonnage that will
be harvested?

(3) How many persons are approved to
gather sandalwood in Western
Australia?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Projected increase in the export price

of sandalwood for 1985-86.
(2) 1 650 tonnes.
(3) 82 persons are registered to work in

the sandalwood industry.

LAND: CROWN
Grants; Revenue Increase

1167. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) Would he explain the reason for the

projected increase in revenue from
Crown grants being $3.835 million in
1984-85 to an estimated $23.318
million in 198 5-86?

(2) What are the Crown grants referred to
and what areas are involved?

Mr MeIVER replied:
(1) and (2) The projected increase in rev-

enue from Crown grants reflects the
impact of proceeds from special land
sales and transactions for the 1985-86
year. The situation is best explained
by the following summary-

Source$
Burswood Island casino site 9400000
Clearance of credits from
Karratha and Wickham-cx
Townsites Development Corn-
mittee-projects from Treas-
urer's advance. This does not
represent additional sales but
has been created by a transfer
of eredict ba la nces. 3325000
Payment from the Rural & In-
dustries Bank representing
share of profits from land sales
in l-amcrsley and Carine areas 2 500
Sale of former Department for
Community Services land at
Bridgewater 2 300 000
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Source
Payment of profit and interest
by the Shire of Wanneroo in re-
lation to a subdivision arising
from a land exchange at
Padbury as pant of the overall
Whitford's Nodes acquisition
programme
Sale of the former research
station at Woodlands
Contribution by the City of
Melville to assist in maximising
public open space in relation to
the redevelopment of the for-
mer Bicton quarantine station
Other Departmental "Crown
grant" revenue including the
sale of land to other Govern-
ment departments and
agencies, local government, pri-
vate organisations and the pub-
lic including the sale of closed
roads, pedestrian access ways
etc. as well as specific lots and
locations.

S

1 728 000

1 600 000

300 000

2 165000

$23 318 000

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: "NATIONAL
ABORIGINAL DAY MAGAZINE 1985"

Primary Schools: Distribution
1168. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for

Education:
Who authorised the distribution of the
publication National Aboriginal Day
Magazine 1985 to primary schools?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The National Aboriginal Day Maga-
zine is produced to commemorate
National Aborigines Week. I lauinched
the publication and endorsed its dis-
tribution to schools through normal
channels.
The magazine is prepared by the Ab-
original education resource unit, a
body which has been set up to prepare
magazine materials for Aboriginal
people.

ENVIRONMENT
Bungle Bungle: Report

1169. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
the Environment:
(1) Has the Government yet received the

final report which has been expected
for some time on the future of Bungle
Bungle?

(2) If so, when was the report received?
(3) Is the report to be made public?

(4) If so, when will the report be made
public?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 2 October.
(3) and (4) The matter is presently being

considered by Cabinet.

TOURISM
Bungle Bungle: Restrictions

11 70. Mr MacK.INNON, to the Minister for
the Environment:
(1) Are any restrictions currently applying

to both individuals and tour operators
wishing to visit Bungle Bungle?

(2) If so, would he list those restrictions?
Mr DAVIES replied:
(I) An interim policy discouraging

ground access applies until a national
park has been declared and a manage-
ment presence established.

(2) Signs have been erected which guide
people still wishing to visit the area
and seek their cooperation in using
designated, existing tracks so as to
minimise damage to the environment.

TOURISM
Bungle Bungle: Tours

1171. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) What tour operators are currently

conducting tours into Bungle Bungle?
(2) What restrictions, if any, apply to

those tour operators?
(3) Has the Governiment. received appli-

cations from any other tour operators
wishing to operate into Bungle Bungle
in 1986?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) It is understood that two Western

Australian tour operators-Turkey
Creek Bush Safaris and Ainesz Char-
ters-and a number of Eastern States
operators, are entering the Bungle
Bungle Ranges.

(2) Western Australian operators are
required to be licensed with the
Transport Commission.

(3) No.
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EDUCATION
Swimming Classes;- Location

1172. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Who determines where the Education

Department swimming classes will be
held?

(2) Are there any regulations or guidelines
as to the determination of these swim-
ming areas?

(3) Are there any restrictions on the lo-
cation of these swimming areas when
they are located adjacent to boat
launching facilities?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Education Department swimming

classes are held as a result of a com-
munity's expressed needs.

(2) Any area to be used for swimming
classes must be classed as safe in the
professional opinion of the officer in
charge of swimming or his appointed
representative.

(3) As the safety of swimmers is the
determining factor in site location for
classes, it is unlikely that such areas
would be located adjacent to boat
launching facilities.

1173. Postponed.

WORKS
Building Management Authority: Ministerial

,Responsibility
1174. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Works:
(1) Is he responsible for the operations of

the Building Management Authority?
(2) If "Yes", is it a fact that the Building

Management Authority suggested the
name "Mclver House" to the Public
Service Board as the name for the
Northam Government Offices?

(3) if "Yes" to (2), was any other name
submitted by the Building Manage-
ment Authority as suitable?

(4) Who at the Building Management
Authority was responsible for the
suggestion?

(5) Is he aware of any other example of a
public building being named after a
serving member of Parliament?

