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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the
Chair at 10.45 a.m., and read prayers.

OFFENDERS PROBATION AND PAROLE
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 12 November.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [10.49 a.m.]:

This Bill makes two changes to the parent Act;,
neither of them is opposed by the Opposition,
but we still contend that the Bill does niot go far
enough.

The first amendment is simply to provide a
change in the composition of the Parole Board,
and this is fairly easy to deal with. Presently the
board comprises one judicial person-usually a
judge-the Director of Prisons, and three men
and two women, making a total of seven. When
the person to be dealt with is a woman, two
fewer men are required, making a total of five
members. The proposed amendment-I sup-
pose introduced under the banner of
non-discrimination although it does not ex-
plain where the discrimination occurs and
whether men or women are discriminated
against-introduces a unisex situation so that
in future the board will always comprise seven
people.

In future, in addition to the judge and the
Director of Prisons, there will be the Director
of the Parole Board, a police officer and three
other persons-whether male or female is not
specified. The criticism could be made that the
number of officers increases from two to four,
but the fact is that it has been the custom to
have at least one serving police officer or one
ex-police officer appointed to the board.
That position does not change and is only
made compulsory. It is fair enough that the
Director of Prisons should be on the board be-
cause the prisoner's behaviour in prison plays a
substantial and important role when his appli-
cation for parole is being decided.

The other amendment to be made is a step in
the right direction although it stops very early
from going far enough. Under the present Act a
court's discretion to fix a minimum term, as a
result of the practice adopted, is very restrictive
and this is so-and one cannot wonder about
this-because it is a rather logical sequence of
the poor drafting of the parent Act; for the Act

does allow for discretion but in a back-to-front
way, almost like one scratching one's right ear
with one's left hand behind one's head.

Instead of providing that courts may fix a
minimum term, the present Statute, in section
37(l), provides that where a person is
convicted and sentenced for a term of impris-
onment of not less than 12 months, the court
"shalt" fix a minimum term; and if the sen-
tence is less than 12 months the court "may"
do so.

So clearly the general rule becomes that the
court shall fix a minimum term. New
subsection (2) of the same section, turns into
the negative by saying that the fixing of the
minimum term nevertheless is not required if
the nature of the offence and the antecedents of
the convicted person make this inappropriate.
So, because of this type of drafting where it
says at first that the minimum term shall be
applied and then it says under certain con-
ditions it does not have to apply, the courts
adhere to the general rule, that is, fixing the
minimum term and declining to do so only in
very rare circumstances.

All that the Bill does, using virtually the
same terms and expressions, is to remedy the
bad drafting; thus instead of saying that the
courts shall do this unless circumstances are
such and such, it now says the courts may do
this but only if circumstances are not such and
such. The minimum term may be fixed but
only if it is appropriate to do so concerning the
circumstances of the commission of the crime
and the antecedents of the convicted person. I
have no quarrel with this. At the same time I
have to say that although this redrafting un-
doubtedly gives more discretion to the courts
and More discretion in the right direction-
that is, to fix the minimum sentence in every
case-it does not go far enough by miles.

The conditions upon which fixing of the
minimum term can be established relate only
to the convicted person. The Bill specifies cir-
cumstances directly in connection only with
the convicted person. It ignores the interests of
the victims and potential victims who, of
course, are our whole society.

So, particularly bearing in mind the prevail-
ing public opinion as a result of too-frequently
recurring criminal offences committed by
people who are on parole or who have just been
released on parole having served a minimum
sentence, the protection of society and the risk
taken by letting prisoners free on parole should
be a prime consideration. This additional con-
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sideration is, I suppose, best given at the parole
decision stage, more so than at the time of the
sentence, because the courts, by virtue of other
legal provisions in the Criminal Code and other
Statutes and practice, do take society's interest
into consideration to some extent when passing
the sentence. It should also be taken into con-
sideration when the decision is made about
parole.

Such provisions could have prevented the re-
cent grave criminal offences, many committed
by convicted persons paroled too soon when
they were still a serious risk to society. The
Government has to be seriously criticised for
not providing such safeguard provisions in this
Bill. It is not enough to ensure that weekly
ministerial statements are issued in the Legis-
lative Council by the Attorney General, as is
now apparently the habit of the Attorney Gen-
eral. Instead of bringing forward substantial
legislation he issues statements saying what the
Government is going to do or wants to do.
These are only words and are only for propa-
ganda purposes. The public should concentrate
on the Government's actions, not its words.
The public's judgment of the Government will
not be based on ministerial statements; it will
be based on actions such as the nolle prose qui
order, Labor Party appointments of people
such as the great union man John O'Connor,
and the raping of defencless women or even
children by prematurely paroled criminals.
That is the position.

The Opposition is opposed to this sort of
measure and it condemns the Government for
not caring to go far enough; the Opposition will
attempt to remedy this situation in the Com-
mittee stage.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [ 10.59 a.m.]: I thank the Oppo-
sition for its support of the Bill, as far as it goes.
I indicate to the member for Floreat, although I
think he is already aware, that there is to be a
comprehensive reassessment of this Bill and
some of the matters he has mentioned might
well be included in that reassessment. I know
that the Attorney General wants to go about
reforming this area of the law in a comprehen-
sive and not a fragmented way, and that is the
proper course to follow.

I really do not share the concern expressed by
the member for Floreat in respect of the risk to
the public because of certain criteria not being
expressed directly in the Act at this time.

The criteria for release of prisoners on parole
which the member mentioned are already
taken into account by the Parole Board
whether or not they are expressed directly in
the Act. I do not want to debate here whether it
is desirable to set them out point by point in
the Act. It is something we can discuss later
when the Act is amended comprehensively.

The member also referred to the Govern-
ment's programme of law reform, and enjoined
the Government to use actions rather than
words. All I can say to that is that in terms of
law reform this Government has an absolutely
unprecedented record; it is the best record of
any Government in recent history. I commend
the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Burkett) in the Chair; Mr Grill (Minister for
Transport) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 7 put and passed.
New clause 8-
Mir MENSAROS: As I said. briefly during the

second reading debate the Opposition feels that
while the Bill gives a wider discretionary power
to the courts when sentencing a criminal by
redrafting the original provisions it is not
enough, because it does not give any amended
consideration upon which the Parole Board
ought to base its decision to free or not to free
the prisoner. It appears to be the practice that
once a minimum sentence has been set-and of
course the new amendments do not take away
the court's right to do that-provided the pris-
oner behaved reasonably in prison, he is almost
automatically paroled after the minimum term
expires.

Then we have the cases of quite some
interest to the media-and the public I sup-
pose, although in these cases the media creates
quite justifiably the public interest-when the
released criminal commits the same offence
again and therefore can be claimed to be a
grave risk to society. What the Opposition is
trying to do with this new clause is to give a
direction to the Parole Board that it should
take into consideration the interest of society
as well when it decides about the parole of a
prisoner.

The amendment is quite self-explanatory. It
directs the Parole Board to look not only at the
circumstances in which the crime was commit-
ted, but also at the public which is at risk and
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whose risk really is being defended when we
apply any sentence of incarceration. Incarcer-
ation really means an offender is being with-
drawn from the community and during the
term of his or her imprisonment that offender
cannot be a menace to the community.

This amendment tries to say to the Parole
Board that it should take into consideration
whether the prisoner has really ceased to be a
risk to society. In order to do so, the amend-
ment gives two further considerations to the
Parole Board-to look at whether the offender
has committed an offence repeatedly, because
obviously the risk will be greater if he has, and
also to look at how the original offence has
affected the community.

There cannot be any reasonable opposi .tion
to this amendment because it does what the
Attorney General says so often, except that he
does not put it into legislation. That is what the
Opposition has done. It is explicitly providing
for the safety of the community so that recur-
ring offences by Prematurely freed prisoners
can be curtailed to a large extent. I move-

Page 6-To insert after clause 7 the fol-
lowing new clause to stand as clause 8-

Section 41 of the principal Act is
amended by inserting after subsection
(4) the following subsection-

(5) In exercising its discretion
under subsection (1) or (2) the
Hoard shall give express consider-
ation to-
(a) the degree of risk to members

of the community that would
arise from the exercise of that
discretion;

(b) the circumstances of the of-
fence for which the prisoner
is undergoing the sentence of
imprisonment and as it affec-
ted the community;

(c) whether the prisoner has
committed any previous of-
fence or offences of the same
or like nature.

Mr GRILL: The Government does not ac-
cept this new clause.

Mr Mensaros: I am glad to hear that; the
public will judge you.

Mr GRILL: Talking about using something
for propaganda and grandstanding, I point out
that that is what the Opposition is doing at the
moment. I suggest to the Chamber that the Op-
position really is not serious about this new

clause. It did not discuss the proposal with me
prior to bringing it before the Chamber; it did
not place the new clause on the Notice Paper.

Mr Mensaros: Can you not understand it; it
is very simple?

Mr GRILL: The Opposition did not discuss
this matter with the Attorney General. If the
Opposition were serious about bringing it for-
ward it would have done more than raise it in a
very perfunctory manner in the upper House
when the Bill was debated there. The Oppo-
sition is clearly endeavouring to grandstand on
the matter which it thinks the media might just
take up.

As I mentioned in my response to the second
reading debate, the Government is not necess-
arily opposed to the sentiments set out in this
new clause.

However, the Attorney General has
indicated on a number of previous occasions
that he considers that this area of the law and
this Act need a comprehensive review. it may
well be that something along the lines of this
new clause will be included in that amending
legislation when it comes forward, but we do
not want a fragmented approach to the review
of the law in this area.

The second substantive reason the Govern-
ment does not accept the new clause is that
these particular criteria, as set out in the pro-
posal, have already been taken into account by
the Parole Board when it made an assessment
of whether a particular offender should be par-
oled. The Opposition now wants expressly and
explicitly to set out these criteria in the Act. I
suggest that this may be done at some future
date when a comprehensive review of this legis
lation is made. I might say that the review is
well under way and we can look forward to
legislation in this area in the not-too-
distant future.

I would also remind the Opposition that it
was in Government in this State for a very long
peri.od and if this was an area of the law that it
thought should have been reviewed at some
previous time, it could have done something
about embarking upon that review. However,
the Opposition did nothing when in Govern-
ment. It does not reflect well upon the Oppo-
sition that it made no effort in the past to
review this area of the law and now makes the
amendment to the Act which is being made
here today as a matter of urgency.

The new clause put forward by the member
for Floreat is sheer political grandstanding and
it is not serious. If it were serious, it would
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have been discussed with me and with the At-
torney General. At the very least, the new
clause would have been put on the Notice
Paper so that it could have been considerated
by the Government. None of those steps was
taken and the member for Floreat is rather be-
latedly hoping to get some element of media
coverage by this late amendment of the Act.

Mr MENSAROS: The Government's oppo-
sition to this amendment is very weak and
rather telling. As far as I could gather the Min-
ister has three basic arguments against the new
clause.

Firstly, he says that it will be taken into con-
sideration. This is a compliment, in effect, for
my proposal, but although the Minister says
that the Government will take it into consider-
ation, he also said that this will not be done
until a later period. 1, however, cannot see any
better time for this new clause to be considered
than when the Bill to amend the Act is before
the Parliament.

The second argument the Minister used is
superfluous and contradictory to the first argu-
ment. He suggested that the Parole Board will
take this matter into consideration in any case.'I remind the Minister that if this argument
were to be a proper one and were, indeed, to be
acted upon, the Bill would be superfluous as far
as it changes the composition of the Parole
Board. As I explained in -the second reading
debate, the police officer who has been brought
into the matter of parole in a mandatory way in
this Bill has by convention been brought in
anyway. To suggest that because a particular
course of action has been followed in the past
without being provided for in the Statute is an
argument which falls down entirely by reason
of the Government's own actions. The Govern-
ment has reaffirmed in the legislation what has
been the practice in any event.

The third argument, which is a recurring one
used by the Government when it cannot pro-
vide a more valid argument, is that because the
Opposition, when in Government, did not do
anything about the matter under dispute during
its term in office, that matter does not have to
be attended to.

The Government is suggesting that if the Op-
position when in Government did not do any-
thing about the matter, it cannot be right that
the Opposition does anything about it now. In
effect the Government is accusing the Oppo-
sition of being conservative. I am, however,
very proud to be called "conservative" because
conservatism is equivalent to having a pro-

gressive attitude. That is in fact what the Lib-
eral Party is all about-we are progressive and
we want change when change is necessary. We
do not want change for changes' sake. The Min-
ister's argument is in effect, that if the Oppo-
sit ion when in Government did not attend to
this matter, it is hypocritical of it to come into
this place now and say that the proposed new
clause is worthwhile.

Logically, the Minister's arguments fall down
and I suppose that this is simply because he
does not have the ability or the capacity to
understand the proposed new clause. That is
the reason he does not want to agree to it. The
Legislative Council will sit further over the
next few weeks and it will deal with this matter.
The Liberal members in the Legislative Coun-
cil are 100 per cent behind this decision and,
that being the case, the Council willI accept this
new clause.

I would remind the Committee that it is a
retrograde step if the new clause is not accepted
in this place because that will signify to the
public that when prisoners are released-some-
times to commit further crimes-society does
niot have a Parole Board which will not release
a person who is a risk to society. We want to
ensure that the Parole Board cannot do this,
but the Government evidently does not want
this.

Mr GRILL: The Government is not
persuaded by the arguments put forward by the
member for flare at, especially when they are
combined with gratuitious insults and tan-
trum-throwing in this place. If the member for
Floreat wants to put in a new clause in this
Chamber, he should not accompany it with the
insults and tan trum-th rowing that he has just
exhibited. The member for Floreat should en-
deavour to act in a mature and proper manner.
He has not displayed that attitude this mnorn-
ing. H~e has acted in a way that is insulting both
to this Chamber and to me personally.

New clause put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Ayes 16
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKin non
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

(Teller)
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Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hughes

Ayes
Mr Old
Mr Coyne
Mr Watt
Mr Stephens
Mr Spriggs
Mr McNee
Dr Dadour
Mr Cowan

Noes 21
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
MrTroy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Carr
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Jamieson
Mr Wilson
Mr Evans
Mr Bryce
Mr Hodge

New clause thus negatived:'
Clause 8 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

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

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (AMERICA'S CUP
DEFENCE AND SPECIAL EVENTS) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 14 November.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy

Leader of the Opposition) [ 11.22 a.m.]: This
legislation is designed to facilitate certain ac-
tivities that will be taking place at the time of
the world 12-metre yachting championships
and the America's Cup yacht race. Those two
events will be the most important events to
take place in this State in terms of publicity at
an international level and of tourism. It is
therefore appropriate that we should consider
the arrangements for those two events when we
will have an influx of hundreds of thousands of
visitors, particularly during the America's Cup.
From all reports, we will have a similar experi-
ence to that which occurred in Adelaide re-
cently during the Australian Grand Prix which,
I understand, was reasonably successful.

It is also appropriate that we should be con-
sidering legislation which affects the liquor in-
dustry and particularly as that legislation
applies to trading hours. We could also con-

sider, while considering this legislation,
longer-termn changes which need to be made in
the interests of the community.

Having said that, let me now say that this
piece of legislation, apart from the land rights
legislation which we debated last year, is the
worst piece of legislation that has entered this
House. It is disgraceful. It is a case of all the
legislation that has been in place over the years
being thrown out the window. If the Minister
desires anybody in the Minister's office will
now be able, at will, to vary legislation affecting
the sale and distribution of liquor. We do not
object to the fact that there needs to be an
examination of and some changes made to
liquor licensing legslation. However, it seems
strange that only two or three weeks ago we
were here discussing a Bill to extend the mora-
torium that this Government has imposed on
the issuing of new licences, yet we now have
this legislation which allows the Minister to
delegate his power to an officer of his depart-
ment to deal with new licences. Under this
legislation he could say to his secretary, "You
are in charge of this legislation" and that per-
son would then control it. That is unpre-
cedented in this State, as I understand.

What is even worse is that a person does not
even have to apply in writing to the Minister or
to the officer who has been delegated with the
power. Proposed new section 176A, provided
for in clause 6 of the Bill, states-

Notwithstanding anything in this Act,
where the Minister is of the opinion that it
is necessary or convenient to facilitate the
sale, supply or consumption of liquor for
the purposes of an occasion that is, or, in
the circumstances that are connected with
or incidental to a special event the Minis-
ter may, by order either orally or in writing
and whether or not application to that ef-
fect is made ...

it then mentions the various powers. It says,
"Where the Minister is of the opinion". It in-
cludes the delegation of power to one of the
Minister's officers. What it really means is that,
where the Minister or, if delegated, one of his
officers is of the opinion that, because of a
special event, liquor should be sold through
certain outlets, the officer or the Minister could
make a decision and issue a licence. It could
mean that, during the America's Cup, the Min-
ister could say it would be a good idea to have
unrestricted sales of liquor throughout the
metropolitan area for the next three or four
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months. I hope that will not be the case,
although sensible changes will be supported by
everyone in the community, in my view.

The clause then goes on to say "the Minister
may, by order in writing and where an appli-
cation to that effect is made". That means that
an application does not even have to be made
in writing. I repeat that the Minister can make
the decision if he is of the opinion that it is a
good idea. I would have thought that it would
be a good idea to have some sort of adminis-
trative control over these matters to ensure that
they are done properly. What it means is, Mr
Speaker, that you or I could meet the Minister,
who is a member of the East Fremantle Yacht
Club-I do not criticise him for that-at the
club and say that we own a delicatessen or a
coffee shop in Fremantle and request a licence
to open all day for the next three months to sell
liquor. The Minister might think that is a good
idea and decide to issue the licence. That is all
that is needed undei this legislation. I would
not even have to justify the reasons for wanting
a licence as any normal licence or permit-
holder does. I need only to make a verbal appli-
cation to the Minister for the issuing of the
permit. That is a crazy situation to say the
least.

The liquor industry, which is a regulated in-
dustry, has operated effectively over many
years. it now is being placed in a situation
where major changes are likely to be imposed
on it to the detriment and cost of people who
already have a large investment in it. I think
the Parliament is the body that should have
ultimate responsibility to administer legislation
and to effect its change. We should therefore be
taking into account the investments and
interests of current licence holders.

Whether one agrees or disagrees with the cur-
rent licensing system. the fact remains that in
many cases people in the industry have built up
multimillion dollar investments around the li-
cence that has been issued to them. If we are to
change that licensing procedure-in other
words interfere with that position-we should
do so with extreme caution.

The people in the industry should have been
consulted in this instance and I understand that
they were not given that benefit. They should
be given a clear warning 9bout what is to occur
within the industry to allow them to make de-
cisions in respect of their investments. I have
concentrated my comments around this point
and I will speak further to it in the Committee
stage.

The Opposition has no objection to the alter-
ation in relation to the Medical Act because it
will enable doctors, nurses, physiotherapists
and chiropractors to administer services to the
crews to whom they are bound when they come
to this country. The Opposition considers this
to be a sensible amendment and one which all
participants in the America's Cup will wel-
come.