Mr McI VER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) and (4) not applicable.
(5) 1 am not personally aware of other

such examples, nor see any justifi-
cation in having this matter
researched in order to provide the
appropriate answer to the member.

SUPERANNUATION
Parliamentary Superannuation Fund:- Details

1175. Mr STEPHENS, to the Premier:
With respect to the Parliamentary
Superannuation Fund in each of the
financial years from 1975176 to
1984/85 inclusive-
(1) What was the cost of the Govern-

ment contributions to the funds?
(2) What was the amount paid by the

Government to meet the actuarial
deficiency in the fund?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The amount of contribution

and actuarial subsidy paid by the
Government to the Parliamentary
Superannuation Fund during the
financial years 1975-76 to 2984-85 is
as follows-

Year
1975-76
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80
1980-81
198 1-82
1982-83
1983-84
1984-85

Concurrent
Contribution

298 248
336 642
389682
420 258
499290
506 575
644 315
748690
833 387
909 697

Actuarial
Subsidy

128 842
128 842
438 652
769000
916 877
990943

1 132712
1 260250
1 340736
1 610814

AGED PERSONS
Pensioners: Drivers Licences

1176. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:
(1) As there have been many inquiries re-

garding the free driving licences for
pensioners in this year's Budget, does
this concession apply to
superannuated pensioners?

(2) If not, why not?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes, but only if they were aged pen-
sioners previously eligible for the 50
per cent concession. The eligibility
conditions for the concession are
qualification for a pensioner health
benefit card, which means that pen-
sioners must satisfy an income test.

(2) Not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES

Lake King:, Connections

1177. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What has been the cost of supplying
water to-

(a) State Housing Commission
homes;

(b) Government Employees' Housing
Authority homes;

(c) the school,

at Lake King in the financial years
1983-84 and 1984-85?

Mr TON KIN replied:

The Water Authority is not involved
in supplying water to Lake King. It is
suggested that the member should di-
ret his question in relation to (a) and
(b) to the Minister for Housing and in
relation to (c) to the Minister for
Works as the Minister responsible for
the Building Management Authority.

ENERGY

Fuel Tax: Revenue

1178. Mr PETER JONES, to the Treasurer:

What is the estimated revenue which
the State will derive from the State
fuel tax levied on-

(a) automotive distillate;

(b) petrol;

during the 1985-86 fiscal year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) $13.3 million;

(b) $32.6 million.

COMMERCIAL TENANCY (RETAIL
SHOPS) AGREEMENTS AMENDMENT

BILL
Rentals

1179. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Deputy
Premier:
(1) With regard to the commercial ten-

ancy (retail shops) legislation, do
proposed tenants have the choice 61'
paying a predetermined rent or paying
a rent related to turnover?

(2) Is it intended for shopping centre
management to specify that the tenant
can only pay rent related to turnover?

(3) Is he aware that what is stated in (2) is
in fact happening?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) N o.
(3) No.

INSURANCE
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust: Committee of

Inquiry
1180.- Mr BRA DSHAW, to the Premier:

(1) Would he please name the members
on the committee of inquiry into the
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust?

(2) Has the inquiry finished?
(3) If so, is the report available?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied;
(1) to (3) I would appreciate clarification

of the question by the member
because there has been a review
of the MVIT carried out by
independent consultants-Price
Waterhouse-Rothwells-in 1 984; and
an internal Government study of the
report in 1985.

ABATT'OIRS
Mfeat inspection Fees: Dual

1181. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Adverting to question 865 of 26

September 1985 concerning the com-
mittee to inquire into dual inspection
fees, why has a representative from
the Export Inspection Service not
been invited to join the committee?
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(2) Why has no representative from the
major meatworks been invited to join
the committee?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The committee has been formed to

hold discussion with the Common-
wealth, and this is likely to involve
representatives of the Export Inspec-
tion Service. The question of whom
the Commonwealth selects to meet
with the committee is, however, a
matter for the Commonwealth to de-
cide.

(2) It is not considered necessary to have
major meatworks representatives
involved on the committee. Having all
on-line meat inspection at export
abattoirs conducted by the Common-
wealth has been the aim of the indus-
try for many years and is well
documented. This has already been
decided by Cabinet.
Should representatives of any of the
meatworks wish to express a view they
are welcome to write to the Executive
Director, Public Health of the Health
Department.

1182.

MR KEITH GALE
Office: City Mutual Tower

Mr OLD, to the Premier:
1) Adverting to question

during what period
occupy an office in
Tower?

1140 of 1985,
did Mr Gale
City Mutual

(2) Was the office which he occupied pant
of the office space leased to the West-
ern Australian Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) See answer to parts (2) to (4) of ques-

tion 1140.
(2) Yes.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Holidays: Gifts

296. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
I ask the Premier if, since coming to
office, he has taken any free trips or
free holidays other than his free trip to
Fiji.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I understand this question is the same
as one that is on the Notice Paper for
tomorrow and, as I have indicated
previously, there have been a number
of occasions on which free travel has
been accepted by me and by Ministers
from time to time. I can recall no oc-
casion on which free travel the same
as the Fiji free travel has been taken
by me or any other Minister, and I
cannot recall any free trip or accom-
modation that has been taken, apart
from the Fiji trip, that was not part of
nor related to ministerial
responsibilities. But the answer to the
question on the Notice Paper will be
provided tomorrow to the Leader of
the Opposition.

PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT
Scarborough: Spindnifter

297. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Planning:

What is the attitude of the Govern-
ment in regard to the proposed
Spindrifter high-rise development at
Scarborough Beach which was ap-
proved by the City of Stirling in 1983
and for which a building licence with
12 months' validity was issued on 8
November 1984?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The Government's position with re-
gard to high-rise developments on the
Scarborough beach front is that we are
opposed to that. That has been our
position constantly and in fact, if it
had been left to this Government-

Mr Hassell: This was another of your silly
and unworkable policies that you have
ignored.

Mr PEARCE: I will come to the role of the
Leader of the Opposition in the
Scarborough high-rise developments
in a minute, so he can start making
sensible interjections.
If it were left to this Government,
there would be no high-rise on the
Scarborough beach front. If left to the
Opposition, there would be, of course,
because on 12 August 1985, in the
first issue of the Times of the West,
under the headline "Foreshore Plan
Praised" there was a picture of as-
sorted local villains, including the

2742



[Tuesday, 22 October 1985] 24

Leader of the Opposition, the member
for Nedlands, Mr Wells (the member
for North Metropolitan Province), the
member for Karrinyup, the member
for Fioreat, and Cr Maureen Grierson
of the City of Stirling who is, of
course, the Liberal candidate for
Scarborough. All these worthies
assembled themselves on the
Scarborough beach front to have their
picture taken for the Times of the
West in order to praise this beach
front development.
There is no doubt but that the Oppo-
sition has been firmly behind high-nise
proposals for the beach from~ all the
time. Cr Grierson has strongly
supported high-rise development, and
the member for Mt Lawley sits on the
council and votes in favour of these
high-rise developments.

Mr Clarko: What did your leader say be-
fore the election?

Mr PEARCE: That we were opposed to it,
and we were. We would have stopped
that development if we had become
the Government in time.

Mr Clarko: What is that building going up
now?

Mr PEARCE: We have been through this a
dozen times. The previous Govern-
ment allowed the approvals for the
Observation City complex, as did the
Liberal-dominated City of Stirling.
We became the Government too late
to stop that, but we have acted to stop
any more.
I must say that When I was contacted
by the Foreign Investment Review
Hoard on I October 1985, when it
sought the Government's advice as to
whether we would approve foreign in-
vestment for a further Scarborough
high-rise, I was astounded because I
believed that I had assurances from
the City of Stirling that it would
honour the Government's policy and
legal actions-

Mr Brian Burke: You may have had the
assurances, but that is normal for
them.

Mr PEARCE: That is the fact of the mat-
ter-I had the assurance and it turned
out to be not worth the paper it was
written on. Unknown to me, the City
of Stirling had previously agreed to a

further high-rise development, and
when it informed me that it accepted
the letter in the spirit of the amend-
ment to the town planning scheme
which the Government had insisted
upon, it concealed from me absolutely
the proposition that it had already
agreed to a further high-rise develop-
ment and that there was, in fact, a live
building approval for that proposal.
That building approval expires on 8
November. Until today, no work had
been undertaken.

The action that the Government took
to block the Foreign Investment Re-
view Board's application, which
would have meant that the project had
no money would, in our view, have
been enough to stop it. What has
happened today is that the developers
have moved in with bulldozers and
demolished some of the lbuildings on
the site of this proposed I 3-storey
tower development. Obviously the
developer, who has no money for the
project, is hoping to make a little pro-
gress in order to lay a claimi for further
extension of the building permit while
building finance is finalived.

Unless substantial progress is made on
that building by 8 November, the
developer has no legal claim. Although
the wishy-washy City of Stirling, I
have no doubt, despite the wishes of
its ratepayers, will give an extension to
that building permit if it gets any ex-
cuse whatsoever to do so, the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority
will not be so lenient, in my view, and
will enforce the Government's policy
of having no further high-rise on the
Scarborough beach front.

If the developers hope that, by putting
a few scratches in the ground and
making a pretence at the start of this
building, they can claim they have
made sufficient and substantial prog-
ress in order to get an extension of the
building permit, and if the City of
Stirling is so foolish as to purport to
give such an extension, the Govern-
ment of Western Australia will take
the developers and, if necessary, the
City of Stirling to a court to get a rul-
ing that in fact substantial progress
has not been made on the building.
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I would like those members from the
Opposition who have been
interjecting so frequently to indicate
where they stand with regard to
Scarborough high-rise buildings. Does
the Opposition support the principle
approved by the member for Mt
Lawley as a member of the Stirling
City Council? Do members opposite
support the stand taken regarding
Scarborough high-rise by Cr Grierson?

Mr Hassell: If you give us an oppontunity
to have questions directed at the front
bench of the Opposition, we will give
answers to all of your questions.

Mr PEARCE: I would be fascinated to ask
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
as I did in the course of debate earlier
today, as shadow Minister for Tour-
ism-

Mr Hlassell: There may be a few dorothy
dixers.

Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition told the House he would
answer my question, but he let the
matter go to a vote. The fact of the
matter is that the vast majority of the
people of Scarborough do not want to
see any further high-rise buildings on
the Scarborough beach front, and they
will be very supportive of the position
taken by the member for Scarborough
and by the Government in formally
opposing those high-rise develop-
ments.

Mr Clarko: You approved Berringa.
Mr PEARCE: We did not.
Mr Clarko: Who approved Berringa

Beach?
Mr PEARCE: It was approved by the City

of Stirling.
Mr Clarko: It was approved in your time.
Mr PEARCE: It was not.
Mr Burkett: It was district planning

scheme No. 1, over which the Govern-
ment had no control whatsoever.

Mr PEARCE: The member claims he
knows something about local govern-
ment. This Government had no power
to stop the Berringa Beach develop-
ment, though we opposed it in Oppo-
sition as well. The Government has
shown that we are opposed to high-
rises by the actions we have taken
since by insisting that the City of

Stirling district scheme No. 2 be
amended to prevent high-rises. We got
the MRPA to put a clause 32 over the
whole area because we do not trust the
City of Stirling, This has been borne
out by the events of today, and we are
prepared to go to the courts if necess-
ary to prevent this development.

Mr Hassell: Make your policy stick.

Mr PEARCE: We are making it stick. Let
us not have the Leader of the Oppo-
sition bobbing up and down all the
time. The member for Mt Lawley is
defending high-rises.

Mr Hassell: Make your policy stick; you
have not begun to do so. Now you are
making excuses.

Mr Cash: If any court action is taken it
should include your action in respect
of the Chinese restaurant.

Mr PEARCE: We have caught the member
for Mi Lawley lying to the House. 1
am surprised at him raising it. Mem-
bers may be interested to learn that
the City of Stirling is currently con-
sidering an application for a res-
taurant on the opposite side of the
road to Herb Graham House. So
much for the City of Stirling, an
"1apolitical" organisation, seeking to
prevent the ALP putting in a develop-
ment of that kind before people in this
area were opposed to it.

Mr Clarko: The note says "Sit down".

Mr PEARCE: It does not. In fact it advises
that members of the Opposition can
be given questions under Standing Or-
der No. 106. Unfortunately that
would not apply in this set of circum-
stances.

Let us see where the Opposition
stands on high-rises. This Govern-
ment is opposed to that in
Scarborough and will stop any more.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER

Fiji Holiday: Travelling Allowance

298. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Premier:

Did he or the Premier's driver, Mr
Shervington, claim travel expenses in
respect of their period together in Fiji?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question is also on the Notice
Paper for tomorrow, and the answer is
"No". That answer will be repeated
tomorrow.
I take the opportunity of saying that I
am not afraid to answer any debate in
this Parliament, but the truth about
this afternoon's debate is that no new
information was brought forward. In
addition, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition indicated when he
interjected that he would reply to the
question asked by the Minister for
Education. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition chose not to speak.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
indicated to the Parliament that he
would be providing certain infor-
mation when he spoke, and then he
chose not to speak.
Let me underline the fact that I have
no obligation to answer any debate,
particularly when no new information
is produced in the debate. That is the
situation which pertained this after-
noon.
I am not saying that it is a very
pleasant experience to be labelled in
the way some members of the Oppo-
sition want to label me. One thing is
untrue, and that is that on any oc-
casion I would squeak in the face of
anything the Opposition has said or is
likely to say.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Queensland Parallel
299. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:

Today's The Australian Financial Re-
view reports on the progress of
Queensland's proposed industry de-
velopment corporation. Can the
Premier describe for the House any
parallels which exist between the
Queensland development corporation
and the WADC?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The report points to the commercial
nature of the Queensland develop-
ment corporation. It is designed to
make and administer money. Like the
WADC, it aims to fill gaps in the
existing finance market place rather
than to put local finance institutions

out of business. Like the WADC, it is
targeting technology and small busi-
ness sectors.
Where it does not resemble the
WADC is in its recent decision to ad-
minister the Government's equity
capital in a project which involves a
company whose principal is a leading
National Party member. This practice
of backdoor deals with cronies will
only damage the prestige of the
Queensland institution. However, I do
take heart that a conservative Govern-
menit sees the merit of equity develop-
ment. It lays to rest the label of social-
ism attached to the innovation of the
WADC by my Government.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER

Fiji Holiday: Advice
300. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Prior to the Premier accepting the
flight to Fiji in the company of his
children, and the ministerial services
officer and his child, did the Premier
seek advice as to whether or not he
should accept that trip?