However, the Opposition is concerned about
the proposed amendment to the Lotteries
(Control) Act which is broad in its impli-
cations. This legislation will give power to the
Government, through the Lotteries Com-
mission, to run Instant Lotteries in conjunction
with the America's Cup yacht race. In fact, all
the legislation does is to allow the running of a
lottery using the name of the America's Cup
with the proceeds being paid into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund. It says nothing to
ensure that the money is spent on the
America's Cup, or that the money will be used
in the manner outlined in the Lotteries
(Control) Act.

It would be sensible for the Government to
include a restriction in this legislation which
would ensure that the money which was not
used for the America's Cup would be paid back
into the Lotteries Commission for distrit~ution
to sport and culture in this State. in recent
times we have seen bad publicity in this area
which reflects on the Government, and this
legislation will not help the situation and will
result in further criticism.

Without doubt there is only a certain amount
of money within the community that can be
distributed through the Lotteries Commission
to sport, culture and hospitals and they will
suffer if their funds are put under pressure. The
end result will be fewer funds in future years
for distribution to the groups I have
mentioned. We should tread warily when con-
sidering taking funds away from these groups.
They have built up their expectations as a re-
sult of previous legislation and if changes are
made to it, the Government should be very
careful.

I am amazed at this legislation because we
have in this State an adequate system of
administration of the liquor industry. We have
a court structure with a very efficient and effec-
tive administrative process in place. Why the
Government did not make amendments to that
Act which would give guidelines to the court
under which they could operate is beyond me.
The court has the experience, expertise, staff
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and knowledge about the industry and is in a
position to judge the impact on the industry in
a formal way.

Mr Bertram: It is a form of deregulation.
Mr MacKIN7NON: 1 do not think so. If the

Government wants to deregulate a regulated
industry it must be careful. To whom is the
Government giving power? What is stopping
the Government appointing Tom Butler to
make decikions about who will be granted li-
cences? With due respect to Tom Butler, I
understand he is a knowledgeable person in
industrial relations, but he would have little
knowledge of the liquor industry. For the Min-
ister to give that power to that officer, or to any
officer of the Public Service would be Crazy.

The Government and the Minister will live
to rue the day they brought this legislation into
this Parliament. The Minister will be open to
corruption from people with vested interests in
the community who see it in their best interest
to grease his palm. Even if he does not do
that-and I am not suggesting he would-the
temptation is there. Where large sums of
money are made available because of legis-
lation, justice must be seen to be done. In this
instance, the Minister is placing himself in a
position of risk, which he does not need to do.
In fact, he is foolish to do it.

On the Opposition's return to Government it
will ensure that moves are put in place to
amend the legislation in a way in which it will
be in the best interests of the community and
the liquor industry and also in a way in which
the Minister and the Government are seen to
be even-handed and not open to corruption.

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [ 11.37
a.m.]: I support the remarks of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. No-one denies that
the America's Cup will be an immensely im-
portant event to this State. No-one denies that
we will have to extend ourselves in many ways
to maximise the opportunity that that event
will create for this State; to maximise the op-
portunity to serve the tourists who may visit
this State; and, to maximise the opportunity to
gain as much return as possible from their visit.

It is appropriate that consideration be given,
particularly in the area of the sale of liquor, to
special conditions to be applied during that
period. However, I have very great concerns
about the way the amendments in this Bill are
framed. Ever since we have had a regulated
industry in this State the liquor industry has
been controlled through a judicial process. The
licensing and the enforcement of the require-

ments for licensed premises and the extension
of licences have been made through application
to the Licensing Court. The reason, for that,
and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
touched on it, is that the liquor industry is one
in which large investments are made and it is
one which is regulated.

People going into that industry do not do so
on the basis of knowing there is open compe-
tition. They do it on the basis that a licence is a
restricted commercial advantage. They know
they will have the right, should they have a
licence, to object to anyone seeking a licence in
close proximity to them. They know the arbiter
of how many licences are issued is the Licens-
ing Court and its decisions are based on the
provisions of the Act. They must take into ac-
count the fact that the public need to be prop-
erly serviced, but that that is to be done in a
controlled environment.

The result of that is that people gaining
liquor licences pay significant premiums and
make substantial investments in order to pro-
vide the public with the kind of facilities they
desire.

Those decisions about who should get a li-
cence and how it should be allocated have been
made to a court because a court is independent
of the kinds of political pressures that a Minis-
ter would be under should he assume that re-
sponsibility.

Mrs Beggs: I think you are contradicting
yourself.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Why?
Mrs Beggs: If you can say that three individ-

uals in a court can't be subject to some sont of
pressure-

Mr TRETFJQWAN: I said political pressure.
Mrs Beggs: But there are all sorts of pressures

that can be applied. It is not only political
pressure that can be applied to individuals.

Mr TRETHOWAN: To apply pressure to a
member of a court, particularly one with the
status of a District Court judge, is a very
serious offence and there are effective remedies
under law to deal with it. That is different from
the kinds of pressures to which a Minister of
the Crown could be subjected. The member for
Whitford might like to indicate where in
Australia a Minister of the Crown directly
handles the issuing of liquor licences.

Mrs Beggs: I know there is nowhere.

Mr TRETI-OWAN: They are all handled
through a court or commission.
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Mr Laurance: Usually Ministers do not want
to have that responsibility, for a good reason.

Mrs Beggs: I am just saying that pressures
can be applied to individuals at any level, re-
gardless of their status.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Of course. Members of
Parliament are protected in one way, but mem-
bers of the judiciary are protected in an even
more detailed way from those sorts of press-
ures, and the remedies, if those sorts of press-
ures are attempted to be applied, are very sig-
nificant in terms of judicial officers. That is the
point I am making.

In Australia, particularly in this State, there
has been a consensus that the best way in which
to make impartial decisions on the granting of
liquor licences and their extension and de-
cisions about the kinds of premises suitable for
the granting of licences, is through a court.
That is why we have the Licensing Court and
that is the way it has operated for the last 70
years. This Bill changes that position with one
stroke.

The Bill does two things: Not only does it
take that responsibility during this period-ad-
mittedly, a limited period-away from the
court and place it int the hands of the Minister,
it also allows the Minister to place that re-
sponsibility in the hands of public servants in
his department. That is a reversal of the situ-
ation which applies elsewhere in Australia and
which has applied in this State up until now. It
enables the people involved to be subject to
enormous pressures because one of two things
will happen. Either very few permits or exten-
sions will be granted under these provisions-
and they will be the kinds of permits and exten-
sions which would have been granted by the
court to existing licence holders who could
show good reason-or every application would
have to be granted, in which case the wholesale
opening up of the regulation of liquor will oc-
cur during that period.

Mr Bertram: Deregulation; that's what you
are on about.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I have never promoted
total deregulation in regard to the liquor indus-
try for one very good reason. One has only to
study the figures produced by the Alcohol and
Drug Authority in regard to the consumption
Of liquor and the devastating effects that can
have on the community to realise that there is
an advantage in regulating an industry like
that. I do not necessarily say that the current
level of regulation will remain the most appro-
priate one. All I am saying is that there is very

significant scientific evidence that deregulation
should occur slowly and precisely and in a
measured way. I think that was the argument
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition:
If we are going to deregulate, we should do it in
a considered and responsible way.

Mr MacKinnon: You have a responsiblity to
the people who make the investments.

Mr TRETHO WAN: Absolutely. One also has
a responsibility to the public at large.

Mr Bertram: You deregulated the advertising
of cigarettes with devastating effects.

Mr TRETHOWAN: The advertising of ciga-
rettes was not regulated and that is not the
same sort of thing.

Mr Ber-tram: That only kills people.
Mr TRETHOWAN: That is the right to free-

dom of individuals in our society. I will not be
sidetracked by a red herring that is the preoccu-
pation of the member for Balcatta.

It seems to me that one of two things is likely
to happen: Either the permits issued under this
legislation by the Minister will be fairly
restricted-probably as restricted as if they
were issued by the court to those people who
had very great need and could clearly establish
a case that was indisputable-or the Minister
will be placed in a position of virtually issuing
licences to anyone who applies, thus allowing
wholesale sale of liquor during that time be-
cause otherwise a very real problem would oc-
cur. How will the Minister make the decision
between one delicatessen in Fremantle that
appl ies for a l icence and an other delicatesse n i n
Freman tle that does so; between one sidewalk
cafe and another? If he makes a decision that
one should receive a licence and not the other,
the charge could always be made that political
favours were being granted. Whether that was
so, that is clearly what would be said.

Mr Bradshaw: I think it is easy to work out
who should get the licences-whoever pays for
them!

Mr TRETHOWAN: That is clearly the sort
of comment that will be made.

Mrs Beggs: Don't you think the same com-
ment would be made about the Licensing
Court?

Mr TRETHOWAN: If it were said publicly
about the court, it would be said in contempt of
the court and there are remedies by which
those who make such comments could be
brought before the court in contempt of it. It is
also clearly a judicial process in which the cases
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are argued by lawyers under the rules of evi-
dence in a court before a person with the status
of a District Court judge.

Mr Pearce: People who say that don't put it
on the front page of The West Australian.

Mr TRETH-OWAN: That may be said,' but it
is not said generally in the liquor industry.
People may make implications but the court is
in a position to be seen publicly to he indepen-
dent in a way that a Minister is not. A charge
laid against the court, because of the pro-
cedures of the court and the nature of it, is less
likely to be believed than a charge laid against a
Minister. In politics we are subject to innuendo
all the time; it is part of the political process.
Ministers are subject to more innuendo than
anyone else. In this case, the charge would stick
far more readily than it would against the
Licensing Court. That is why nowhere else in
Australia does the Minister handle licensing
matters.

Mr Bertram: Nowhere else in Australia has
the America's Cup, either.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I repeat, in case mem-
bers of the Government cannot understand
simple speech, that I am not opposed to the
easing of some of the restrictions in the Act for
the America's Cup. I am arguing that that
should be done by the Licensing Court. The
Act should be changed to allow the Licensing
Court to facilitate the hearing of applications,'
but the court should still issue those appli-
cations.

Primarily, the applications should be in the
form of extensions to existing licences. There
are very good reasons for that, and I will come
to them now. This amendment allows virtually
all the effective sections, many of the regulat-
ory sections, of the Licensing Act to be set aside
in regard to permits that are issued by the Min-
ister. During debate on the local government
legislation which allowed the local authorities
to grant permits for areas in streets to be used
as outdoor eating areas-restaurants, cafes and
the like-I raised the problem that should li-
censed premises be extended to cover these
areas it would entail very real legal problems.
For instance, if a sidewalk cafe is in a declared
public road, a declared public place, and is
issued with a licence, whoever issues the li-
cence first has to delineate the licensed area.

Secondly, certain requirements for licensees
would have to be enforced. Licensees are
required, for instance, to prohibit certain
people from operating on their premises. They
can refuse admittance to known criminals and

known prostitutes. They are allowed to refuse
to serve people who are not suitably attired for
their premises and people who are intoxicated.

They have had the advantage of being able to
apply to the police for assistance to enforce
those laws. Many of those safeguards, both for
the licensees and the public, are called into
question when a public place is licensed.

The other question I raised was that of the
consumption of alcohol in a public place. At
present a provision exists in the Act which
makes it an offence to consume alcohol in a
public place-I think it is contained in the
Criminal Code. That has been extremely useful
in preventing many of the problems with street
drinking that have occurred in other States. If
that is set aside or made unenforceable by these
proposals under which people will not be clear
of their legal rights and how those rights will be
affected if they move half a step one way or the
other, we shall have a major enforcement prob-
lem. We are creating a tremendous problem for
the police in their efforts to enforce and control
the consumption and sale of liquor during an
important time in the State's history-the oc-
casion of the America's Cup events.

I ask members to cast their minds back to a
situation that occurred in South Australia two
years ago. On that occasion some serious riots
took place in Glenelg and those riots occurred
soon after changes had been made to the liquor
laws in South Australia governing Sunday
trading. The riots occurred before the recent
total review of South Australia's legislation.
Glenelg is not dissimilar to Fremantle and on
that occasion a large crowd had gathered in the
town one Sunday for entertainment. Recent
amendments to the liquor laws had allowed the
hotels to open at staggered hours with the result
that some started trading at nine o'clock in the
morning and others were open until six o'clock
in the evening. Rowdy people within the group
involved moved from hotel to hotel during the
day so that by the end of the day many of them
were totally inebriated, and they had been
drinking in the streets. It was virtually a pow-
der keg whose fuse was lit and it then blew up.
The riots which took place were very serious
and we do not want that type of situation to
occur in Western Australia during an event as
important as the America's Cup. To avoid such
an occurrence we must ensure that proper con-
trols are in place for the consumption and sale
of liquor but at the same time without their
being unduly restrictive. The police must be
absolutely clear about what action they are
empowered to take in these situations. Under
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the present laws the police know exactly which
premises are licensed and what the restrictions
are on those who consume liquor in those
premises.

Under the proposed amendment the Minis-
ter or a public servant under his direction can
issue permits for anyone to hold a function and
provide liquor in a way which would offset
many of the requirements of the licensing laws.
The police wilt be flat out trying to control the
underworld elements who will come to Western
Australia, as they go to other places when
major events are held, during the time of the
America's Cup. The police will be busy keeping
watch on the known criminals who will be in
Western Australia at that time and will have
their work cut out trying to control the level of
crime. Under those circumstances they will not
want to search for details of who has been
granted a liquor permit and for what place. If a
problem arises they want to be absolutely clear
about what action they can or cannot take. It is
potentially a very serious situation.

The Government should undertake a review
of this Act and make sure that any amend-
ments are carried out after consultation with
the Commissioner of Police to make sure that
he agrees with the amendments and is absol-
utely clear about the effect they will have.
Under the proposed amendment many of the
protections in the Liquor Act will be set aside.
it is an ill-conceived manner of going about
what is right and appropriate action.

The problem could have been attacked by
allowing the Licensing Court to facilitate quick
and easy hearings to extend the operation of
licensed premises beyond the restrictions cur-
rently in the Act. It would then be open to all
people with licences to apply for extensions to
their existing hours-in the same way that en-
tertainment licences are extended in hotels.
That would have been one way of approaching
the matter. Similarly, extensions could be per-
mitted to offset the provisions of the Act such
as those currently allowed for functions. The
existing provisions of the Act would still apply
and the pglice would know whether they could
take action and could identify potentially
dangerous situations.

I am concerned at the way in which this Bill
has been introduced and at the apparent set-
ting aside of the safeguards built into the liquor
laws over a long period of time. I acknowledge
that during the time of the America's Cup we
need to free-up our licensing laws in order to
service the many visitors to this State. It is a
period during which we can try new things and

it will be an appropriate time after the
America's Cup to review how that freeing-up
process has or has not been of benefit to this
State. After a trial period it may be that we can
review some of the existing hours of operation
and classes of licence. I support that
proposition. I think the America's Cup period
is an appropriate time during which to test
them. However, the method sought in this Bill
is not appropriate. It raises many problems. It
will be a major headache for any Minister or
public servant who is forced to make decisions
under this Bill. It would be more appropriate to
amend the Act to facilitate the Licensing Court
to make provisions substantially under the
existing provisions of the Liquor Act.

I support the comments of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and I share his
concerns.

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)
[11.58 a.m.]: I also support the comments of

the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. This Bill
is at variance with the moratorium declared a
couple of weeks ago when the Minister for
Racing and Gaming was trying to get rid of the
responsibility Of referring applications for li-
cences for special occasions to the Licensing
Court. We seem to be going the opposite way
with this legislation. However, it is a much
more volatile situation and will be subject to
far more pressure to allow people in special
circumstances to be issued with an alcohol per-
mit on various premises. When debating the
earlier Bill the Minister referred to the pressure
that was applied to him when he was required
to refer applications for licences to the Licens-
ing Court. Therefore, I was surprised to see this
Bill which appears to give the Minister the re-
sponsibility of being the sole person to decide
whether a licence should be granted for a lim-
ited time.

It is wrong that this Bill will be able to com-
pletely override the Licensing Court. The court
is in place for very good reason. I certainly
agree with the concept that during an event
such as the America's Cup special licences
should be issued for certain occasions. How-
ever, the discretion to permit those licences
should not rest with one person. A great deal of
pressure will be applied to that person and it
does not matter whether those pressures are
political or criminal.

Members opposite have indicated that the
Licensing Court is already subjected to innu-
endos about its granting of licences but at least
three people are involved in issuing such per-
mits at present. Under the provisions of the
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Bill before us one person will have sole re-
sponsibility. Also the members of the court are
much further removed 'from political pressure
than is the Minister. I can envisage that politi-
cal and financial pressure will be brought to
bear on the Minister. It is strange that the Min-
ister should be required to accept that responsi-
bility and I think he will regret die day, if he is
still Minister, that the Bill was introduced into
Parliament.

Overall the Bill is worthwhile and I agree
with the provisions which will permit overseas
visitors to bring their own nurses and doctors
to Australia for the America's Cup period,
provided for by amendments to the Nurses Act,
Medical Act, Physiotherapists Act and the
Chiropractors Act.

The lotteries' position worries me. Once
another Instant Lottery is introduced it will
take custom away from the other Instant Lot-
tery. We might well have a few more people in
Western Australia during that period, but it
will still have an effect on the Instant Lottery; it
will take money from areas where that money
is allocated.

One church group contacted me; I think per-
haps every other member has been contacted.
The Bunbury church is concerned at the open-
ing up of the liquor outlets, or the hours to
which they may be allowed to extend. If the
Minister sticks to what he said in his second
reading speech, where he simply overrides
those provisions of the authority, that may be
the answer. But this Bill does not seem to allow
hotels to open seven days a week except in
specific areas and to a limited extent.

Sidewalk cafes will be of concern, because
where does one draw the line as to whether a
person is a street drinker or a customer of a
sidewalk cafe? A fair amount of pressure will be
put on the police. They may come up against
cases where people are on the borderline and it
is doubtful whether they are drinking at the
sidewalk cafe or in the Street. There may be
some yahoos who are inebriated.

Mr Tonkin: It works marvellously in Europe;
they are very civilised.

Mr BRADSHAW: They have had that
position for a lot longer than we have. People
are perhaps more exposed to it. I wonder
whether we should have so much restriction on
liquor. If things are restricted people are
tempted to overindulge. If it is open people
may not be so attracted to alcohol. As I have
said, in Europe that has been the situation
probably ever since alcohol has been around,

whereas here we have a more restrictive atti-
tude. I guess that is typical. I wonder whether it
should be open or kept restricted.

1 think the Bill is a reasonable one, but it
concerns me that the Minister will be the sole
person to decide. Whoever is Minister at the
time will certainly regret that this Bill has come
to pass in its present form.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Education) [12.03 p.m.]: I appreciate the com-
ments of the member for Murray-Wellington
because they were the most sensible comments
to come from the Opposition side. I commend
to the Leader of the Opposition the proposition
that all Bills of this kind be dealt with by the
member for Mw-ray-Wellington as spokesman,
because he and I have managed to deal with all
these Bills relating to the Liquor Act with a
degree of efficiency and commonsense which
was lacking in an earlier part of this debate.

The fact of the matter is that although the
Minister will be given wide discretionary power
with regard to this legislation, that is not un-
usual. All Ministers have wide powers of dis-
cretion in their own areas, and under those
circumstances Ministers are potentially subject
to corruption and to making decisions due to
political pressure or whatever. But there are
systems which operate to make sure that Minis-
ters do not do that.

One is the criminal law, because for corrup-
tion Ministers are subject to the most extreme
penalties. Also we have the Westminster
system to prevent this. Ministers are directly
accountable to the Parliament and to the
people through elections. If there were strange
misuses of their power, as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition suggested there might be, the
people would know what to do about that when
the opportunity presented itself. The oppor-
tunity would not be presenting itself all that
long after the America's Cup took place. The
Parliament would be sitting around that time
or shortly after. If the power were abused, the
Parliament would have its remedies.

This legislation is not unique to Western
Australia. Similar legislation has occurred in
Queensland, which legislated along these lines
prior to the Commonwealth Games to provide
this overriding power.

This Government first started looking at this
legislation after l attended a Planning Minis-
ters' conference. Western Australia led the dis-
cussion in planning for hallmark events like the
America's Cup. Mr l-inze, the Queensland
Minister, impressed on me the need for this
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kind of legislation, and the Minister for Racing
and Gaming received the same sort of messages
from people in Queensland and South
Australia.

South Australia enacted the same type of
legislation to deal with its Grand Prix. That
State had to provide the same type of waiving
powers, otherwise there would have been the
absurd situation of racing cars driving around
Adelaide streets unable to exceed the speed
limit of 60 kilometres an hour, That would
have made a farce of the Grand Prix. So the
South Australian Parliament moved to allow a
relaxation of speed limits.
.The Deputy Leader of the Opposition would

suggest that this could mean a Minister could
be approached by somebody asking if he could
whip around Glenelg at 140 kilometres an hour
for the next four days and the Minister would
say, "All right." That is not the way these
things operate, though it is always possible to
bring out that foolish kind of argument.

Mr Trethowan: The South Australian legis-
lation was much more limited than this in its
application.

Mr PEARCE: Anybody can put up those
strange cases which seem to be a ridiculous use
of that discretion. As 1 indicated in the second
reading speech, discretion is allowed here for
the reason we have shown. Discretion is to aL
low flexibility to deal with unforeseen circum-
stances. We believe it is appropriate for that
flexibility to be exercised by 'the Minister, be-
cause where there are no guidelines and no
clear law made by the Parliament to determine
it, those decisions should be made by a person
who is accountable to the Parliament. if that
power were to be given to a court or to some
other body, and they did more than was ever
intended, there would be no way to bring that
group to account except by legislation. The Par-
liament would have to reconvene and legislate
out those unwanted discretions. But the Minis-
ter will be in the Parliament every day, and if
the Parliament feels that he is exceeding his
discretion, the Parliament has its remedies.
That means we have an accountability, which
would not be the case if we followed the sugges-
tions of the Opposition.

An Opposition member: You have Licensing
Courts and commissions throughout Australia.

Mr PEARCE: They operate on standard laws
and they apply standard laws. They have a
power of discretion, but it is limited. They set
themselves their own precedents and they
operate like a court to apply the law. But here

we are not applying the law. There must be a
series of individual judgments, because of the
extraordinary circumstances where we allow an
extraordinary thing to occur which is different
from the guidelines applied in Western
Australia. It seems appropriate that the dis-
cretion ought to rest with someone who is ac-
countable to the Parliament and someone who
comes from the body which changes the law
and not give the court an ability to override the
laws on which they have to operate.

There may be benefits in this approach
suggested by the Opposition, but it will not
have the effect of dealing with the matter
swiftly and effectively. This is the way in which
these things like the America's Cup should be
dealt with.

We all appreciate that the America's Cup will
be an event of a magnitude we have not seen in
Western Australia since the 1962 Common-
wealth Games. We need extraordinary spon-
sors to be able to present to the world the fact
that we have handled this matter effectively.
Anybody at all interested in seeing Australia's
reputation maintained must have been tremen-
dously proud when commentators remarked on
how well organised the Adelaide Grand Prix
was. It was spread around the world how well
another Australian State had organised this
event which millions of people around the
world were watching.

We want these same sorts of things to be said
of us here in Western Australia when the time
comes. We do not want strange little things to
happen around the edges which will blur our
international image. We may have to move
very quickly to prevent ridiculous situations
from arising, and under the circumstances the
quick and effective way of dealing with that is
through the Minister, and for the Minister to be
accountable to the Parliament. In that situation
there is no member here who could not but feel
he or she would have the ability to say that the
Minister is overriding that discretion.

One last thing I wish to say about this Bill, as
I said in my second reading speech, is that over
the coming summer this legislation will be
given a trial run with regard to the world
12-metre championships. Between that event
and the trial run, and the real run of the
America's Cup, there will be sittings of the Par-
liament. If the experience bears out the sorts of
hypotheses of the Opposition, the opportunity
will be there for the Parliament, in the light of
the trial run during the world 12-metre cham-
pionships, to make amendments to the Act so
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that we have a more effective set of legislation,
if that is necessary, by the time the America's
Cup comes.

Therefore, once the Parliament votes on this
today it is not necessarily the end of the matter.
The chance for review during the course of next
year will be there on the basis of experience.

I suggest to the House that it is in the best
interests of Western Australia for this legis-
lation to pass unamended.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs
Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Minister
for Education) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 5 put and passed.

Clause 6: Section 176A inserted-

Mr MacINNON: I would like to make a
few more comments with respect to this clause
of the Bill, which is the key clause and has
elicited most of the debate today. The Minister
completely missed the point we were making
and did not address the major area we were
about; that is, the extraordinary change in atti-
tude by the Government to licensing laws as
opposed to its previous attitude, and the likely
impact that will have on the community.

The Minister's argument about precedents
with respect to the Commonwealth Games and
the Grand Prix do not have any relevance at
all. The Commonwealth Games was an event
which lasted approximately 10 days and the
Grand Prix three or four days at the most. The
America's Cup and the 12-metre challenge will
be Spread over a far longer period of time than
that. To talk of the speed limits in Adelaide is
patently crazy. The point we were making
about this legislation and the powers now resi-
dent in the Minister was that there is a
potential for enormous financial gain to be
made under this legislation resulting from de-
cisions made directly by the Minister or-and
this is a point not addressed by the Minister-
an officer of his department.

That is the concern and in our opinion that is
the stupidity of the manner in which the legs-
lation is framed. If one was in office in South
Australia there would be no financial gain to be
made by allowing one's mate to go flying
around the streets, other than the fine he might
forgo.

We agree that the America's Cup is an extra-
ordinary event and that decisions must be
made swiftly and effectively. However, we say
there is no reason to believe that the court as it
currently exists could not do that. In fact, what
the Minister has said virtually condemns the
court and says it could not handle the matter
and does not have the ability. Surely the court,
being the most experienced body in this State
to handle that type of power, should be able to
do so effectively.

I now refer to matters not addressed by the
Minister. I omitted to make this point when I
was talking earlier: It seems strange that the
America's Cup was won I do not know how
long ago, but it was about 18 months ago, yet
the Government has waited until the dying
hours of this session to bring in this legislation.
There was obviously a need for this type of
legislation, and in fact it has been talked about
for quite a long time;, but for the Government
to rush it through in the dying hours of the
session seems strange to say the least, and when
it is in this form we wonder at the motives of
the Government in doing so.

A very good point was raised by Hon.
Gordon Masters, the Leader of the Opposition
in another place. He indicated that the Govern-
ment will place itself in a very difficult position
by issuing licences or making regulations to ex-
tend the hours of taverns and so on, or what-
ever they might do to vary the licensing ar-
rangements, and after the America's Cup say-
ing, "We will take all those back." I predict
now, as did the Leader of the Opposition in
another place, that those people will not give
up their new-found benefits very easily. They
will fight extremely hard, if I am any judge, and
as a consequence there will be fundamental
changes to the liquor laws in this State. I have
said before that I am not opposed to changes in
liquor laws and moves in that direction. How-
ever, as the member for East Melville said, if
that change is to be made it should be made in
consultation with the industry which is affec-
ted-the industry which, after all, built its in-
vestment on regulations which we in Parlia-
ment put in place and under which it operates.

I ask the Government what it plans to do in
other areas. If we are going to make changes in
relation to the liquor laws, what are we going to
do in respect of taxis? Are we going to say to
the Minister for Transport, "~The Transport
Commission is not relevant any more, there-
fore the Minister for Transport has the power
to license anyone to operate a taxi for as long as
they like during that period"? if not, why not?

4561



4562 ASSEMBLY]

What is the difference? There will be large
numbers of people in Perth who will require
services, particularly taxi serices. If we extend
liquor laws, the taxi laws are just as important;
and in fact the two go band-in-hand. What will
happen in that regard, and why have we not
seen similar legislation; or is it already possible
under the legislation and is that going to occur?

Similarly, what will happen in relation to
trading hours? Will there be any changes? Will
there be consultation? One would have thought
it logical that some changes are to be made at
that time and I would have thought that if the
Government is moving in this regard in re-
lation to the Liquor Act-and as the Minister
correctly said, the 12-metre championship will
be held early next year and we want to try out
these changes at that time-perhaps we should
have been looking at other legislation at this
time also.

We could say the same thing about gaming
laws. The casino is being established here in
Perth and has been given a total monopoly.
There will be enormnous numbers of people here
during the America's Cup. Will we see any
changes to the gaming laws to allow people to
run two-up in Fremantle or to run other games
for tourists? If not, why not? Why is gaming
different from the liquor industry? The casino,
just like the liquor industry, involves a large
investment, but if we extend the same argu-
ment it would mean we should relax gaming
laws at that time and give the Minister, Over
and above the Gaming Commission, the power
to deregulate the gaming industry at that time
so that proper services could be provided.

That highlights the point we are trying to
make: That the responsible bodies already es-
tablished under legislation should be entrusted
with this responsibility.

The final point I wish to make relates to an
issue I have been taking up with the Govern-
ment for some time in relation to legislation.
Earlier this year I had approaches from a
company in New South Wales called Res-
taurant Tramcars International.

That company is in the business of setting up
mobile restaurants, in other wards,
horse-drawn carriages or trains upon which
they locate a restaurant. A person jumps on the
tram and takes a tour of the city or wherever
the tram is travelling to and eats his meal at the
same time. I thought this was a very innovative
suggestion. The company approached the
Victorian Government; in fact, it is also ap-
proaching the New Zealand Government and

various other Governments to be able to carry
out that function. The Victorians said, "~Yes,
we think that is a good idea" and moved simple
amendments to the legislation in the Parlia-
ment. I understand that service, if not under
way, will soon be under way in Victoria,

In May 1984 the company began making
similar approaches to our Government. Need-
less to say-otherwise I would not be raising
this matter-it was not given approval to do
so. It seems strange to me that the Minister is
now bringing this legislation into the Parlia-
ment saying we want to try changes with re-
spect to the licensing Act to account for the
America's Cup, yet here we have some people
who want to undertake what I think is a very
innovative proposal which would be attractive
to tourists throughout the America's Cup event
and afterwards whose application has been
knocked back. I might add that the company
wanted to undertake a similar exercise in
Albany, which I thought would have been
highly successful.

The Minister wrote to me on 23 October this
year as follows-

I confirm that the definition of "licensed
premises" in the Act would require
amendment, but additionally section 46,
which provides that a person shall not con-
sume liquor upon a road within a town
and provides that it is no defence to the
foregoing that the liquor was consumed in
or upon a vehicle, would require amend-
ment.

I have considered the matter carefully
but am of the view that it would be unwise
to introduce, as a matter of urgency,
amendments of this nature because of
possible unintended consequences.

What are we doing today? We are doing exactly
that in respect of this legislation. But of course
what we are not doing is amending the legis-
lation to enable these people to make their ap-
plication through the normal process. These
people obviously could now make application
directly to the Minister, but of course they are
not likely to do so, bearing in mind that they
would have to make a large investment and
that investment would then have no guarantee
of continuity because the legislation will expire
at some time, as detailed in the Bill. I do not
have the date before me now. it is very strange
that we have a company which is willing to put
forward an innovative proposal to the Govern-
ment, a proposal which will be very attractive
to tourists both during and beyond the Cup
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event, yet the Government is not prepared to
take any action in that regard. But it is pre-
pared to act in this unprecedented manner.

1 will not say anything further about that
matter, but I would appreciate the Minister
commenting about what the Government in-
tends to do, particularly with respect to other
regulated industries and services which will be
provided during the duration of the America's
Cup event and the 12-metre challenge.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I ask the Minister what
consultations are taking place between him and
the Commissioner of Police on the drafting of
this legislation and the problems that may be
overcome in the enforcement by the police of
these sections of the Liquor Act, and what con-
sultations are intended to take place between
the Minister or any of the public servants or
officers delegated by him to issue permits
under this section, and the Commissioner of
Police or any person nominated by him to ad-
vise on any conditions that should be applied
to the issue of such permits, in view of the fact
that it is up to the Commissioner of Police to
maintain law and order. Within the very
complex situation that will occur during the
period of the America's Cup the Fremantle
area particularly will see very large numbers of
people and there will have to be very careful
and sensitive enforcement of the law at that
time. it seems the Commissioner of Police does
not need an additional burden placed on him
of dramatic uncertainties in regard to the con-
trol of the sale and supply of liquor.

Mr PEARCE: 1 really dealt during the second
reading stage with the points that have been
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
but perhaps the misapprehensions under which
he is labouring are in some ways the same as
those under which the member for East
Melville is labouring, because the presumption
appears to be that there will be 24-hours-a-day
excessive drinking going on for months before
and after the America's Cup and every wayside
stall, house or shop will be turned into a den of
iniquity and that the social fabric of Western
Australian society will be brought to the edge of
collapse.

In fact, the intention is that in general terms
the law as it currently applies will continue to
apply throughout the period of the Americass
Cup. There will not be wholesale changes but
some flexibility will be given to the Minister in
particular circumstances and it seemed necess-
ary to alter the drinking laws a little. There will
not be a wholesale slather in this area or a
massive six-month long party or anything like

that; but some changes will be made to the law
in certain circumstances, and it is difficult to
prefigure them now because the circumstances
have not arisen. But the whole thing will be
handled with a great deal of caution because we
see the kinds of potential for problems that the
Opposition is pointing to as clearly as it does.

To answer specifically the question of the
member for East Melville, there have been dis-
cussions with the Commissioner of Police
through the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, and indeed the Cabinet minute for
the legislation as a matter of course went to the
Police Department for comment and they
raised their comments through the Minister for
Police at the Cabinet meeting; so there have
been broad discussions. I understand there
have been more detailed discussions between
officers of the Minister's department and the
police but I am not in a position to really com-
ment on them. But if the member for East
Melville places the question on notice I will
give him a detailed answer with regard to that
matter.

With regard to future discussions, the mem-
ber is quite right in suggesting that there will
need to be a great deal of consultation and
cooperation between the Minister for Police
and the Police Department when decisions are
made to allow something under this Act which
would not previously have been allowed under
the law because questions of enforcement do
arise. Those consultations and discussions will
take place before any changes are made or any
permits or approvals are given, so that there
will not be the embarrassing situation where
one part of Government is allowing people to
undertake some activity for the America's Cup
and another pant of the Government is going
around trying to arrest them and throw them in
the slammer.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 7 to 14 put and passed.
Clause 15: Duration or Act-
Mr MacKINNON: During the term of this

Government this is the first time we have seen
sunset legislation in fact implemented. Yet as I
have repeated several times in this Chamber
previously, the Deputy Premier when in Oppo-
sition lauded the possibility of sunset clauses
and the way that they could be used to
effectively ensure regular and proper reviews of
legislation. The first time we have ever seen a
proper sunset clause implemented is on the last
but one day of the sessions of Parliament dur-
ing the term of this Government. That is an
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example of the sincerity of the Government's
promises in nearly every singie area which it
made prior to the last election.

Mr PEARCE: I suppose one would expect
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to seek to
make political points even at this late stage of
the sitting. I do not blame him for that, it is his
job; if he does it well enough he may move up
as far as some of his colleagues might like to
see.

Mr MacKinnon: I could become Deputy
Premier.

Mr PEARCE: His chances of becoming
Leader of the Opposition are greater. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition ought to
know what he is talking about. In the time that
he was Minister and since he has been Deputy
Leader of the Opposition he has built for him-
self something of a reputation for being
thorough in his approach, and when he looks
into something and makes a statement it can be
said that he is fairly accurate. The Government
has been routinely inserting review clauses or
sunset clauses into legislation for the last three
years.

Mr MacKinnon: Review clauses, not sunset
clauses.

Mr PEARCE: We have been routinely
putting those clauses into legislation, and
although I have not dealt with a lot of Bills
before the Chamber each of the authorities I
have set up, the Planning Commission and the
Secondary Education Authority, has had such
clauses in the legislation, and there have been
discussions on each occasion about how it
should be done.

The policy enunciated before the election has
been routinely put into place with every piece
of legislation that has come before us. This has
been done on a sensible basis. When we estab-
lish a planning commission or a secondary edu-
cation authority with an ongoing role one does
not automatically have it expire in two or three
years' time so that one has to legislate again at
the end of that period. In cases such as this
where there is a single purpose which will be
over in a designated time, the legislation ceases
to have effect. We have applied our policy
simply and cautiously in a way which leads to
the minimum of trouble in the future. For the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to imply that
we rolled this in in the last Bill of the session so
that we can say we have undertaken our policy
does not do him the credit to which he aspires.

Mr MacKINNON: I was not implying that
that is the case. I said the only time the
Government has honoured its commitment is
on the last day of the session. I did not say it
had been done for that purpose.

Review clauses are not sunset clauses. There
is a significant difference, and sunset clauses
have a significant impact on the authorities
upon which they are imposed. If a Government
authority knows it will be up for review by a
certain date and that a document will be tabled
in the Parliament but the authority will con-
tinue to operate come what may, a clause
which has had that effect will have a signifi-
cantly different impact from one which says
that the authority will expire on such a date
unless the Houses of Parliament make a
positive decision to renew its charter.

That means the legislation must be brought
back into the Parliament-and I know that
means extra work for the officers concerned
and the Parliament-but it would ensure that
these agencies firstly run far more effectively,
and secondly that a proper review of the
agencies is undertaken at the interval set by the
sunset clause itself. When we return to Govern-
ment next year I can assure members opposite I
will be pressing hard to ensure that all such
legislation we bring before the Parliament as a
Government contains such a clause-a sunset
clause, not a review clause.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

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

Pearce (Minister for Education), and passed.