(2) From whom did he seek advice?
(3) What was that advice?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) No.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: SOUTH
WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Leader of the Opposition: Comments

301. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier:
Further to my question without notice
to him last week about the conflict be-
tween the member for Murray-
Wellington and the Liberal candidate
for Bunbury over the future of the
South West Development Authority,
has his attention now been drawn to
remarks broadcast by the Leader of
the Opposition about the authority's
future? If so, has the Government
been able to form a conclusion about
the future of the authority?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
My attention has been drawn to those
comments, and though the Leader of
the Opposition claimed to be trying to
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clarify the situation, the future of the
authority under a Liberal Government
is no clearer now than it was before.
The Leader of the Opposition
said-and this was not a report of his
remarks, but a broadcast inter-
view-that the Opposition offered no
threat to the authority if it was a suc-
cessful and useful vehicle, but if it did
not "measure up" a Liberal Govern-
ment'wouid pursue other means of de-
velopment. In other words, a threat
still hangs over the authority's head
under a Liberal Government. The
Leader of the Opposition will commit
himself neither to continue it nor to
abolish it. Such is the decisive and
forthright leadership we have came to
expect from the Leader of the Oppo-
sition.
It is incredible to me that the Oppo-
sition is apparently unable to form an
opinion about the authority's per-
formance. Furthermore, if the Leader
of the Opposition and his colleagues
cared to ask the people of Bunbury,
they would find quite clearly that
there was strong support and open ad-
miration for the performance of the
authority.
The vacillation of the Leader of the
Opposition on this matter is extraordi-
nary, as is the indecision of the whole
party. First, they include the authority
on a privatisation hit list, a hit list
they later denied existed even though
there had been plenty about it in the
media-on their initiative. Then the
Leader of the Opposition back-ped-
alled furiously in the light of the
strong opposition to the proposal to
abolish the authority.
The member for Murray-Wellington
said it should go, but was immediately
contradicted by the candidate for
Bunbury, who not only said it should
be retained, but claimed, somewhat
fantastically, that the authority was all
the Liberal Party's idea.
Now, the Leader of the Opposition,
seeking to end speculation and uncer-
tainty, has only succeeded in fueling
uncertainty.
Why are members of the Liberal Party
so ashamed of this privatisation policy
they claim is going to win the election

for them? If it is such a vote winner,
why will they not come clean about
what it means?

It is time for the Loader of the Oppo-
sition to end vacillation; to end the
equivocation; to come clean and say
in clear and unmistakable terms what
the future is for the authority. And if
he will not, then we can be pretty sure
that it is curtains for the authority
under a Liberal Government.

I might say that in equivocating in
Bunbury last week on this issue, the
Leader of the Opposition was clear
and unequivocal about one matter,
and that was putting down the memn-
her for Murray-Wellington and the
candidate for Bunbury. In a character-
istic display of loyalty to and support
for his colleagues, the Leader of the
Opposition said they were not entitled
to say other than what they will urge
to be the case.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS

Air Travel: Lisi

302. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

I assure the Premier that this question
is not on notice for tomorrow. Will he,
tonight, table in the House, the list of
free flights by his Ministers which he
read out at his Press conference last
Thursday?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

It probably would have been a good
idea had this question been placed on
the Notice Paper, but I do not have
the information with me, so I cannot
table the list. However, I am perfectly
happy to consider the Leader of the
Opposition's request and to inform
him tomorrow whether I will table
that information.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BUILDING
SOCIETIES

Interest Rates: Government Assistance
303. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Housing:

In respect of the $72 million the
Government intends to provide to
building societies-
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(1) Will the funds be provided by
Homeswest to the various build-
ing societies involved?

(2) Is the interest rate to the building
societies set at zero per cent?

(3) Is Homeswest to use funds made
available by the Commonwealth
for this purpose?

(4) What interest rate is charged by
the Commonwealth on those
funds?

(5) What rate will the Government
pay the building societies if those
funds are borrowed back by the
Government?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (5) I assure the member that no

Commonwealth funds are
involved, so that part of his ques-
tion is without foundation and he
should not worry any more about
it. The rest of the information he
seeks has aready been provided
by way of answers to questions on
notice.

MEMBER FOR PERTH
Overseas Trips

304. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
I refer him to questions on notice 437
and 554, dated 4 September 1985 and
l7 September 1985 respectively, both
being questions the Premier refused to
answer concerning travel undertaken
by the member for Perth-the
Premier's brother-at Government
expense, his refusal being made on the
ground that he was not prepared to
place demands on staff to undertake
considerable research in extracting
and collating the information
requested.
(1) Was his refusal to answer the

questions based on his fear of the
impact of disclosure of the activi-
ties of the member for Perth in
travelling at Government ex-
pense?

(2) How does he reconcile his excuse
about the demands on staff with
the action he took between
Wednesday evening last week at
question time, when questions
were raised as to his own travel,
and the list of 22 examples or

thereabouts, of free travel
undertaken by his Ministers
which he was able to produce at
his Press conference on Thursday
morning?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) It seems I cannot make it clear to the

Leader of the Opposition that I really
do not know what he is talking about
in the first pant of his question. I do
not have any knowledge of any travel
by the Parliamentary Secretary of the
Cabinet apart from his attendance at a
China-Australia Association meeting
in Queensland, a meeting to which he
went at my request and on my instruc-
tion. I do not know any other detail
that might help the Leader of the Op-
position.

Mr Hassell: Why can't you table the infor-
mation you provided at the Press con-
ference?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will tell the House
why, and had the Leader of the Oppo-
sition listened to Sir Charles Court, he
would not have asked such a silly
question. It is the same reason as that
given to those people who were given
the copy of the information which
forms the second part of this question:
The information might not be com-
plete.