TAMI-CAR CONTROL DILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council with amend-
ments.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 14 November.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) f 12.36 p.m.J:

The amendments in the Bill affect three main
fields of the Criminal Code and are actually the
result of a fragment of what is known as the
Murray report which was commissioned many
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years ago. In that report, Mr Michael Murray
QC carried out a complete review of the Crimi-
nal Code and made recommendations which if
accepted would have entailed virtually the
rewriting of the Act. The Government has ac-
cepted so far, if I am right, about eight of the
Murray report recommendations, and the
ptesent amendments contain two of those, plus
one which as far as I can see was not mentioned
in the report.

As I said previously it is a pity that these
matters are attended to more in statements
than in legislation, and that the legislation is
piecemeal. I do not know why the Minister
representing the Attorney General thinks-and
he said he does-that this Government's
record in law reform is better than that of any
other Government. So far we have dealt with a
number of Bills concerning law reform and in
very few of them would one not have detected
that they originated during the time of the pre-
vious Attorney General.

The amendments in this Bill clarify many
areas which hitherto were fairly foggy, but
unfortunately they sltl leave a large amount of
confusion. My remarks should not be
dismissed by the Minister who is likely to say I
am malicious or abusive. His own Attorney
General said in the Council that it could be
fairly said that whatever complications remain
after these amendments are less than those be-
ing repealed. I think the Attorney General is
correct. However, it was a fairly foggy situation
and althoughi some of the fog has cleared, the
majority of the problems remain.

The Bill is concerned with three areas:
Assault, power of arrest, and restitution and
compensation. I refer first to the arrest pro-
visions.

It must be said that some of the Criminal
Code provisions affected by this Bill interrelate
fairly much with the provisions of the Police
Act. I do not know whether that has been taken
into consideration in connection with the pro-
visions of arrest or with the provisions of 'resti-
tution and compensation. Once the new Bill
comes into operation, some of these provisions
could be confusing in respect of this inter-
relationship.

I refer to some of the provisions of the Police
Act to illustrate my point. Section 43(1) of the
Police Act allows a police officer Or a constable
without warrant to arrest inter aia-

..all persons whom he shall have just
cause to suspect of having committed or
being about to commit any offence, or of

any evil designs, and all persons whom he
shall find or who shall have been lying or
loitering in any street, yard, or other place,
and not giving a satisfactory account of
themselves ...

Likewise, section 45 is an important provision
as far as police officers are concerned because it
enables an officer or a constable to-

.. , without a warrant take into custody
any person whom he may have reasonable
and probable cause for believing or
suspecting to be a person for whose
apprehension a warrant shall have been
issued..

That section allows police officers to arrest any
person-

...Who shall be charged by any other per-
son with having committed, or whom he
shall have reasonable and probable cause
for believing has committed any felony or
misdemeanour, punishable on infor-
mation. ..

which means on indictment-
,.. by the Supreme Court, or The District
Court of Western Australia, in cases when
by reason of the recent commission of the
offence a warrant could not have been
obtained for the arrest of the offender ...

It sounds fairly complicated but I wanted to
illustrate the interaction between the pro-
visions of the Criminal Code as it was and as it
is being amended by this amendment, and the
provisions of the non-amended existing Police
Act.

The present Bill attempts to simplify the pro-
visions prevailing in the Criminal Code regard-
ing arrest. The Bill is commendable from that
point of view because it creates a new defi-
nition of arrestable offences which are simply
the offences punishable by imprisonment.
However, there are a huge number of vari-
ations under way in regard to civilian arrest-
which is a duty and an obligation a civilian has
to help a police officer in the execution of an
arrest-and the police officer's duty in this
same regard. Accordingly, some attention
should be paid to the final differences between
those provisions dealing with the entitlement
to inflict bodily harm in the course of arrest,
the ability to arrest without warrant-which is
variously concerned with the circumstances
where a person could be arrested-and the pro-
visions which relate to the arrest of an escapee,
and what sort of offences that person has com-
mitted and what sort of case can be made
against him and so on. It is a civilian's duty to
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assist police officers but one would need to be a
fairly well-practised criminal lawyer to know
whether one does not exceed one's rights while
at the same time one fulfils one's obligations
under this section of the Act.

If the Minister feels that I am exaggerating in
saying this and that I am wrong, he should
explain clearly what the rules are, in their en-
tirety, for police officers in connection with
arrest and what the rules are for a civilian in
connection with an arrest. He should further
explain what the rules are for both police
officers and civilians if the arrest is in connec-
tion with the apprehension of an escapee and
where the arrest is against those who have com-
mitted an offence or the attempted arrest is
against those who are suspected of having com-
mitted an offence. I do not think I have
mentioned all the variations under which dif-
ferent provisions could apply, and what can be
done and how an individual can behave in
executing a civilian arrest.

The new powers of arrest, although
superficially drawn in the same fashion as pre-
viously in the Code by utilisation of the new
concept of "arrestable offences", go much
further in their operation. Much subordinate
legislation is covered by a dragnet provision
such as the penalty which allows for, say, a
$2 000 fine or three months' imprisonment. It
would be extraordinary in most of those cases
for imprisonment to be imposed on a first
offender or, perhaps, on most offenders, never-
theless. it still would seem to open the way for
arrest, not only by the police officers but also
by civilians, for quite trivial offences.

The deletion of the provisions that suspected
offenders can be arrested without warrant for
offences as set out in paragraphs (b), (e), (g),
and (h) of clause 30 would seem to require
some consideration. This is particularly true in
respect of a long list of offences which are de-
scribed in paragraph (b) which commences
with section 57 and runs through to section 484
of the Criminal Code. For most of those of-
fences it would seem that originally the require-
ment that there be a warrant was a reasonable
precaution in respect of overzealous officers, or
precipitate use of prosecution powers. The
power to summarily arrest or possibly charge
has now been extended a great deal. Therefore,
a genuine query could be raised as to why it is
thought necessary to enable summary arrests
for all of those offences, when in a majority of
cases they are fairly complicated and would
require some consideration of the evidence
available. In addition, it would often require

the minds of the Minister, the Attorney Gen-
eral, the commissioner, or other authorities to
be turned to the situation before the pros-
ecution is launched. In other words, there
would seem to be little urgency about most of
those offences and if there were any real fear
that an offender would decamnp or escape, an
ordinary warrant could be applied fairly
quickly.

There is also some confusion with the new
provisions relating to entry into premises.
Clause 20, with the proposed new section
5 64(5) of the Criminal Code, needs some con-
sideration. It allows a police officer to enter
premises without a warrant to effect an arrest
if, firstly, the offence with which he proposes
charging the Person has the punishment of im-
prison ment prescribed and, secondly, the
police officer suspects, on reasonable grounds,
that the person is within the particular place.
These are the provisions allowing for entry to
premises. Presumably, this would not be con-
strued as allowing the police officer to make a
forcible entry although this is not clear.

What would happen if the police officer
knocked on a door to arrest a suspect and was
told by someone inside that the suspect was not
there and the police officer did not believe
him? Could he or could he not then force his
way into the premises? That is another ques-
tion that needs to be answered. it is practical
and could happen, and therefore needs clarifi-
cation.

The proposed new section 564 (6) of the code
which, according to this Bill, deals with a police
officer calling for assistance, is also badly
drafted and should be revised. It could be
asked how would the person called upon to
assist possibly ever know that there is no
reasonable ground for suspecting that the third
person has committed an arrestable offence as
envisaged in proposed new section 564 (6) (b).

The assault provisions appear to be quite
reasonable. However, I have some difficulty in
satisfying myself that there is adequate machin-
ery for summary jurisdiction in all cases of as-
sault. The present amendment assumes there is
jurisdiction to deal with these matters summar-
ily. However, if chapter XXXI of the Criminal
Code is repealed, as it is proposed, one cannot
be quite sure whether that is so. It is not clear
why chapter XXXI of the code, which deals
with summary hearing and disposal of lesser
charges of assault, is being repealed. Undoubt-
edly, some amendments are required to accom-
modate proposed new sections 319 to 324A.
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However, it is not clear how assaults will be
dealt with summarily if chapter XXXI is
repealed.

Proposed new sections 317 (2) and 318 (2)
may not be adequate unless there is a further
provision included which clearly vests juris-
diction to deal with assaults in a Court of Petty
Sessions. In general terms, a Court of Petty
Sessions does not have power to deal with of-
fences which are crimes or misdemeanours as
defined in the code without a clear grant of
jurisdiction. The proposed new sections 317
and 318 still require the accused person to be
dealt with summarily, even if the prosecutor
considers that the charge can be adequately
dealt with in a Court of Petty Sessions. it is not
clear how the present legislation achieves the
aim set out in the Attorney General's second
reading speech. He said that the Government is
of the view that, while serious assaults on the
person should continue to be dealt with upon
indictment, less serious assaults should be able
to be dealt with promptly and inexpensively by
summary disposition. I query whether this
could be done because of the reasons I have
mentioned.

On the whole, the restoration provisions are
welcome. There are, however, some slight
doubts which ought to be clarified. Section 737
of the present code provides-

Except when expressly so provided, the
prosecution or conviction of a person for
an offence does not affect any civil remedy
which any person aggrieved of the offence
may have against the offender.

According to that it is possible that new pro-
visions could be read as taking away the civil
rights previously preserved by this section 737.
1 think this point should be made clear by the
Minister.

Proposed new section 719 (7) deals with any
award compensation in addition to anything
which is recoverable under the Criminal Injur-
ies Compensation Act. A party cannot, in ef-
fect, recover twice, as any award under the
other Act is to be brought into account and vice
versa. However, the possible adjustment be-
tween the award of compensation under
proposed new section 719 and civil damages is
not dealt with. This definitely needs some clari-
fication.

Those are some of the concerns I have in
connection with this Bill. It is a genuine pity
that the Bill has been introduced so late. I do
not think that the Minister representing the
Attorney General will be able to deal with any

of my concerns which have arisen because he
will not have had the benefit of the extensive
study I have made of the legislation. Had this
Bill been introduced at a reasonable time, the
Minister would have been able to postpone his
reply and consult the Crown Law Department
or the Attorney General to supply the necessary
answers. Obviously he will not be able to do
that because this Bill will have to be dealt with
today according to the wishes of the Govern-
ment. At least I can prevail on the Minister to
ask the Attorney General or the Crown Law
Department to consider my concerns and pro-
vide me with a reply.

I support the Bill.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [12.59 p.m.]: I thank the mem-
ber for Floreat for debating this Bill today. He
raised a number of detailed matters which I
will need to refer to the Crown Law Depart-
ment.

As the member indicated, we hope to com-
plete this matter today and I advise him that I
will refer his queries to the Attorney General
and, at a later date, provide him with the
answers to the points he raised- I give an under-
taking that the matters he raised will be con-
sidered before the amend~ments are
proclaimed.

I thank the Opposition for its general support
of the legislation.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

FORREST PLACE

Redevelopment: Display

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have been
asked by the Minister for Planning to advise
members that the display which he mentioned
to members yesterday in respect of Forrest
Place is now set up outside the Parliamentary
Post Office for the information of members. It
will be there for today only. I advise members
if they want to see it to do so today.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.15 p.m.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.
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Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Grill

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

PUBLIC ACCOUYNTS COMMTI iE
Report

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [2.19 p.m.J-by
leave: I present the twenty-fifth report of the
Public Accounts Committee. I move-

That the report be tabled.
Question put and passed.
(See paper No. 342.)
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [2.20 p.m.]: I

move-
That the report be printed.

I pay tnibute to the people who have assisted
the Public Accounts Committee during the
course of this inquiry, in particular, those
people who gave evidence to it and those who
presented written submissions.

I thank also the secretary of the committee,
Mr David Green, for the support he gave dur-
ing this inquiry, Thanks also go to the former
research officer, Mr Richard Ibbotson, and to
the new research officer, Mr Peter Rowe, who
has done an excellent job in preparing the re-
port in the short time available to him. I be-
lieve his work is indicative of the assistance he
will give the committee over the next few years.

The report deals with the wide range of am-
bulance services in Western Australia and I am
sure that the St John Ambulance Association
will find some pants of it hard to come to grips
with. The committee has praise for the work
done not only by the St John Ambulance As-
sociation, but also by the volunteer movement
throughout Western Australia. Recognition
should be given to the role of volunteers in the
community, particularly in the area of ambu-
lance services.

Question put and passed.

FORESTS
Revocaton of Dedication: Motion

Debate resumed from 14 November.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2.21 p.m.]: The ques-

tion before the House is that of the partial revo-
cation of State forests Nos. 1, 2, 3, 7, 13, 14, 15,
22, 23, 24, and 67. They form part of the pack-
age of motions that are put to the House for the
revocation of State forests.

The motion seeks to reduce the size of the
State forests by some 78 478 hectares.

The Opposition will express its very strong
concern to the Government on two counts:
First, the manner in which the change is
proposed; second, the lack of consideration
given by the Government to the respective in-
dustries and communities that will be affected
in due course as a result of the changes that are
being proposed in these revocations.

I want to be sure that the Hansard record
shows that there are five areas in question, and
outline the nature of those areas. One area is in
the Capel region and the other four areas are in
the Armadale and Dwellingup areas and the
Lane-Poole Reserve. With respect to the Capel
region it is proposed that an area of 1 868 hec-
tares, which is part of the State forests Nos. I
and 2 approximately seven kilomnetres
south-west of the Capel townsite, be set aside as
an "A"-class national park to be vested in the
National Parks and Nature Conservation Auth-
ority.

The Minister has indicated that the reason
for the alteration is to improve the security of
purpose of the area. That is all very well, but
my research has indicated that in all the delib-
erations the Government has made in bringing
to the Parliament this particular revocation of
State forests Nos, 1 and 2, the Government has
had no discussions with the local community or
the local authority. If it has had such dis-
cussions, I am not aware of them. In fact, I am
not aware of from where this call seeking the
approval of the Parliament to reduce the State
forests has emanated.

This is an attempt to ensure that this particu-
lar part of the State forests becomes part of a
system of national parks. For some time, the
Capel forest area has been a matter of contro-
versy because it is very rich not only in its
forest heritage, but also in mineral sands. As a
consequence, some mineral claims have been
made in the area.

Mr Parker: There are no such claims.

Mr BLAIKIE: I want the Minister's com-
ments to be recorded, because admittedly the
specific areas to be revoked as a result of this
motion may not be subject to claim, but the
whole area is one in which mineral sands
abound.

Mr Parker: It is important you should under-
stand that there are no mineral sands in the
area that is to be revoked.

Mr BLAIKIE: I understand that and accept
that point of view. I accept that there might not
be any mineral claims in the area.
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Mr Parker: Nor is there any mineralisation.
It has been drilled for mineralisation as well
but there is no mineralisation.

Mr BLAIKIE: The mineralisation may not
have been determined to be of a commercial
nature, but there certainly would be mineralis-
ation. 1 have no argument with what the Minis-
ter has said, but following on from his com-
ments the argument the Minister has advanced
for the need to take this area from the State
forests and have it vested as a national park has
no meaning. The reason given was that it
would improve the security of purpose of the
area.

Mr Parker: That's true.

Mr BLAIKIE: If there is no mineralisation-

Mr Parker: There are minerals in the area. I
just wanted to identify for you that the area
that is being revoked is not the area in which
the mineralisation occurs.

Mr BLAIKIE: The other things that are im-
portant in the area are the tuart, trees. As far as
I am concerned the Forests Department has
done a very good job in ensuring that those
tuarts were maintained and protected. I cannot
recall how many years ago tuart trees were cut
from that area.

I was making the point that I am not aware
of any consultation the Minister's office had
with the local community. I have found the
Minister to be extremely cooperative and one
who has afforded the Opposition with as much
information as is possible from time to time.
Although the Minister took Over this pant of the
portfolio only in recent months, this move to
make the area a national park certainly was not
dreamed up yesterday. It would have been
under discussion within Government circles
for some time. As I said, the Minister has been
in charge of the Department of Conservation
and Land Management portfolio only since the
end of March, so I am not criticising him. I
believe that the Premier may well have had
discussions with community groups when
seeking to make this area a national park. The
Minister may care to indicate whether he is
aware of any consultation that his officers have
had with the Shires of Busselton or Capel, for
example. The Minister has not given any indi-
cation as to whether his officers have or have
not had such discussions.

The discussions which I had with those
shires this morning indicated that they have
received no advice from the Minister's office.
It was news to them when I informed them that

part of the tuart forest area which is in part of
the Shire of Cape] and part of the Shire of
Busselton was going to become national park.

The Government should not proceed with
the legislation at this stage before local
authorities have had the opportunity to under-
stand the proposals that the Government is
putting forward and they are given the oppor-
tunity to have an input into any
recommendations that they may wish to make
on behalf of the communities that they rep-
resent.

Members will know that when travelling be-
tween Capel and Busselton one drives through
the tuart forest, which is one of the most mag-
nificent forest stands in Western Australia. It is
also unique. It will be necessary to improve and
widen the road in that area and I am concerned
that if the Government proceeds and intends to
lock up that area in a national park system, it
will be very difficult for that road-widening to
take place. Although that drive is certainly very
pleasing aesthetically, it has claimed many lives
in recent years and has proved to be a danger-
ous stretch of road. I do not know whether the
motorists are at fault or the lack of road width
causes the problem.

I appeal to the Government to make some
positive contact with the local authority to
ascertain its thoughts in relation to this area.
There are a number of important tourist attrac-
lions in the district, including Wonnerup
House which is operated by the National Trust.
Wonnerup House, which is an important and
historic tourist attraction, is virtually on the
edge of this proposed national park area.

I want to make it perfectly clear that I am not
opposing the transition of this area to a
national park. However, I am opposing the
Government's move in this direction at this
time without referral to, and recognition of, the
local community.

In addition, the Busselton-Capel railway line
traverses the area. I imagine that some under-
standing should be reached that if Ihe railway
line will not be used in the future it should be
held in reserve as pant of the dual road system.

If the Parliament agrees to proceed with this
matter at this stage the opportunity for local
input will be denied to the local community. It
simply is not good enough for the Government
to proceed in this way without advising the
local authority of its proposals. The Minister
should at least have asked the local authority
whether it had any objections or wanted to add
to the proposals we are currently considering. It
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may well be that the local authority would have
asked for a larger area to be included; it could
also have asked for a smaller area. However, it
should at least have been given the opportunity
of expressing an opinion.

One of the important aspects of the conser-
vation and land management legislation was
that it provided the opportunity for public in-
put in relation to management plans for
national parks, marine reserves, nature re-
serves, etc. It was also stated that the legislation
would ensure that public input was made into
matters of forestry areas and reserves. If I re-
member correctly, the legislation referred to
community input into matters that had social
and economic long-term benefits. It was also
part of the Opposition's success-real success
in this matter in my opinion would have been
that no CALM legislation was passed-thai
agreement was reached in Parliament that
when management plans were to be determined
they could only be drawn up after full local
consultation.

That consultation included local authorities
not only being informed of proposals but also
being invited to par-ticipate. It was also agreed
that, before any decisions were made, local
authorities would be informed. Those pro-
visions were included in the CALM legislation
for management plans. The Government also
proposed that the public should be informed
simply by a notice being published in a news-
paper circulating in Western Australia. The
Opposition successfully moved an amendment
that such a notice must also be published in a
newspaper circulating in the local area. We
were trying to ensure that the Government did
not just advertise its intentions in some ob-
scure newspaper or journal. We wanted to
make sure that local people were informed and
were made aware that they could be involved
in the decision-making process.

The Opposition was also successful in mov-
ing a further amendment which provided that
when management plans are being considered,
a sign must be erected in the area stating that it
is under review and inviting the public to make
an input. These matters were all contained in
the CALM legislation. The Opposition sought
those amendments to ensure that local partici-
pation was maintained as a right and that at all
times local communities were aware of what
was happening in their area. Were it not for
those provisions, local communities perhaps
would have had no idea of what was proposed
in their areas unless they read it in the news-
papers or were confronted with officers from

the relevant department closing roads or such
things on the basis of such and such an Act.
The Opposition prevented that from happening
and it did so with good reason.

For all that, the Government has proposed to
reduce an area of State forest and transfer it to
a national park without referral to the local
community. At the very best, the department
responsible has committed an oversight. The
Minister should take heed of these comments.
It is not a question of trying to frustrate the
business of the House or the Government. This
matter is put forward in a constructive and
positive way so that we can go to the local
community, tell the people what the Govern-
ment proposes and ask for their opinions. We
could ask if this would have any social, com-
mercial or economic effect on the community
and ask those people to advise the Government
within 14 days of their proposals in this regard.
If no response was received the Government
could proceed with its decision.

Mr Davies: I think you have it the wrong way
round. If Parliament is agreeable to the concept
we would then go to the local authority and ask
if it has any opinions in this matter. It is not
gazetted and vested until agreement has been
reached. It is no good negotiating with the local
community and asking them what they want
done before we have brought the matter to Par-
liament. You must have a positive decision
about what you want to do and having made
that decision, if Parliament agrees to it, before
it is vested which is the final and ultimate
stage, you go to the local community. I would
have liked some consultation beforehand but
this is the way it is done and it is a very sensible
way.

Mr Rushton; It is an excuse. We can agree to
differ on that.

Mr BLAIKIE: As I said, I understand that
sentiment behind the comments of the Minis-
ter, but in reality it does not work in that way.
Once the Parliament has pmoceeded with it, it
will be gazelted. anyhow, so the local authorities
will get what the Parliament has decided,
whether they like it or not. I believe the Minis-
ter has acted in good faith. He has been ex-
tremely cooperative as far as I am concerned in
supplying maps and papers and giving us the
opportunity to delay this debate until we have
had an opportunity to go back to the local com-
munities which we represent. I know the mem-
ber for Dale has certainly been in contact with
the local authorities in the area he represents.
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I want to commend the cooperation which
the Minister has extended. Under the pro-
visions currently prevailing in the House, if the
Government decided to proceed with the legis-
lation, it could have done so without regard to
the Opposition. That has not happened, and I
want to express my appreciation to the Minis-
ter.

I have spoken of area No. t, which is the area
of State forests south-west of Cape], between
Capel and Busselton. It is my view that the
Government should not proceed any further in
relation to that area.

I shall refer to areas Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5 in a
cognate way, because they are in a similar re-
serve area. The member for East Melville may
well have some other comments to make in
relation to those areas because he is personally
very familiar with them.

The Government announced in November
1984 that it would create a northern jarrah re-
serve of some 55 000 hectares. Subsequently it
determined to name it the Lane-Pool Reserve.

-That area in question was part of State forest
No. 23-Nos. 14, 15, 3 and 24. Included in
that area was part of the Alcoa Reserve. The
real purpose behind what the Government said
it would do was to protect the area from milling
operations.

While the Government did that, it also satis-
fied a very heavy political demand from the
environmental movement which had for some
time been seeking to have the area preserved
from milling and mining operations. I classify
that as being part of the Government's elec-
toral duty from the 1983 election.

As a result of the changes the Government is
seeking to make, certain consequences will
flow. I met today a Mr Michael McGraw of the
Conservation Council. He came to see whether
the area sought, which totals some "52 000 hec-
tares, was in fact the same area which had been
indicated to his conservation council move-
ment, because that council believed that the
area was 15 000 hectares. The maps tabled in
the House appeared to correspond, so for all I
know Mr McGraw is relatively happy with
what the Government has proposed.

Mr McGraw may be happy, but let me say
that I am certainly concerned with the manner
in which the Government has acted in this re-
gard. The Government has a reserves com-
mittee which has been looking into this ques-
tion of creating more reserves throughout the
State. My understanding was that a series of
discussions was held leading to a series of nego-

tiations being carried out between the timber
industry, the mining industry and other rep-
resentative groups which sought the extension
of the State forests in having its classification
changed. The classification will simply make it
an "A"-class reserve under the Land Act. The
reserve will then consist of areas for conser-
vation and recreation vested in the National
Parks and Nature Conservation Authority.
Here is an area of land totalling some 76 000
hectares, and a very substantial area of State
forests.

Once the Government effects this change
and the area comes under the control of the
National Parks and Nature Conservation Auth-
ority, under the Government's own policy di-
rectives the land will no longer be available for
milling. It is important in this debate that the
Minister is able to indicate-I ask him to inter-
ject from time to time-

Mr Davies: I am sorry, I have an appoint-
ment at 2.45 p.m. My ministerial colleague will
Look after it for me. I am giving him his instruc-
tions. He has been very generous in giving up
his time while I listen to you telling me what I
already know.

Mr BLAIKIE: There might be one or two
other things the Minister is not aware of which
I might be able to tell him.

Mr Davies: I am listening with bated breath.

Mr BLAIKIE: I remind the Minister that I
indicated to the Leader of the House that this
debate would attract a wide interest from the
Opposition. I asked the Leader of the House to
ensure that the Minister was advised accord-
ingly, because I could not find the Minister.

Mr Davies: You told me yesterday you
would speak for about 20 minutes, but you
have since decided otherwise. We will just see
what kind of a case you put up. If you want a
longer argument we will Jet the whole thing lie
till the next session of the Parliament and we
will tell the House why we did not proceed.

Mr Rushton: You can sit next week.
Mr Davies: It is no good waiting till next

week. You know why we are coming back next
week. We are happy to do that. If you feel we
do not need these national Parks and "A"-class
reserves, we are happy to let them remain till
the next session.

Mr Rushton: He has not said that.

Mr Davies: He has. He has indicated we
should do this. I am happy to adjourn it and
save the time of the Parliament.
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Mr BLAIKIE: I am pleased at the cooper-
ation of the Minister, because we are making
quite a lot of progress in the debate on this
motion.

I shall return to making the same comnments
in relation to areas Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5 as I have
in relation to area No. 1. Bearing in mind the
Parliament will need to come back in three
weeks' time, which has already been deter-
mined-we certainly will not finish today,
tomorrow, on Monday or on Tuesday next
week-to hear the final deliberations of the
Legislative Council. If the Minister is of a co-
operative mind he can certainly win some ac-
colades for himself from the wider community
if he can have the debate adjourned and it can
be resumed in about a fortnight's time when
the local authorities at least have some knowl-
edge of what is going on. It is not to be taken on
board that the Opposition is opposed to the
proposition.

Mr Davies: If you are going to vote against it,
say so now and we will adjourn.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have not said that.

Mr Davies: I am trying to cut it short for you
and for the House. Can't you understand that
tempers are a little testy and members are griz-
zling about long speeches? You said you would
be 20 minutes. If you want to speak for more
than 20 minutes, I am quite happy to Cooperate
and adjourn.

Mr BLAIKIE: I say to the Minister, to whom
I have given a few too many accolades this
afternoon, that I am one of the few members
here who is not testy. I am delighted to try to
humour other members but I say to the Minis-
ter that I would be quite prepared to finish my
comments forthwith if the Minister gave an
undertaking that these matters could be con-
sidered by the local authorities concerned.
Then the Parliament, when it resumes in two or
three weeks' time, could simply take up the
debate again. That will enable us to get on with
the business of the House.

Mr Davies: I have had a look at that. but our
problem is that another place also has to pass
this legislation and at that stage we could not
then pass it and send the message to another
place because it will have finished for the
session. We are cornered on that. I am just
trying to meet the requirements of John
Dallimore and the STORM group and get done
that thing which I promised and about which
the member for Dale has been asking a lot of
questions and urging me to do. If you want it to

go through, say so. If you do not, I am happy to
adjourn the debate so that the House can pro-
ceed and members can go home earlier.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister has missed the
point of what I am trying to do. I do not believe
that this legislation depends on John IDallirnore
and the STORM group, or any other single
interest group for that matter. It is an area of
State forest that belongs to the people of West-
ern Australia and, quite rightly, the Parliament
is making a determination as to the change of
tenure-what we are doing is making the area
of State forest some 76 000 hectares smaller. It
has always been an area of great concern, and
making it smaller will affect the resources ben-
efit of the State.

It is my point of view, which has certainly
been confirmed and strengthened by what the
Minister has said, that in the discussions and
negotiations that have carried on for some time
in relation to the Lane-Poole Reserve area, at
least the shires within the area should have
been brought into the discussions. Surely, Mr
Speaker, you would agree that at least those
local authorities do have a point of view and
ought to be considered when a matter such as
this is brought forward. They are considered in
relation to other matters, so why is this matter
any different? I do not believe it is any differ-
ent at all.

Again I refer to the conservation and land
management legislation. When the Premier
brought that legislation into the House, the
very words he used as to why he ordered the
legislation were that for the first time it would
ensure that there was public participation in
relation to the Creation of reserves, national
parks and forest areas, where areas could be
made bigger or smaller or anything else.

The members of the Legislative Assembly
did not believe him, and today the chickens are
coming home to roost and we can see the
Government was not dinkum about what it was
proposing to do. This is not a question of delay-
ing legislation, but of ensuring that as wide a
range of people as possible-people who are
concerned in these respective communities-
understand what is going on and what is being
proposed and at least have the opportunity for
input.

I have gone as far as I am prepared to go, and
I again indicate to the Minister in charge of the
Bill in the very strongest terms that, firstly, the
Opposition is not opposing the motion before
the House; secondly, the Opposition wants
some opportunity to ensure that the local
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authorities and the local communities under-
stand what the Government is proposing in
this legislation; and, thirdly, once those deliber-
ations have been made, at least we will be able
to come back better informed and ensure that
these important changes are effected in the
most appropriate way.

For the Minister to get a little pedantic over
this because there has been a series of late night
sittings simply is not good enough.

1 make yet another point in my closing com-
ments: It is, indeed, most unfortunate that
proposed changes such as these are introduced
in the closing hours of the Parliament.

Mr Davies: Can you not realise it has taken a
tremendous amount of work and it is only be-
cause of our trying to accommodate STORM
and company? Really, the whole thing can wait
until next April-it is no skin off our nose.

Mr BLAIIE: If the Government were
dinkum this matter would have been
introduced a month or six weeks ago. To bring
it up now, at the eleventh hour, after the Parlia-
ment has been having the weeks of sittings that
it has had-and I know the Minister has not
been in charge of the Bill for very long, but the
Premier certainly would have known what was
going on-almost smacks of political motives.
It has not been introduced in the best interests
of the people of the State but simply to satisfy
that group of people, be it the Conservation
Council or the STORM group. Of course they
have their vested interests and I acknowledge
that, but surely the shires and the people in the
communities that will be affected should also
have the opportunity to make some represen-
tations and input into this proposal. They have
not had that opportunity and it is morally
wrong for the Government to proceed in that
direction.

With those comments, I ask that the Minister
adjourn the debate and allow further consider-
ation so that when we come back in two or
three weeks' time, at least those communities
could have been contacted and the Parliament
could then proceed in a proper and far more
responsible way than at Present.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [2.57 p.m.]: The
point raised by the member for Vasse is a very
valid one. The local authorities have not been
consulted and the whole basis of the consider-
ation of these reserves under the conservation
and land management programme is that it is
laid down as a consultative programme. That is

something about which the Minister spoke yes-
terday, and he said he would be very disap-
pointed in the-

Mr Davies: I said I would be very cross.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister should be
cross, too, and I hope he takes it on because it
is his entitlement to be cross. The fact is that
there are some vital issues at stake with this
legislation and the request by the member for
Vasse for a deferment until we sit again after
today is a reasonable one.

However, first I would like to go through the
viewpoints and ask a few questions, with the
hope that the Minister will take the request by
the member for Vasse seriously.

We have not had a reserves Bill this year. It
is something that is missing and will cause con-
siderable hardship. That is another issue, relat-
ing very closely to this one, in which the
Government has been found wanting.

We need to question the Government at the
outset as to why it has not proceeded with the
management plan process when it said it
would. It had another three months to go
through the planning process. Why has it not
gone through that process and then come for-
ward with the results of that proper practice,
which is one that I support?

We will discover later why it has not been
done. Why has the Government not referred to
the local authorities? I rang the three local
authorities which were directly involved in my
electorate. The Shire of Murray and the Shire
of Serpentine-Jarrahdale certainly had not been
consulted directly in this regard. am aware
that the Shire of Murray has a representative
on the consultative committee but that is a
different issue. The Town of Armadale, which
became a city over the weekend, was not quite
sure if it had been consulted, but felt the
Government had not referred the legislation to
it.

The whole basis of legislation and of corn-
monsense in the development of resources
should be that legislation is formulated with
close consultation with local government. I
would have thought that at the Outset the Min-
ister would come forward with a recital of the
benefits of the "A"-class reserve as it relates to
the proper management of the total forest. it is
a very commendable practice to create these
reserves. The use of the recreational area at
Lane-Poole needs to be given a high priority
when it is considered that a quarter of a million
people could use that reserve in a year.
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But some other items on this list are just as
vital to these communities. Without reference
to the local authority concerned, the Govern-
ment does not know what should have been
done and it relies on the Director of CALM, Dr
Syd Shea. At the outset, I point out that the
danger of this practice is that what the
conservationists and what the Opposition fear
about CALM is coming home to roost-that is,
it is becoming a dictator; it does not have the
normal checks and balances or reference points
and in fact it will tell people what to do. This is
not acceptable. The Government sought, as it
has done on nearly every item in this Budget, to
gain more credibility early in the piece in for-
malising a declaration of Lane-Poole, an area
which has been used for recreation for many
years. In the way that we have come to expect,
the Premier made big bold statements with the
headline, 'Jarrah saved as Alcoa pulls out".
The Government won its point. it misled the
people and the media but it got the headline it
was seeking.

Since then of course the Government has
hedged the facts and has misled the House on a
number of occasions on information I have
sought, and this is the state we find ourselves in
today. It is a practice which was borne out in
regard to the freebies to Fiji. The same sort of
practice has been adopted in regard to nearly
everything the Government has done. The
Government has lost Credibility with the en-
vironmental movement in WA.

I suggest the action the Government is biring-
ing forward now in declaring without going
through the correct process of creating the
"A"-class reserves is necessary because it finds
itself under threat with the environmentalists.
The environmentalists have found themselves
at loggerheads with the Government. I have a
great deal of material which proves the
environmentalists are disenchanted with the
Government because the Government has not
honoured its commitments. When the Govern-
ment says it will do something people normally
expect it to fulfil its promises. But having said
one thing and having done the other, in regard
to not only one issue, but also many issues-

Mr Davies: This might be the time for you to
tell us about them.

Mr RUJSHTON: I will be happy to do that
during the Estimates debate. It will take some
time because I have a lot to cover and I do not
want to hold up the Government on this matter
except to point out that the Government
should adjourn this debate and consult with the
local authorities.

I alluded to the fact that the Government
sought to take every advantage through the me-
dia of what was considered to be a laudable
effort and one that the environmentalists
would have supported, but the
environmentalists of course have found them
to be lacking. The environmentalists have writ-
ten to me about their disquiet and their unhap-
piness with the Government. I am aware of
whole screeds of literature from the Premier
seeking to convince the environmentalists that
the Government has honoured all its obli-
gations. Of course, the environmentalists then
give me their version of the story, which, in the
main, has revealed the Government has not
delivered the goods.

I ask the Minister a couple of questions.
Firstly, I deal briefly with each of the reserves.
Reserve No. I of course is in Cape] and I am
not fully aware of it. No. 2 is the Lane-Poole
reserve about which I will ask some questions.
But the Shire of Murray has concerns relating
to the management of that area and of course
the shire is opposing the siting of caravan parks
on a permanent basis or anything of that
nature. I think it prefers that sort of develop-
ment to be in Dwellingup and that it should be
a day-to-day movement into the park. That is
just the tip of the iceberg in its thoughts and I
mention it as a matter which is serious to it. in
the Armadale area, once again a very palatable
spot is being reserved and, to my knowledge,
what is being done is what should be done and
I have no reason to believe there is any conflict.
But once again the local authority has not had
the opportunity of reacting to this legislation.
Once again, in the Jarrahdale area we have
State forests Nos. 14, 22 and 67 which are re-
moved from the Jarrahdale townsite. Again a
creditable development has taken place there.
Its use as an "A"-class reserve is confirmed.

But the next one, area No. 5 which is part of
State forest No. 22, is of considerable concern
to me and certainly it is of greater concern that
the Shire of Serpentinc-Jarrahdale has not had
the opportunity to comment upon this legis-
lation. The forest is adjacent to the town and
over the years the shire and myself representing
the shire have sought some adjustment of the
boundaries of the towasite and the forests in
regard to having a viable town established. It
needs a little adjustment-not of great magni-
tude-but I would have thought that with this
proposal it will be more difficult than ever to
bring about that change, and I put that to the
Minister.
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Here is something that is of great interest to
the local people and to the shire which admin-
isters the area. They want a rational approach
taken to this matter. I am not saying that the
"A"-class reserve classification should not pro-
ceed, but it seems to be a golden opportunity
for commonsense to prevail and for there to be
an adjustment of the boundary of the township
of Jarrahdale. It is a very pleasant area in
which to live. It had its origins in the forest.
These days it is involved in mining and quite a
solid little township has built up. It is a very
good community which is worthy of the
Government's consideration in regard to
adjusting that boundary at the time when this
"A"-class classification is being considered.
Questions have been asked about this matter
and it is an ideal time for those questions to be
addressed. The Minister should be angry with
his own people for not having conferred with
local government. He could legitimately take
up this matter with the Shire of Serpen-
tine-Jarrahdale.

I put a number of questions to the Minister
in regard to the material the Government has
given us. It refers to the State forest adjoining
an area subject to excision which is coloured
blue.

It refers to areas Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5. It seems
to me to be superfluous to the issue. It sur-
rounds the area being excised. Perhaps the
Minister can indicate what that means.

The second question I have is whether the
Minister will identify the reduction in
Lane-Poole from 54 100 hectares to 51 400
hectares? That is an area of about 3 000 hec-
tares. What part of the reserve has this been
taken from?

Mr Davies: These are all shown on the map.
Surely you can read that!

Mr RUSHTON: I do not have the total map.
It is proposed to reduce the original reserve of
54 100 hectares to 51 400 hectares, but it does
not show up. Pant of the original reserve which
was proclaimed must have been removed.