As the Leader of the Opposition's
predecessor but one would have
explained to him, if a list is provided
to the Parliament with no firm infor-
mation and it is not complete, the
questioner would have the complete
right to say that the person providing
the information had misled the House
or had in some other way failed to
answer the question. That is why Sir
Charles Court always demanded to be
given some information, some detail,
some indication of the subject matter
about which he was being asked to
supply information. Quite simply,
that is the reason why open-ended
questions such as that posed by the
Opposition on the two occasions to
which he has referred are greeted with
the policy, the answer, that Sir Charles
Court's Government adopted.

If the Leader of the Opposition
gives some idea, some indication, of
that about which be is talking, inquir-
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ics will be made and details given. In
the absence of any indication, in the
presence-as the former Premier
would say-of a fishing expedition,
does the Leader of the Opposition ex-
pect any Government to expose itself
to a subsequent challenge, because
there is no indication of the detail of
the question he wants answered, that
the Government has provided less
than the complete information. If the
Leader of the Opposition has any in-
formation or detail about a particular
matter that he wants answered, let
him tell me what it is. Failing any ad-
vice from him as to what detail is
available that midght lead us to look in
the area that will provide the answer
he requires, the Government's policy
is simply that when he provides some
information it will try to do the work
necessary to answer his question. To
ask an open-ended question of the sort
he has asked is simply not acceptable
to us, as it was unacceptable to our
predecessors.

(2) It is simply not the same thing. In pro-
viding a list of travel taken by Min-
isters in a period of less than a year
and telling those people to whom the
list was supplied outside the Parlia-
ment that it might not be complete, is
not the exposure of the Government
in the same sort of sense. There is no
comparison.

Mr MacKinnon: What is the difference?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is simply no
comparison between a situation
where, in Parliament, a Government
is asked to provide information, and
presumably under our system of
Government, the information pro-
vided is correct, and the provision of a
list which, when it is provided. to
people outside the Parliament, is said
to be accurate but perhaps not com-
plete. That is the difference. The Op-
position has an obligation to provide
some indication or detail indicating
an involvement by the Parliamentary
Secretary of the Cabinet. I have absol-
utely no idea what the Opposition is
talking about. I have asked the Parlia-
mentary Secretary of the Cabinet, and
he too has no idea.

Mr MacKinnon: What is open-ended
about an answer to a specific question
on a specific area on a specific sub-
ject?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will try to answer in
"Leggoe" terms. Since we compiled
that list on Thursday, another trip has
turned up, making it 23, not 22.
What would the Opposition do if we
were to do the same thing in the Par-
liament? Would Opposition members
stand up and say-

Mr MacKinnon: Not if you qualified the
statement in Parliament as you did
outside. Why should we? What is the
difference between a statement here
and a Statement outside? There is no
difference whatever.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think that illus-
trates the point fairly vividly; and as
far as the Government is concerned I
do not think we can be any fairer to
the Leader of the Opposition or his
deputy than to ask them to provide us
with some indication of the area, inci-
dent, or occasion to which they are
referring, because we do not know
what it is.

Mr MacKinnon: You have the temerity to
say I should answer the question the
Minister for Education put to me
today.

Mr Pearce: You didn't answer it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is one differ-

ence; the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition said he would answer the ques-
tion.
I have tried to indicate to the Leader
of the Opposition that if he provides
an indication of where we might look,
of what he is talking about-an indi-
cation that would Provide us with
some area of search-we will provide
the information; but quite frankly we
do not know what he is talking about.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTION: BANK
IBJ (Australia) Bank Ltd:- Equity Sale

305. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) When will the WADC be selling the 15

per cent of its equity in the new bank,
IBJ (Australia) Hank Ltd, to the
Tokyo-based parent, IBI?

2748



[Tuesday, 22 October 1985]174

(2) Has the price been established for the
sale of the equity?

(3) Has approval for the sale been given
by the Foreign Investment Review
Board?

Mr

(1)

BRIAN BURKE replied:
to (3) It never ceases to amaze me that
the Opposition can at one time go to
such lengths to ensure that the WADC
is without the control of Govern-
ment-at arm's length from Govern-
ment, and not able to be influenced by
Government or to be beholden to the
Government in any way-and then to
ask questions of the nature I have
been asked this evening by the mem-
ber for Nedlands. Those questions
presume a detailed and up-to-the-min-
ute knowledge of and, I presume, co-
operation with the WADC in all its
operations.

I simply do not know the answers to
the questions. If the member puts
them on the Notice Paper I will refer
them to the WADC.

It is absolutely contradictory for the
Opposition to maintain on one hand
that we should have that separation of
powers as it did, and as it has from the
day the WADC was established, and
on the other to claim that notwith-
standing that established separation
Government Ministers, specifically
the Premier, should be in a position to
answer questions as detailed and as
presumptuous of close involvement
with the WADC as that one is.