Mr Davies: I do not understand. The maps
show what is added and what is taken away.
They are coloured differently, and they are
hatched.

Mr RUSHTON: I cannot get hold of them.

Mr Davies: I understand they have been
missing for some reason.

Mr RUSHTON: It is not a large area; it is
about 3 000 hectares.

Mr Davies: I cannot help you. You should
ask the Clerk of the Assembly where the maps
are because they were tabled yesterday.

Mr RUJSHTON: Isthe Minister saying that
the maps show the variation to the original?

Mr Davies: They generally show what is
added and what is taken away.

Mr RUSHTON: I had a look at the maps
which the member for Vasse had yesterday,
and they were pretty rough and did not show
the variations.

Mr Davies: I will look at your speech in
Hansard and I will get an explanation for you.

Mr Pearce: It is no wonder you are in trouble
if you are relying on the member for Vasse.

Mr RUSHTON: We are not here to be
insulting or facetious. I was seeking to clarify
the variation between what was proclaimed by
the Premier and what is now included in the
reserve. An area of 3 000 hectares or 7 500
acres can be important when it comes to rec-
reational areas.

The next point I want to know is: What are
the classifications within this area? They are
not shown. What uses are allowed? In this gen-
eral area we already have "A"-class reserve No.
5102 which has been logged without reference
to Parliament. My question is: What will be the
future classification and use for this area? I am
interested in knowing whether the Minister can
approve logging and mining without reference
to both Houses of Parliament. The statement
shows the reserve will consist of areas of con-
servation and recreation and it will be vested in
the National Parks and Nature Conservation
Authority. Which areas are conservation and
which are recreation? I do not think that is
shown.

Mr Davies: They are not shown until the
management plan is worked out.

Mr RUSHTON: We should have a manage-
mnent plan before we get to this stage. How can
people work to a management plan-and they
are asked to participate in it-when the
Government has made a total commitment to
what is going to take place? Is the Minister
saying he will declare the boundaries and go
through the process of the management plan
and then the zontings will be worked out?

Mr Davies: There are hundreds of national
parks which have no management plan yet.
Some were proclaimed by your Government.
One would never get half of them done; one has
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to lake action when the time comes without
saying, "This is now the complete plan of what
we will do with that area."

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister has had a hold
on those areas through what has already been
done. Now for political reasons the Minister is
declaring it an "A"-class reserve.

Mr Davies: The Liberal Party and John
Dallimore and company keep going to the
paper and saying the Government will lose this
valuable land.

Mr RUJSHTON: The Government will not
lose because it will have total control through
CALM.

Mr Davies: We do not have it yet; it is under
the control of Alcoa. They can go in and mine.

Mr RUSHTON: No they cannot; they mine
to a programme. That is being considered and
because they want to mine within the so-called
green belt around Dwellingup it is being put to
the local community.

Mr Davies: It goes wider than the green belt
around Owellingup. There are areas where
Alcoa can mine under its existing plan if it
wants to.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister has them on a
five-year programme which is being worked up
at present and will be decided in March.

Mr Parker: They have an existing five-year
programmc.

Mr RUSHTON: That will not touch these
areas.

Mr Davies: Yes it does. It touches the top
areas.

Mr Trethowan: Are you saying the existing
programme touches the areas in the northern
~jarrah reserve?

Mr Davies: And the Lane-Poole reserve.
Mr RUSH-TON: Tell us where.
Mr Davies: I cannot now.
Mr RUSHTON: Of course the Minister can-

not tell us.
Mr Davies: If you don't want this-
Mr RUJSHTON: Do not start that. The Min-

ister knows my record is straight; I want the
recreational reserve.

Mr Davies: But your mate is against it and
you are trying to dodge it.

Mr RUSHTON: I am not trying to dodge
anything. I want this Government to perform
in a credible way and it has not done so. I want

a few questions answered. I asked the Minister
which areas are for conservation and rec-
reation.

Mr Davies: There is no management plan for
it yet.

Mr RUSHTON: Goodness gracious me!
Mr Davies: There is no management plan for

the Hamersley Range and a dozen other
national parks and reserves.

Mr RUSHTON: There is an "A"-class re-
serve at the Hamersley Range.

Mr Davies; No, it is a national park.
Mr RUSHTON, The Government is going to

allow mining there and impose a gold royalty.
Does the answer to question 1022(3) that no

mining or logging can take place in "A"-class
reserves in the south-west division of the State
without approval of both Houses of Parliament
apply?

Mr Davies: Apply where?
Mr RUSHTON: in the south-west of the

State. When an area has been made an
"A"-class reserve is logging and mining
prevented? That should be fairly easy to
answer-yes or no? That is something we need
to consider. It goes back to my original com-
ment that all these matters should have been
considered before the areas were turned into
"A"-class reserves. The timber industry is at
stake and the conservation and recreational
areas are at stake. In this proposal a broad
brush is being applied to the lot without any-
body knowing whether logging and mining will
take place in "A"-class reserves.

The next pant of my question asked whether
the legislation gave approval to log and mine
recreation zones. When we have declared the
Lane-Poole recreation area, will they still be
able to be logged and mined? That should have
been sorted out before we got to this stage.

If it is to be, what is the point of the public
participation process? The Minister thinks we
were all sold on the basis of CALM. I was not,
nor were the environmentalists. They were very
wary of the development of CALM and their
fears have been well-founded. This seems to be
just another way of the Government doing
what it likes. What is the point of mining and
logging being permitted in the "A"-class re-
serves? What is the point of public partici-
pation? Why is the Government gazetting these
very vast areas without knowing what it is go-
ing to do with them? The Minister has said that
what is going to be done will come forward in a
management programme. It smacks of the
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Sorrento issue, where the Government started
to build a marina in a very sensitive environ-
mental area.

Mr Pearce: We looked after the sensitivity of
that environmental area.

Mr RUSH-TON: The most sensitive area of
that marine park is right in the middle of the
marine harbour.

Mr Pearce: The harbour is right at the bot-
tom of the M 10 area. It covers the aspect very
wellI and the M 10 report also says that Ocean
Reef where you want to put the marina has cliff
faces which should be protected.

Mr RUSHTON: Does the Alcoa special
agreement Act override the "A"-ciass classifi-
cation? I hope he will answer those questions or
defer this legislation and answer the questions
before we proceed. Would it override the reser-
vation if it were set aside as an "A"-class
national park? Is there a formal or an informal
agreement between Alcoa and the Government
to override the "A"-class classification? We
need to have some answers as to the actual
position.

I am very much on-side with a rational de-
velopment of the area. There is a tremendous
amount of employment which needs protec-
tion. This is a very vital recreation area which
needs to be protected. All these things can be
done by good management. We have not seen
any progress with the management plan. I think
anyone familiar with this conservation and
land management legislation would have seen a
plan being developed.

I have a copy of a pamphlet which deals with
an environmental and recreation management
plan for reserves. It came out quite a long while
ago and one would have thought that there had
been time to develop that process to the point
where the Government could answer the ques-
tions so that we could be satisfied that what
should take place will take place. However, this
Government does things back to front.

it is totally unsatisfactory to consider this
legislation, which in a normal way we would all
have been very supportive of if we had been
given the back-up material and if the work had
been done to classify, clarify and determine
what was to take place. The Opposition does
not know what the Government will do next.
we know that the Government has set aside a
very large area for "A"-class reserves in Order
to satisfy the environmentalists who have been
challenging it to perform because they have lost
trust in the Government. This legislation has
obviously been introduced for this purpose, but
1144)

it does not satisfy all of the environmentalists
because they know that they are not getting
anything-

Mr Davies: They are getting 100 per cent
more than they ever got under your Govern-
ment.

Mr RUSH-TON: I do not believe so-

Mr Davies: You will never satisfy them.

Mr RUSHTON: The Liberal Government
set aside far more "A"-class reserves than this
Govern ment willI ever do.

Mr Davies: The more you give them, the
more they will want.

Mr RUSHTON: No. They have said in a
rational, organised way what they want. The
Government need not attack them, because it
saw them as its friends and the people who
were responsible for getting the Labor Party
into Government. They will take the Govern-
ment out of office, too.

Mr Davies: Far from it. We at least funded
them to attack us; you did not give them a
penny.

Mr RUSHTON: The reason the Government
is doing this now is that it is coming under
attack from the environmentalists within its
own party. The Trades and Labor Council and
others are pressuring the Government and
giving it the stick. The Minister is virtually
saying that they are not rational and the
Government should not have to perform for
them. I agree some of them are not rational.
However, there are a lot of very rational people
in the conservation movement, good people
who are concerned about the environment. I
said to them, "You lay down to this Govern-
ment because you believed that it was on-side.
it took you a fair while to believe that it wasn't
performing and that it was not credible." I said
further that if they were not prepared to go
forward on a non-political basis and put the
environmental interest first, the Liberal
Government could not take their
recommendations. They accepted that readily
and they said, "Fair enough, we should be
putting the environment first and we should be
acting in a responsible way relating to the en-
vironment and we should be doing our pro-
fessional work in the same way either with a
Labor Government or a Liberal Government."
That is the only basis-

Mr Davies: The only trouble is that with
your Government they could not afford to be-
cause you would not give them any funds.
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Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is cheesepar-
ing. He is doing nothing from altruistic motives
but rather for ulterior motives of political gain.'
The environmentalists will see through this,
fortunately.

Mr Davies: If they want to reject our funds,
they are entitled to. We give them funds to
attack us. Don't you understand that?

Mr RUSHTON: Why does the Minister see
anything they do as an attack on him? I think
they put forward some rational arguments and
the Minister treats them as if they were attack-
ing him.

I hope the Minister will have some answers
to the questions I have raised and also will
consider the point put forward by the member
for Vasse that we should really defer this until
we come back in 10 days' time.

Mr Davies: Don't you understand when we
come back in 10 days' time it cannot go
through the Legislative Council? They are
effectively blocking it completely.

Mr RUSHTON: Nobody wants to block it.
The Minister is using that as a threat. He
knows that my wish is that we should do some-
thing in a purposeful and rational way. He
knows further that I believe we should not do
things in a premature way that leaves us in a
worse position than we are now.

Mr Davies: Words, words, and nothing
more.

MR TRE-THOWAN (East Melville) [3.28
p.m.]: I support the principle underlying the
motion before us. I am not very familiar with
the Ludlow forest area, although I have obvi-
ously driven through it on my way to Busselton
on a number of occasions. However, I am quite
familiar with all of the reserves in the northern
jarrah forest area because one of my most
enjoyed recreations is bushwalking in concert
with my family. 1 have had the opportunity of
walking through much of that area which has
the potential to be excised from the State for-
est. I would certainly agree that all of the re-
serves in the area are of great potential rec-
reational use. The northern part of the
Lane-Poole reserve is probably the furthest
from the metropolitan area of all the scarp re-
serves and that takes about 11'A hours' drive
from Perth. All the remainder-the one near
Jarrahdale, the one on Albany Highway, and
the one near Mt Dale-are less than an hour's
drive from the centre of Perth. That means that
they are areas of very great access to a large
population centre.

Mr Davies: That is why they need to be
protected.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am glad that the Min-
ister says they need to be protected.
Unfortunately I do not see that the motion be-
fore us today will contribute to a greater degree
to their protection than the existing situation
under State forests. I remind the Minister that
the .larrahdale, Cooke, GlIeneagle, and Dale
areas are not only under State forests, but are
also under water catchment area control at the
present time.

Mr Davies: And also subject to management
priorities.

Mr TRETHO WAN: That is right. The thing
that I find disconcerting in the motion is the
way that there is no clear indication of the
management plan for these areas and also for
the area in the Darling Scarp, which, I believe,
is subject to the System 6 report. They were
identified as part of the scarp area and were
subject to multiple-use requirements-the mul-
tiple uses being mining, timber, recreation, and
water catchment. They are all extremely im-
portant requirements for Western Australia.

As I think the System 6 report mentioned, it
is necessary to adjudicate effectively between
all these claims-not that all of them are mutu-
ally exclusive. That can be done only by pro-
duction of effective management plans. My
prime interest in the excise of these areas rests
on the recreational use because I foresee that as
being increasingly important for the people of
Western Australia and particularly for the
people of the metropolitan area. They represent
some of the most beautiful and rugged parts of
the Darling Scarp.

I think the most destructive animals in the
forests at present are the feral pigs. One can see
where they have been when one walks through
the forests because they follow the gullies where
the areas are wet and chase the roots of many
of the plants for food. When a herd of pigs has
been up a gully, the gully looks as though a D-9
with a couple of rippers has been through it.

The next most destructive use of the range is
uncontrolled, unplanned, and uncoordinated
access by people who either have not the skill
or the understanding to take precautions to
prevent destruction of the environment. If the
areas that are to be excised are to be preserved,
they require detailed management planning
and the provision of facilities to allow access to
and use by large numbers of people without the
destruction of the natural beauty of those areas.
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Mr Davies: That is the basis of the manage-
ment plan.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Yes, it is very unfortu-
nate that there is no clear indication of the
nature of those management plans or clear
commitments to finance them being brought
forward in time for these motions being
presented to the House.

Mr Davies: There was no commitment to
financing in any national park that has ever
been brought into being, except we are commit-
ted to putting additional money into CALM as
we did last year, but not enough this year as far
as I am concerned.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I know. A big noise was
made about the initial discussion of the
Lane-Poole reserve but very little has occurred.
There has been an expansion of the existing
facility that the Forests Department used to
provide in the Murray River valley but little
else in spite of all the promises. There has been
no upgrading of the access roads.

Mr Davies: There was a reluctance while we
did not know what the future was or whether
mining would be allowed in the area.

Mr TRETHOWAN: My understanding is
that the river valley has been excluded from
mining. I understand that the river has only
one agreement over it and that is the access to a
conveyor belt. The river valley is not part of
any of the agreed mining development plans
that Alcoa has at present. The majority of the
Lane-Poole reserve cannot be part of those
plans because it is east of a quarantine line and
below a low rainfall line under which mining is
excluded because of salinity problems.

Mr Davies: There is still strong public press-
ure to secure the area, and that is all we are
doing.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Sure, I do not oppose
the securing of the area. I hope, though, that
people understand quite clearly the nature of
what that additional security means. It was a
management priority area. It was considered by
the Forests Department to be an area that had
to be for multiple use. It was protected in the
sense of the requirements and the use that the
Forests Department put over it. There is a mar-
ginal extra degree of security by making it an
"A"-class reserve. That means that any change
has to come before the House. It does not
preclude other uses. If an area of the
Lane-Poole reserve is subject to a mining plan
at present, I suspect it is the area on the western
side of the reserve, either close to the Samson
Dam-and pant of that is in the catchment so

that is unlikely-or I suggest it is the area
probably west of Nanga. Brook and Stawell
Road and the Nanga-Waroona Road. Much of
that area, particularly on the high scarp, has
been extensively logged and die-back has oc-
curred. That area requires reafforestation. I
note it has been included. It is different from
the areas on the east and north-east of the re-
serve which at present have some very good
stands on them and the river valley itself which
has some moderately good stands of timber.

The Murray Valley has been extensively cut
for 100 years. It was over cut between the two
wars and the area has not recovered from that.
It will probably take another 20 or 30 years to
recover. The forest management plans provide
for it to be a regeneration area. That would
have restricted much of the cutting in that area.

There is little recommitment to upgrading
most of these areas to that of an "A"-class re-
serve without the commitment to a manage-
ment plan and the money to fund the develop-
ment of that management plan.

Mr Davies: Are you suggesting that every
other "A"-ciass reserve or national park that
has been created has been preceded by a man-
agement plan.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am suggesting that the
Government has made enormous public noise
about the Lane-Poole reserve. It has even made
commitments in print. Yet, we have seen little
in actuality. That has not been the case in the
majority of"A"-class reserves.

Mr Davies: The first step is to get it secured.
It is no good if you find at a later stage you
cannot secure it.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I would have thought
that the step of securing it would be enhanced
by the production of a management plan and a
commitment to development.

Mr Davies: How long do you think it takes to
develop a management plan?

Mr TRETHOWAN: I would have thought
that, if the Words spoken over 18 months ago
by the Premier were a commitment, that was
enough time to develop a management plan.

Mr Davies: It takes two or three years to de-
velop a management plan.

Mr TRETHOWAN: The Forests Depart-
ment was involved in developing a manage-
ment plan. It was a priority management area.
The Water Authority has done a tremendous
amount of work. All of these areas are part of
catchment areas. Detailed work has been done
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on stream levels and flows, and water salinity
levels throughout the whole of that area. That
is very important work.

Mr Davies: Work still needs to be done on
them. We cannot complete the vesting until we
come to some arrangement.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I do not deny that one
cannot commit the funds. What I am saying is
that the intention was there, but the noise and
commitments that were made have been
unfulfilled so far. Very little money has been
allocated and few steps have been taken to up-
grade the facilities.

Can [ just give the Minister an idea of what I
am talking about in terms of people manage-
ment? One of the areas which has been quite
successfully managed is the area of the excision
of State forest No. 22, which is adjacent to
.Jarrahdale. Part of that area is to the west of
.Jarrahdale and flows through an area known as
Gooralong. The brook that runs through
Jarrahdale and down into the Serpentine River
is Gooralong Brook. On that, there is a rec-
reational area that was established next to the
pine plantations by the Forests Department.
The Department of Conservation and Land
Management is upgrading the toilet facilities
because they were somewhat primitive. It has a
large barbecue area and good vehicle access-
only a short gravel road and the rest of the road
area is bitumen. Many people use it and it is an
absolutely beautiful place. In addition to that,
the department has produced graded walks
around the area, particularly through Kitty's
Gorge, which is one of the most attractive rug-
ged areas in the range. The result is that there is
very little degradation of the surrounding area
because people use the established walks and
facilities.

Mr Davies: There are a number of those, but
there are also many other spots that could be
treated similarly, which have not been treated
similarly. It is a matter of priority.

Mr TRETHOWAN: One of the other areas I
refer to is Mt Cook which has a small barbecue
and parking area at the bottom adjacent to the
pine plantation. There is a track that goes up
part of the way, but the problem is that the
southern face of Mt Cook-Mt Cook is basi-
cally a ridge with the mount being the highest
point on the ridge, which runs for nearly a
kilomtre-has a large rock area which has
tremendous views looking south over the for-
ests. Unfortunately, because there are no estab-
lished walk trails through the area, people have

moved over the area indiscriminately. There
are lots of little tracks which are causing
erosion and a breakdown in much of the flora.

Mr Davies: That is happening in the
Lane-Poole reserve.

Mr TRETHOWAN: But Lane-Poole has the
advantage of being very large and it is mostly
the areas adjacent to the river that suffer from
that. I am not saying that there should not be
work done in Lane-Poole, but I am contrasting
two of the important areas. Mt Cook is the
highest point in the Darling Range and attracts
much attention. Many people go there, and yet
there is no real development of access to that
very attractive, very important area of the
range.

Mr Davies: I wonder what the previous
Government did.

Mr TRETHOWAN: The Forests Depart-
ment had long-term plans, and [ agree that the
use of these areas has dramatically increased
recently.