EDUCATION
Tertiary Institutions Governance Committee:

Report
306. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Does he recall that on 3 September, in

answer to question 405, he indicated
he had received the report of the com-
mittee of inquiry into the structure of
governing bodies of Western
Australian tertiary institutions on 6
August 1985?

(25 If so, why is it yet to be printed?
(3) What is the reason for the delay; what

is there in the report that the Minister
wishes to hide?

(4) When can we expect the report to be
printed and published for public con-
sumption?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-

sition does himself a great disservice
but the rest of us a great service by
that question because at the end of it
he asked what I had to hide in delay-
ing the publication. Regrettably that is
all of a piece with the way the member
has been comporting himself over the
last week or so.
I have nothing to hide with regard to
this report. It will be produced in its
entirety. The delay has been entirely a
printing delay. The last time I was
asked a question of this kind on notice
the answer I gave was that it was my
intention to release this report fully
and it would be done as soon as it was
printed.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what you said
when you answered the question.

Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is not the only person who
asks questions.

Mr MacKinnon: You said the report was
stilt being printed at the Government
Printer. That is not the answer I got in
October.

Mr PEARCE: That is right. It is still being
printed. Obviously the Government
Printer does not give it the level of
priority one would want. It is being
printed and as soon as that is done it
will be released. My understanding is
that it is likely to be at the end of next
week.

Mr Clarko: Didn't you say a year ago it
would be ready in February or March?

Mr PEARCE: The committee took a lot
longer than that to make up its mind
about what it wanted to recommend.

Mr Clarko: That is a big gap.
Mr PEARCE: I am flexible about these

things. I set a date for the committee
to report by February this year. In
February the committee came back
and said, "We are not finished; can we
have more time?" I said, "Of course
you can. If you need more time to go
into the issues more thoroughly you
are welcome." It will become clear
when I produce the report that one of
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the reasons for the extensive delay in
the committee's reaching its con-
clusions was that it could not agree on
a single model of university govern-
ance. The report puts forward for con-
sideration by the Government and the
people of Western Australia-because
the report will be produced for public
comment-two models which might
be considered.
I am a bit surprised, too, that it has
taken so long to print, but my under-
standing is the printing is nearly com-
plete and it may be possible for me to
produce the report next week.
Let me make it clear to the Leader of
the Opposition and his Deputy that in
saying I expect it may be available
next week it is not a promise that it
will be available on Wednesday at
10.00 a.m. It will be available when
the Government Printer has finished
printing it. When he has done that I
will let the Leader of the Opposition
and the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition and anyone else who is
interested have a copy.

ENERGY
Oil Exploration Permits

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

What is the policy of the Government
in relation to the granting of explo-
ration permits when there is compet-
ition between local and overseas
companies?

Mr PARKER replied:
It depends entirely on the circum-
stances. I do not know whether the
Leader of the Opposition is referring
to mineral tenements or petroleum
tenements.

Mr Hassell: Both.

Mr PARKER: In the case of mineral ten-
ements the policy is that the location
of the company concerned has nothing
to do with the matter. The question is
who has the first right by virtue of
having pegged the ground in the first
instance.

The Mining Act is quite clear on that.
If someone pegs a particular area of
vacant Crown land or other land
which is available and has no other
tenements existing over it, he has the
right to be treated ahead of anyone
else in the order of priority. It does not
matter whether that is a national, in-
ternational, or State company, or an
individual. It varies solely depending
on the nature of the tenements, and
there are many complexities, but in
general terms that is the situation so
far as the Mining Act is concerned.
So far as the Petroleum Act is con-
cerned, the situation is different be-
cause people do not go out and peg
petroleum permits; they apply for
them in a variety of ways. In most
cases the Government gazettes certain
acreage which is then put out for bid
and people come in with work pro-
grammne bids for the acreage in ques-
tion. Then the petroleum division of
my Department of Mines, together
with the State Geological Survey in
the same department, evaluates the
bids and makes a decision as to the
nature of the bid proposals that have
been put forward.
So in the petroleum area-in contra-
distinction to the mining area where
there is no evaluation made of the
ability of mining tenement holders to
perform because they do not have to
undertake to do anything; they just
have a tenement-they have to under-
take to do things. Petroleum bidders
are evaluated as to the programme
that they submit-whether it is good
from an exploration point of view, the
criteria that are used and the regional
geology, and all that sort of
thing-and also as to their financial
performance and capability. Those
factors result in the award of the per-
mits to whoever is regarded and
recommuended by the petroleum div-
ision as the best person or company
for that particular acreage. Again there
are complexities and varieties and
changes which can take place in both
areas, as I am sure the Leader of the
Opposition would appreciate. Without
the detail of what he is getting at, that
sets out the broad generalisations
which apply to those types of ten-
ements.
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PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Emanuel Family: Documents

308. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier.
Since the question of Exim purchasing the
Emanuel properties was raised in the
House- &
(1) Has the Premier spoken to Exim?
(2) What progress has he made in having

the Opposition's request to have
tabled all papers relating to the
$90 000 received by Elders and the
$4 000 received by Hodgson?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Good progress. ITam expecting

an answer within the next day or two.

HEALTH
Alcohol and Drug Authority: Mt Lawley

Premises
309. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:

(1) When will the Alcohol and Drug Auth-
ority take occupation of its Field
Street, Mount Lawley, annexe?

(2) When will the first in-patients be ad-
mitted?

(3) When will the first out-patients be
treated at the annexe?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) I cannot provide that infor-

mation off the cuff. I suggest that the
member put the question on notice.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Fiji Holiday:, Conflict of Interest.

310. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
Is the Premier now aware, has he been
made aware, or has he become
aware-

Government members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: One must be careful to

cover the ground when asking the
Premier a question.
Have any contractual negotiations,
arrangements, or settlements between
the Government of Western Australia
or any of its instrumentalities and any
of the members of the group of
companies which provided his air
travel to Fiji and which may now be
known to him indicated some conflict

of interest between his acceptance
that arrangement and his duty
office?

of
in

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I know the Leader of the Opposition
has to cover all the ground, but I hate
to tell him that the question is almost
incomprehensible. If I understand the
question, all I can say is that I am not
aware of any compromise whatsoever.
If that is the question, that is the
answer.

I point out gently to the Leader of the
Opposition that, was I as tricky as
some people, I would not have packed
my Ministerial Services Officer's kit
and announced a week before going
that I was leaving.
In any case there is absolutely no
compromise that I am aware of. If the
Leader of the Opposition has any evi-
dence of compromise let him tell me
what it is.

Mr Hassell: I asked you a question. I asked
you specifically if you had since found
out of the existence of any of these
arrangements for contracts.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All that I can say is
that I do not understand any compro-
mise whatsoever. As far as I am con-
cerned, to say that the Leader of the
Opposition is simply asking a ques-
tion, is, I suppose to say that, were I to
ask you, Mr Speaker, whether you
were a rapist and to have you say,
"No", I am justified in asking the
question without any evidence. I
would not say that I was.

So far as this question is concerned, I
know of no possible compromise. The
Leader of the Opposition has not
indicated that he knows of any
compromise.

HOUSING: SALES

Repurchase: Caveat

311. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a statement
made by a spokesman for Homeswest,
in response to an article I had regard-
ing the present policy of Homeswest
to require a caveat on the title of
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properties that it sells to its own ten-
ants? The spokesman was reported as
follows-

..the aim was to have a ratio of
one public rental property to five
privately-owned dwellings and
the option to re-purchase would
allow greater flexibility. Hie said
in many cases the caveat would
give a vendor a guaranteed sale at
the market value.

If the price set by independent
valuation was not accepted,
further valuations would be
sought.

(2) Will the Minister agree that that is a
second-rate title? A person cannot sell
a property that he pays good money
for under that title without going to
Homeswest and having a value struck
and, if that value is not acceptable to
the vendor, he has to negotiate with
Homeswest before he can gain ap-
proval to sell his property in the nor-
mal way.

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am not aware of that
statement.

Mr Blaikie: You are now; he just read it.

Mr WILSON: Of course I am. He asked,
though, whether I was aware of the
statement and I am answering the
question. I am not aware of the
statement.

I answered a question on a similar
subject the other night in which I said
that the policy was under review. It
will be discussed by the board of com-
missioners at their meeting, I think,
tomorrow. After it has met and sup-
plied me with some advice about the
operation of that policy and, as a re-
sult of the review that has been con-
ducted, I will be in a better position to
answer the member.

I repeat what I said before: Inasmuch
as I am aware, that has been applied
only in particular situations to date,
and that is with respect to areas where
there are high costs attached to the
development of housing, where hous-

ing is scarce, and where valuations of
properties are associated simply with
what the market can provide; and, in
the second instance, in areas where
there is likely to be redevelopment
needs in the future, that is the basis
upon which that policy is being
recommended. When the board has
re-examined the matter and I have the
advice of the board of commissioners,
I will be in a better position to supply
the member with the answer to the
question that has been bugging him.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS

Conflict ofinterese

312. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

Does the Premier now reject the
statement contained in his Press re-
lease on 20 June 1983 which states
that Ministers, their spouses, and fam-
ilies should avoid circumstances in
which the acceptance of any gifts
could give even the appearance of con-
flict of interest, past present or future,
with public duty?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
As I have been at pains to try to point
out previously, those guidelines-I do
not have a copy in front of
me-proved to be unworkable.

In general terms, I do not disagree
with the Leader of the Opposition's
statement today which was that he
had one rule and that was a rule of
honesty.

So far as I know, the Leader of the
Opposition has failed to indicate,
demonstrate, detail, or prove any
form of compromise in anything that
has been done byrme or by any of the
Ministers. On that basis it is very dif-
ficult to understand the Leader of the
Opposition's stand on this matter. It is
not so difficult to understand the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition's
position because he said that he
thought the guidelines were workable
and that they should be stuck to. That
is at variance with the public
statement of his leader who says that
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he will not give an undertaking that
free trips will not be accepted by the
Opposition if and when it gets into
Government. I do not object to that at
all. However, so far as the policy is
concerned, in respect of appearances

and of substance, the one question
that needs to be paid tribute to is the
question of compromise or honesty in
the matter. I am perfectly happy to
abide by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's statement today.
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