Mr Davies: Not in the last 18 months.
Mr TRETHOWAN: I can tell the Minister

from personal experience, because I have been
associated with the Lane-Poole reserve area for
about 12 years. During that time I have
observed the dramatic increase, especially over
the last three years, of usage of that reserve. It
is largely due to the increasing population in
and around the area of Mandurah which has
been contributed to by the development of
bauxite mining in the ranges. It has produced
many jobs so there are many people there.
Those people want to use that recreational
area. It has come to the attention of a lot more
people who are travelling down to look at it
because of the publicity by the Government.

The Minister has probably seen the traffic
vehicle figures for the access roads to the north-
ern part of Lane-Poole. He would have seen
how dramatically the vehicle numbers have
increased over the last two or three years. It
was not just that the previous Government
may not have spent as much money, but the
demand was not there and people were not
using the area to justify the expenditure of the
money. Now, the Minister and the Premier
have made statements and encouraged the
people to go there. They have produced maps
and booklets of the area and distributed them. I
am not against that course.

What I am saying is that one has to manage
the people in terms of providing the facilities.
The environment has to be managed so that
there is no degradation of the existing beauty of
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the area. The financial commitment to all these
reserves appears to be minimal, It is as if the
Minister is saying the Government is
completing its commitments by changing them
from management priority areas of State for-
ests into "A"-class reserves.

Mr Davies: That is only the beginning of it.

Mr TRETHOWAN: It is taking a long time.
It is nearly two years since the commitments
were given in relation to Lane-Poole. The im-
pression there was that the Government would
create an instant national park and do
everything about it.

Mr Davies: It has been two years in the con-
tinuing negotiations with Alcoa. Why this is a
little later getting into Parliament is that the
counsel negotiating for Alcoa went to China,
and they were away at a convention which held
progress up for a month. That is one of the
reasons.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I understand that, but I
still think a lot of time has elapsed. I agree with
the members far Vasse and Dale that it seems
to be extremely unfortunate that many of these
areas-being set aside are not just the normal
reserves that a Reserves Bill sets aside and
which might be of interest to a few people.
These are major areas that are being set aside
and major additions to the recreational land
use within easy reach of the metropolitan area.

The local authorities have not been
contacted and discussions have not taken
place. There has been no preliminary manage-
ment plan presented and no commitment to
finance.

Mr Davies: I think you should get the Act
and look at what you have to do to get a man-
agement plan. It is not a matter of sitting down
and saying, "Wouldn't it be nice if we did
that?" There is a tremendous amount of work
involved.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am saying to the Min-
ister that the Forests Department had done a
lot of work on all these areas up until the time
it relinquished it to the CALM. it had
done most of the preliminary work. In fact, the
current director of CALM was instigating much
of the work in the Lane-Poole reserve while he
was a resident of the Dwellingup area.

MrT Davies: This forms the basis of what they
have been working on.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Right, but it has taken a
long time.

Mr Davies: You can be critical if you want
to, but the settling down of CALM as a new
organisation since 23 March when it came into
being-it is only eight months old-has taken
some time. Everything cannot be done over-
night. We would all have liked to have seen it
done quicker and more emphasis put on cer-
tain aspects. All in all, I think CALM is coming
together very nicely.

Mr TRETHOWAN.. I hope the Premier re-
members that when he starts making public
statements similar to the ones he made two
years ago.

Mr Davies: He was the Minister then; I was
not.

Mr TRETHO WAN: Is the Minister prepared
to give a commitment now that very consider-
able efforts will be given to the production of a
management plan in the near future and that
the Government would be prepared to commit
suitable funds to provide the facilities and en-
courage people to use these areas.

Mr Davies: I am battling for funds to get as
many facilities as I can because I do think it is
important. I hope that the Minister for Budget
Management will take cognisance of what you
and others say. The management plan should
be proceeded with immediately, once the area
is secure. Public input will be invited.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I certainly support the
excision of these areas. There still has to be a
detailed analysis of the multiple use they will
be subject to because the Darling scarp areas
are useful timber reserves. They are also water
catchment areas and are pant of, or adjacent to,
areas subject to mining leases and agreements
between the State and a number of companies.
They are fundamentally important recreational
and tourism areas for the population of Perth.
They also represent important flora and fauna
reserves. There are many pressures on those
areas. If it is handled wisely with sufficient
forethought and funds I am sure the majority
of those competing claims can be adequately
satisfied for the long term benefit of the whole
of the population of the State.

I certainly support the excision of these areas
as the commencement of that process. This
Government has a very great regard for speak-
ing first and taking a long time to act. I believe
that following much publicity attached particu-
larly to the Lane-Poole reserve, development
has happened very slowly with very little funds
being applied to it and very little, I am sorry to
say, apparent development of the management
plan which is so essential to those areas.
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MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [3.50 p.m.]: I
have followed this matter closely since my ex-
perience as Minister for Forests. The
Lane-Poole reserve is to be named after the
father of the Forests Act in Western Australia.
It is appropriate to remind the Parliament that
Lane-Poole was responsible for devising the
Act which was very powerful and which was
proclaimed in 1918. First, Lane-Poole ensured
that the Conservator of Forests was appointed
by the Government and could be removed
from that office only by agreement between
both Houses of Parliament. 1 do not think there
is a public servant anywhere in this State who
has that sort of security of appointment. It Is
significant that he thought it was likely there
would be political interference in the appoint-
ment of the Conservator of Forests and there-
fore made sure that be could not be removed
from office without the agreement of both
Houses of Parliament.

Members will recall that when the CALM
legislation was before this House concern was
expressed by the Opposition about the position
of the Conservator of Forests because the
Government had monkeyed around with the
legislation for which Lane-Poole was respon-
sible.

Another element of the Act was that an area
of State forest would be preserved and would
not be subject to the ravages of people and time
snipping away at the relatively small area of
forest we have in this State. Lane-Poole made
sure that the area of State forest that had been
designated in 1918 would not be reduced. That
is the reason that approval of both Houses of
Parliament is required to make a change to the
area of State forest.

A motion which revokes areas of State forest
usually comes before the Parliament at the end
of each session. Whenever there has been an
excision of State forest an equivalent area has
been included in it. This allows for the tidying
up of the surrounds and so on. The overall
thrust of this move is to retain the same area of
State forest. The general feeling since 1918 is
that an area of forest should be dedicated for
that purpose. The same sentiments were
expressed by members of the Government
when they were in Opposition.

We now have before this House a
proposition to revoke a substantial area of
State forest. Lane-Poole insisted, in the original
Act, that both Houses of Parliament agree to
the proposal and that there be a certain time
lapse between the time the motion is
introduced and when it is debated. The

Government has seen fit to bypass that rule
and has suspended Standing Orders in order
that the motion can be debated. Opposition
members have not had sufficient time to study
the implications of the motion and that is inap-
propriate. I will highlight how inappropriate it
is.

The very man who was responsible for this
legislation to Preserve State forest is to have
this reserve, which will be taken out of the
State Forest, named after him and that is para-
doxical. He was the architect of the legislation
to ensure that matters like the one before the
House were given sumficient time for debate.
However, this Parliament has seen fit to push
this motion throught the Parliament in a very
short time. As a result, Opposition spokesmen
have requested a deferral of the debate on this
motion until the last day of sitting. Presumably
there will be another sitting day to deal with
messages from the Legislative Council.

Mr Blaikie: Lane-Poole wanted to ensure
that people were able to determine whether for-
est areas were to become larger or smaller. He
wanted to ensure that the Executive did not
control the forests because of a political whim.
This motion is a total reverse of that.

Mr LAURANCE: As a result of the CALM
legislation we can see the desecration of the
department, and the Parliament is failing to
provide safeguards.

I am not arguing that the Lane-Poole area
should not be set aside for conservation and
recreation, but that it should be retained as
pant of the State forest. Under the previous
management of State forest we had a mul-
tiple-use policy which allowed for conservation
and recreation without taking the area away
from State forest. The Government can still
maintain the same management principles
which could be used in regard to the proposed
change.

It could well be that some other Government
in the future may want to change it. If this area
is maintained as part of the State forest the
option will be available to future Governments
to make determinations.

I am opposed to the reasons the Government
has given for wanting to dedicate this area for
conservation and recreation. I am also opposed
to the area being excised from the State forest
and to the fact that this House has suspended
Standing Orders to debate the motion in a
shorter time than that al lowed under the Act.
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Members of the Opposition have referred to
the Government's commitment regarding man-
agement plans and consultation with affected
parties, and this has been ignored by the
Government on this occasion. The Govern-
ment has walked away from the commitment it
made when it was in Opposition. When it came
to Government it introduced the CALM legis-
lation and to date there has been no substantial
advance on any management plan.

We understand that the Government has
made a commitment regarding this reserve. For
instance, it is understood that letters have been
exchanged between the Premier and Alcoa of
Australia Ltd. The Parliament needs to know
what commitments have been made and
whether the Government has entered into any
management plan. Did the Premier make com-
mitments on behalf of the Government? We
should not proceed with this motion until those
facts are known.

In addition, has the Government consulted
with the timber industry? If so, what is its view
and how will it be affected by the revocation of
such a large amount of State forest? I do not
know that the Minister has given any indi-
cation of any commitments that have been
made to the timber industry. I do not know of
any negotiations or consultations that have
taken place with that industry, which will be
severely affected.

Lane-Poole, who was to be honoured by
having this reserve named after him, must be
turning in his grave at the thought of what the
Government is doing. It is walking away from
those very serious commitments that
Lane-Poole charged this State with when the
Forests Act was passed in 1918. This Govern-
ment has paid scant regard to the requirements
of that Act or to the very strong commitment
then made to retain State forests and to
dedicating the two million hectares or so that is
pant of the State forests. It is a small enough
area as it is, yet the Government plans to take a
large slice out of it and to take the area by
regulation from the Forests Act, presumably
never to be subject to it again.

The Government is walking away from the
commitments it made when in Opposition and
the very strong commitments it made in
Government when it established the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Land Management
to set up avenues for consultation and to pro-
ceed with management plans before proceeding
to any action such as that proposed to be taken
in this motion, It would be appropriate for
those reasons for the Government to delay this

matter to allow some of those processes to com-
mence. It could delay the matter at least until
the last day of this session,

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister for
Conservation and Land Management) [4.01
p.m.J: We have come to expect in this Parlia-
ment during the years that I have been here the
type of debate we have just heard. It depends
who sits on what side of the Mouse. The Oppo-
sition is probably genuinely prepared to see the
reserves and the national parks go ahead, but
seems to fear that the Government might get
some kudos from that, so it has a slap at it to
see what it can do. It attempts to get the motion
delayed so that it can at least say that it delayed
it.

Opposition members know as well as I do
that this motion has to go through both Houses
of Parliament. If this House passes the motion,
it will be conveyed to the Legislative Council
for its concurrence. Thus to ask for the matter
to be delayed for another fortnight and have us
deal with it after the Legislative Council has
finished its business for the year is quite ridicu-
lous. On that ground, I must reject that request.

Mr Laurance: You should at least allow it to
sit on the Table of the House for the appropri-
ate period.

Mr DAVIES: There is no appropriate period.
It does not have to sit on the Table of the
House for nine, 10, or 12 days. The suspension
of Standing Orders for this motion came about
because the existing suspension of Standing Or-
ders applied only to Bills. I thanked the Oppo-
sition last night for giving us the opportunity to
bring on the ijiot ion. The Opposition agreed to
the suspension of Standing Orders, but we can-
not agree to its request on this occasion to de-
lay the progress of the matter.

Last night I said that I would be angry if I
thought that local government had not been
consulted. In a formal way, local government
has not been consulted, so, in a formal way, I
can be angry. The point is that everybody knew
what were the Government's intentions. I can
accept that the Government has a responsi-
bility to approach local government, but local
government also has some responsibility. If lo-
cal government authorities were concerned
after finding out about the proposals in the
newspaper they should have contacted the
Government. Obviously, they do not have any
great concerns.

Mr Laura nce: That is not the way you said
you were going to do it when you brought in the
CALM legislation.
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Mr DAVIES: We said that the CALM legis-
lation would provide for community consul-
tation. Can the member for Gascoyne tell me
where that is said in the CALM legislation?

Mr Laurance: Certainly they were the com-
mitments that the Government made.

Mr DAVIES: But can the member tell me
where it says so in the legislation?

Mr Blaikie: Try section 55, with respect to
management plans.

Mr DAVIES: That is just the point. Such
requirements are made in two sections of the
Act. The first time is in respect of marine re-
serves. Section 14 provides that there shall be
an opportunity for public submissions. The sec-
ond time is in respect of land management
plans. Part V deals with the management of
land and division I of that pant deals with man-
agement plans. Section 58 provides that writ-
ten submissions on the proposed management
plan may be made by any person and outlines
certain conditions under which the sub-
missions are to be made.

Mr Laurance: What about section 59(2)?

Mr DAVIES: This part deals with the devel-
opment of management plans.

Mr Laurance: You haven't even gone that far
yet.

Mr DAVIES: That is absolutely correct. The
member has answered the queries raised by
Opposition members for me. We have not even
got that far. We have not developed a manage-
ment plan, therefore we have not consulted the
public or anyone else. That is exi'ctly the point.
Perhaps the member could tell mc how many
national parks or "A"-class reserves have pre-
pared management plans.

Mr Blaikie: That was the very reason your
department has had a group of people in the
reserves committee looking for months at re-
voking this area of State forests. As far as the
proposals relating to the Ludlow forest goes,
local government knew absolutely nothing
about it. It was news to them.

Mr DAVIES: Ludlow forest has the last stand
of tuart in the whole of Western Australia. If
the local authority did not know that there
were severe pressures on Governiment to pre-
serve that stand, I am sorry for it because it
most certainly should have known. It is one of
the most valuable stands of tuart, as it is the
last stand of tuart in a natural state in Western
Australia. I am sorry, but I cannot accept the

member's assurance that the local authority
knew nothing about it, because everyone knows
about it.

Mr Blaikie: The Government made an an-
nouncement in relation to the Lane-Poole re-
serve, but it made no announcement in relation
to the Ludlow forest.

Mr DAVIES: I thought with respect to the
Ludlow forest that the likelihood of revocation
had been known for years. I was distressed that
the previous Government had done nothing
about it, but I could understand its reluctance
to do anything because of the mineral sands
development.

The area we are now proposing as a national
park does not include the area of mineral sands
development. We will have to have the argu-
ment about mineral sands another time. We
have left the matter open for argument at the
appropriate time.

Mr Blaikie: The mineral sand leases that are
currently held by the mining companies are not
included in the area, but the point I make again
is that the local authorities concerned were not
aware that the Government intended to make
the area a national park. For goodness sake, the
Government has erred!

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Vasse has already made his speech.

Mr DAVIES: I assure the member for Vasse
that once Parliament has agreed to the changes,
before the vesting takes place-that is the third
and final step-all local authorities concerned
will be advised of what is proposed. That is the
greatest assurance that I can give at this time.

I also assure the member for Vasse that man-
agement plans will be prepared. They will be
prepared as a priority for these areas, and all
requirements of the Conservation and Land
Management Act will be met. I give the mem-
ber that absolute and total assurance. All the
requirements for public input and public par-
ticipation will be met and local authorities will
be advised before the vesting is concluded. I
think that is the safest way.

Mr Rushton: Will you let me know about the
points I raised with you?

Mr DAVIES: I will give that answer to the
member for Dale later because, with respect, I
could not follow his argument and I will have
to obtain a copy of his speech to find out what
he was driving at.

Mr Rushton: The future use and the zoning
that will take place.
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Mr DAVIES: At the time the member was
making his speech I was attempting to get a
ministerial colleague to take charge of the
visiting Osaka delegation. I am sorry that I was
not able to get the full import of the member's
comments.

In the years ahead the northern jarrah forest
will finish up as one of the greatest attractions
in the world, It will be the last of that kind of
hardwood area left. Therefore, it is essential
that we do this. I think that it will eventually be
more important to Perth than Kings Park. The
member for Dale spoke about jobs and man-
agement plans and I suppose that if the
national parks are to be properly managed
some of those who lost their jobs in the timber
areas will be required to work in the national
parks.

I am dissatisfied with the amount of money
the Government has allocated to be spent on
national parks and I am sure that we all agree
on that point. It is a difficult situation. If any
member passes Joe Berinson at any time he or
she might mention to him that we need money
in this area. Members might also have a go at
the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform who is sitting on my right and is a
member of the Budget subcommittee.

I have had the national parks portfolio for
some time now and I think the year I came into
office the publishers of Ardlook received more
money to spend on their magazine than we
were spending on national parks. That is an
absolute scandal. We have had trouble with our
Governments and we are all aware of the situ-
ation.

Mr Peter Jones: A key part of this arrange-
ment relates to the Government's commitment
to Alcoa in the side letter. They are a normal
pant of agreements and they spell out the full
details of the agreement. In this instance will
Parliament be shown a copy of the commit-
ment that has been made by the Government
and Alcoa, as reflected in the side letter?

Mr DAVIES: I do not see why not. To pay
credit to Alcoa, it has conceded some areas
which it could have quite legitimately retained.
That is where the argument has arisen with the
member for Dale-the conservation and rec-
reation areas-and there is still argument on
that point. I know of no reason that the details
cannot be made available because it is not a
secret deal.

Mr Peter Jones: I make this point in view of
the concerns which have been expressed. It
would clearly place on record what the Govern-

ment has committed through the Premier's
signing of a side letter and also Alcoa's
position.

Mr DAVIES: I will take that on board and
see if we can do it.

It has not been easy: The department is not
happy, the timber companies have not been
happy, and Alcoa has not been happy. From
that unhappy triumvirate we have the situation
which is before us and I think we should be
grateful.

Question put and passed.

Resolution transmitted to the Council and its
concurrence desired therein, on motion by Mr
Davies (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management).

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 13 November.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) r4.14 p.m.]: The
Opposition does not have any objection to the
provisions of this very short Bill. It is a practi-
cal measure which benefits some people who
do not deserve to be disadvantaged by some-
thing that is entirely beyond their control.

At the same time it is a pity that the Com-
monwealth, particularly in this case, is so
resolved to distance itself from anything con-
nected with the British or Her Majesty the
Queen. Legislation was recently introduced to
observe the religious customs of Muslim people
in WA who may live in this State and if I
make any criticism of that legislation, I am
accused of being intolerant. The majority of
Australian people are of British descent and it
is beyond my comprehension that some people
are ashamed of their connections with Britain.

Mr Tonkin: Who is ashamed of being
British?

Mr MENSAROS: The effect of clause 4 is to
delete reference to British subjects. why has
that been deleted? If the Government wanted
to introduce a provision having the same effect
it could have easily done so in a different way.
The Government did not have to delete that
reference. When we reach the Committee stage
the Government will understand what an
enormous exercise it has embarked upon with
the wording in order to displace two words,
"Bnitish subject". Those two words will be
replaced by two pages, which arc necessary to
explain the Government's intention.
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It has always been beyond my understanding
that no matter which generation is of British
descent-whether or not the person is a fourth
generation Australian-either implicitly or ex-
plicitly many Australians are ashamed of their
British origins. That is evident when "ethnic"
instead of English literature and history is
provided. I cannot understand it and I am
simply expressing that opinion. Not being of
British origin myself, I am proud to be in a
country in which British laws and customs pre-
vail.

The Opposition does not oppose the legis-
lation.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform) [4.17
p.m.]: I am not an honorary British subject like
the member for Floreat. My mother was
English and my father's family came from
Cornish stock; I am of true British stock. I
certainly am not ashamed of being British.

Mr Mensaros: I did not say that you were, I
said the Commonwealth is distancing itself
from the British.

Mr TONKIN: I will start by speaking for
myself on this matter and then speak for
others. Many of the institutions in this country,
such as Parliament, our language, and our cul-
ture, are British and I am very proud of that.
Britain has given the world some tremendous
institutions and it has provided a good way of
living. The British tradition of liberalism, to
which members Opposite do not adhere but to
which I do, is something to be proud of.

The tradition of dissent is a strong British
characteristic which the Opposition wants to
play down. Anybody who knows British history
is aware of the strong tradition of dissent. In
my studies I have made a comparison between
Germany and Britain and have had many dis-
cussions with Germans from all walks of life on
matters such as industrial relations and
constitutional law. I have been struck by the
tremendous difference between the German at-
titude to the law and the British attitude. The
German attitude is that the law is the law. The
British attitude is that the law may be an ass
and, therefore, it should be changed. That is a
very big difference. I would not want to carry
this too far because there is a possibility of a
dictatorship in Australia for other reasons, but
I wonder to what extent the German vener-
ation for the law made dictatorship possible. I
wonder whether the kind of humourless, ex-
treme bigotry of Hitler would take root on
British soil for example because that country
has a healthy dose of dissent. That is one of its

problems at the moment; it is a country div-
ided and there is a Watershed between capital
and labour.

Mr Mensaros: You are 100 per cent right;
codification is the reason for that dictatorship.
That is the reason I am opposed to the Bill of
Rights.

Mr TONKIN: I do not think that qualifi-
cation is correct. I would not agree. Of course
we have Acts and Standing Orders to uphold.
From my experience with my colleagues in the
Australian Labor Party, we are not ashamed of
being British, but that does not mean we
should not assert our rights to be an indepen-
dent nation. We are an independent nation.

People ask why we have a Union Jack in the
corner of our flag. I think it should not be there
because it is a foreign flag. People say, "You
came from Britain." Some people are of
German stock; they do not want a German flag
in the corner of our flag to remind them of
their racial origins. They would be insulted.

The British have indicated their determi-
nation to be independent of the continent of
Europe. It is a British tradition we are follow-
ing. We are asserting our independence in the
same way as the British do. It is not
anti-British; in fact we are following in the
British tradition.

We are certainly not ashamed of the British
influence in Australia, but there is no reason
why a citizen of a foreign country should have
the vote in Australia. If people want a vote and
all the advantages of Australia, they should be
prepared to say they will become Australian
citizens. When they do that, it is in order for
them to have the vote. I hasten to add, in case
anyone gets the wrong idea, we are not taking
the vote away from those who already have it
and are naturalised Australians, but we have
been going on here now for almost 200 years as
far as European settlement is concerned and it
is about time we began to say we are
Australians.

That is not an anti-British sentiment any
more than it is anti-Chinese or anti-Russian.
We are Australians and we are proud to be. We
have the British tradition. We also have many
other traditions. Many other European people
have enriched our culture. Australia is not
identical to Britain; it has a unique and distinct
culture and it is developing. It is the British
culture in a new matrix, but also there has been
the injection of influence from Europe and
more latterly from Asia. I reject any notion that
this in any way is a comment upon our attitude
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to the British. Australia is an independent
nation and we assert our right to be an inde-
pendent nation.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Taylor) in the Chair; Mr Tonkin (Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform) in charge
of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 4 put and passed.

New clause 5-
Mr TONKIN: I apologise to the Committee,

but we need to insert a new clause. The reason
is that sometimes our legislation is less tight
than when the conservatives are in Govern-
ment because we do not control the numbers in
another place. It looks as if our first Electoral
Amendment Bill will be tossed out, though this
Committee has moved for a Conference of
Managers. Nevertheless it is possible it will
cease to exist.

If that other Bill is not enacted we will still
have section 11t9 in the Act. Section 119 refers
to the questions one can ask of people coming
to vote. One of the questions refers to "British
subjects". This would be a nonsense, given the
changes we have been talking about, so I wish
to insert a new clause.

I move-

Page 2, line 34-To add a new clause as
follows-

Scctopdl 5.' Section 119 of the principal Act is
amended in subsection (2) by deleting
paragraph (h) and substituting the fol-
lowing paragraph-

Are you an Australian citizen?
(And if the answer to that ques-
tion is no, the further question,
are you a person (other than an
Australian citizen) who would, if
the relevant citizenship law had
continued in force, be a British
subject within the meaning of that
relevant citizenship law who was
at some time within 3 months
immediately preceding 26
January 1984 a person whose
name was on any electoral roll
kept for the purposes of an elec-
tion for the Assembly or for the
Commonwealth Parliament)?

I make another comment here upon a system
where people are asked a question. It is an
horrific question. Perhaps we should look at
the matter of asking people as involved a ques-
tion as that, and we should not be surprised
when they give the wrong answer.

Anyway, we have the Act at the moment. If
the other Bill is enacted, there will be no see-
lion 119. There will therefore be no need then
to change that part of it to make it consistent
with the new situation.

Mr MENSAROS: The Minister, either
deliberately or for some other reason, has
chosen to misunderstand me. I was not talking
about Australians, because Australians are not
mentioned. One need only look at the amend-
ment and see what happens if the answer is
"No" to whether one is an Australian citizen.
Then that provision comes in. Instead of call-
ing a spade a spade, we ask this question with a
linguistic twist. I do not know how many lines
it involves, but in any event nobody would
understand the question without a lawyer to
explain what the "it" means.

The original question in section 119 (h) was a
simple one: Are you a natural born or a
naturalised subject of the Queen? The reference
to "the Queen" was omitted and the question
amended to: Are you a British subject? Now it
is to be changed again.

I shall be kind to the Committee and not
read this amendment again. The Minister read
it rather quickly. It is a linguistic twist. I am
not opposed to it, but I think it is verging on
the ridiculous to go along with the Common-
wealth, which is the general trend here, rather
than talk about being a British subject.

Mr TONKIN: It is not merely a question of
going along with the Commonwealth. If we did
not change it, it would be incorrect, because
one could not ask whether a person were a
British subject because that is no longer appli-
cable.

Mr Mbnsaros: I know.

Mr TON KiN: The reason for this is the
phasing-in. If one is not a citizen one cannot be
enrolled, and then many people will be
disfranchised. If we do not phase it in, perhaps
in 100 years' time we will still have the situ-
ation where British people are entitled to be
enrolled but people from other foreign
countries are not.
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This leads to resentment on the part of
people from some countries in Europe and else-
where who say, "Why have we come to a new
Australia? I do not want to be a subject of the
English Queen."

Mr Mensaros: If they take up citizenship-
Mr TONKIN: They say, "We came to

Australia." They did not understand that that
was tantamount to coming to England. When it
is pointed out they are giving allegiance to the
Queen of Australia, it should be made plain
that that is a different person from the Queen
of England.

That is a pretty hard legal fiction, and pretty
hard for the average person to understand or
follow. It is a process that we are going through
so that we will eventually reach the stage where
the only qualification by which one will be able
to vote is that one is an Australian citizen. I
invite members to go to any other country to
see if they can get a vote without being citizens
of that country.

New clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with an amendment, and the

report adapted.

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

Tonkin (Minister for Parliamentary and Elec-
toral Reform), and transmitted to the Council.

TAXI-CAR CONTROL BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now con-
sidered.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Burkett) in the Chair; Mr Grill (Minister for
Transport) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

Na. 1.
Clause 15, page 14, lines 6 to 9-To

delete paragraph (h).
No. 2.

Clause 63, page 5 1, line 25-To de-
lete "Except as provided in subsection
(3), a person" and substitute the foal-
lowing-

A person

No. 3.
Clause 6 3, page 5 1, l ines 30 to 3 5-

To delete subsection (3).
No. 4.

Clause 63, lines 1 to 7-To delete
subsection (4).

Mr GRILL: I move-
That amendments Nos. 1 to 4 made by

the Council be agreed to.
Mr LAU RANGE: The Opposition agrees to

those amendments.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendments agreed to.
Report

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

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed from 13 November. The Chairman

of Committees (Mr Barnett) in the Chair; Mr
Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Divisions 92 to 94-Employment and Train-
ing, $13 696 000; Industrial Relations Com-
mission, $2 273 000; Occupational Health,
Safety and Welfare, $8 011 000-put and
passed.

Division 95: Office of Industrial Relations,
$2327000-

Mr MacKINNON: I raise a matter of great
concern to me and to a significant group of
people within my electorate. I refer to the resi-
dents of the Air Force Association,
Benningfield Road, Bull Creek.

The Air Force Association, as members may
or may not know, runs a very efficient oper-
ation, in Bull Creek. It is an aged persons' re-
tirement village or complex. It has some frail
aged accommodation, some model units, a
bowling club and, probably best known to
most, a museum which is one of the best in
Australia and an outstanding example of his-
toric aircraft. In addition it has residential
units to which elderly people retire.

Some time ago, the association decided to
undertake a new building programme. It got its
resources together and began to build four
units. The first of those units was supposed to
have been completed on 19 November and the
last unit, the fourth block, on 20 December. As
a consequence of that, the Air Force Associ-
ation made commitments to the people who
were coming to live on the estate and said,
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"That is when we believe you will will be able
to take residence. In fact, the fourth block is
supposed to be completed just prior to
Christmas due to the holiday period that the
building industry, by tradition, lakes there-
after. You can rest assured that this is when the
last block will be finished. If you plan on mov-
ing in just prior to Christmas we are sure we
will be able to accommodate you." The Air
Force Association did not count on the BLF-
those people we have talked about extensively
in this House over the last three or four days. A
dispute arose on site, as I understand it, as a
consequence of the activities of a small group
of BLF members and, in particular, one shop
steward, and that caused a strike. That strike
came about after many delays and, according
to the people I have spoken to at the estate, an
average of two hours work a day was
undertaken on the site for several weeks, which
put the job a few weeks behind prior to the
strike, but they still believed it could be fin-
ished by Christmas. The dispute revolved
around a demarcation dispute where a shop
steward apparently said to the people who were
erecting the roof trusses on the building, "You
carried out a task that should have been mine,
and as a consequence of that we are on strike
until it is resolved." That was three weeks ago
and that strike, to the best of my knowledge, is
still under way.

There is a picket on site with the BLF flags
flying in a very intimidatory manner at the
very front of the estate, bearing in mind that
most of the residents of that estate are returned
service men and women who fought very
proudly under the Australian flag in both the
first and second World Wars and probably
others.

Three weeks have passed and no end to this
dispute is in sight, despite the fact that Com-
missioner Coleman has handed down
recommendations for the workers to return to
work, and despite the fact that this Govern-
ment has put in place a so-called peacemaker,
namely Tom Butler. He has recommended that
they go back to work, but what do we find-the
union is still on strike. That is par for the
course in this situation as far as the BLF is
concerned. But the most important thing about
all of this is that as a consequence of all the
delays it is now not possible for the units to be
completed before Christmas. Many of the
people who were to have moved to the estate
have already sold their houses and settlement is
in progress. Consequently they will have to
move out of their existing accommodation. Ac-

cording to the managing secretary of the Air
Force Association, at least six elderly couples
are likely to be without a home for Christmas.
That is as a consequence of the action of a few
militant workers who are able to thumb their
noses at the law with complete contempt.

Mr Williams: Norm's gangsters!

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. The Govern-
ment is not prepared to take on the BLF, as it
has continually demonstrated in this Parlia-
ment. The Opposition has raised over and over
again the question of the BLFs militant and
intimidatory actions, and what has the Govern-
ment done? The Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy said the other night, "We are looking into
it." The Government is having discussions
with a group which the Minister well knows
will not honour any agreement that they may
make as a consequence of those discussions. As
a consequence of that union action, at least six
elderly couples, the majority of whom have
served this country well by trying to defend it
in a time of need, will be without a home for
Christmas.

I condemn the BLF for those actions.
Equally I condemn the Government for its in-
activity and its failure to tackle an irresponsible
militant union which is thumbing its nose daily
at both the Government and the community.
They are nothing more or less than industrial
gangsters and should be treated as such.

Mr Williams: Why use the word
"industrial"? They are just gangsters.

Mr Court: The same thing happened with the
Su ndowner accom modation in Cottesloe.

Mr MacKINNON: This situation has been
going on and on and on. What does the
Government do? The Government says, "We
don't believe in confrontation. we believe in
discussion with the unions themselves and get-
ting them to abide by any agreements they
make."

The building industry agreement under
which the union operates was made in October
1984 and the BLF has been breaking it weekly
since then. Why should the union be any differ-
ent now? Leopards, like the Labor Party, do
not change their spots. The Labor Party is a
socialist, union-dominated party-it always
has been and always will be-and the BLF is a
militant, irresponsible union, as it always has
been and always will be, until a Government
has the guts to stand up to it and take it on. The
Government has an opportunity to assist the
people on the Air Force Association estate.
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One of the other reasons that I raised this
matter this evening was that I hoped that I
could get a commitment from the Government
to assist those people to at least have a roof
over their heads on Christmas day.

Mr Crane: Hope springs eternal!

Mr MacKINNON: It does, and I hope it
springs eternal on Christmas day for these few
elderly people, who have served Australia well.
Their Christmas present can come in the form
of the Government making a commitment to
house them at the Noalimba Reception Centre
in Bateman.

Members may be aware that many years ago
the State Government built that reception
centre at a time of large-scale migration to this
country, and it was used for housing migrants
for many years. Following a review of its func-
tions after this Government came to power-
we were in fact doing that at the time of the
change of Government-the current Govern-
ment continued it, to its credit.

The management of that centre is now in the
hands of the Department for Sport and Rec-
reation. That facility is now used by and large
for country and interstate sporting teams and
recreation groups when they visit Perth. It is
now occupied almost all the time, whereas pre-
viously it was largely unoccupied and was a
wasted community asset.

Mr Taylor: Where are these people living
now?

Mr MacKINNON: At the moment they are
living in their own homes, but most of them
have settled their contracts; these six couples in
particular have made a settlement date under
their contracts and have to move out of their
homes around 20 December.

Mr Bertram: Who got them to enter into that
contract?

Mr MacKINNON: They were given a com-
mitment by the Air Force Association. If the
member had listened he would have kept up
with the debate. I think he has been here too
long and he is falling behind. The first block
should have been completed by 19 November
under contract with the builder. There are four
complexes. The last one should have been built
by 20 December. The Air Force Association
said, "Make your commitments to move in on
the 20th and if there are any problems with
regard to the finishing date for the last one or
any problems with regard to housing those
people elsewhere, they have some motel units
on site." Three couples are already

accommodated there, and these people could
have been accommodated there also. However,
they could not accommodate so many people.

To return to My point, the Noalimba Recep-
tion Centre has the resources available to ac-
commodate these people for a period of
probably six to eight weeks, which is all that is
necessary to ensure that they are housed prop-
erly during the intervening period. The
Government has a responsibility to ensure that
this service is offered to these people, bearing
in mind that the Government's inactivity has
led to them not having a home before
Christmas.

I have advised the association to directly ap-
proach the Minister for Sport and Recreation
and the director of the department to whom I
spoke when I tried to convince him that the
offer should be made. I might add that the
making of this offer should be done on a
one-off basis. 1 do not think the Noalimba Re-
ception Centre should be used generally for
emergency or crisis accommodation, but in this
instance we have a specific and very worth-
while case where the Government could at least
rescue itself from some of the disaster into
which it has led itself because of its inactivity.

The BLF stands condemned for this dis-
graceful act which has had these terrible
consequences. I appeal to the Government to
make an offer to these people so they can be
sure of having accommodation for Christmas. I
appeal to the Government as we have done
before in this Chamber to face up to its
responsibilities and take on the BLF. The BLF
is nobody's friend; neither the Government's
nor ours. It is public enemy No. 1. Let us get
rid of it once and for all so that we can get on
with building a great and prosperous future for
this country.

Mr COURT: I fully support the comments of
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition because
the same problem he has outlined occurred at
the Sundowner complex in the Cottesloe area.
It reached the stage where the people moving
into their new units could not get someone to
measure the curtains until the BLF officials
had gone home for the afternoon or the curtain
people would have to be signed up by the
union.

When this Government came to office it be-
came obvious from the word go that the Office
of Industrial Relations would not be used to
properly uphold the industrial relations law of
this State. Although the Minister and his
officers have considerable power and dis-
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cretion to uphold the industrial law it has been
administered in such a way that that has not
been the case. That is a cause for great concern
because the public and the business community
no longer have faith in many parts of the oper-
ation of our industrial law.

The business community in particular has
now been virtually forced to use other forms of
law to help keep its position in the industrial
World. It has had cause to use sections of the
trade practices legislation against secondary
boycotts to protect itself. A good example of
this is still the Mudginberri dispute, and the
other example which is now taking place in
Melbourne relates to the Dollar Sweet
Company which is using the provisions of the
trade practices legislation to get some protec-
tion. That is a very expensive route., The legal
fees in the Mudginberri dispute are quite exor-
bitant and run into hundreds of thousands of
dollars.

Mr Parker: What could the Office of Indus-
trial Relations have done about Mudginberri.

Mr COURT: In this State the Office of In-
dustrial Relations has the power to stop dis-
putes from gelling to that stage. This Govern-
ment tends to go for short-term solutions in
which it sets up its own l ittle scheme. That just
highlights the fact that our current industrial
relations system is not capable of handling
some of the thuggery that goes on in some in-
dustries. The arbitration system has been un-
able to handle the building industry, for one.

I am sure members opposite will realise that
although in the short-term they and their
friends in the union movement will have a few
wins, in the long-term it is terribly important
that the industrial relations laws are upheld for
the good of both parties concerned, employees
and employers. If there is an imbalance in the
system it will only cause the very problems we
are currently experiencing. I say to the Govern-
ment: Do not force the business community to
go through other forms of law such as the trade
practices legislation in order to uphold some of
its basic rights. I would very much like to see
the Office of Industrial Relations better used to
uphold industrial law in this State.

Mr PARKER: I am not familiar with the
dispute to which the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position referred; it is the first time I have
heard about it. I will draw his remarks about
the dispute to the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations for his urgent attention. In respect of
the age pensioners, if what the member says is
true and they are likely to be without a home, I

guess there are a number of alternatives. One is
to seek to have the settlement date put off to
some degree-and it is possible the facilities of
Government could be used-depending on
who is purchasing the homes and the situation
of the purchasers. The other alternative would
be to use Noalimba. I am not in a position to
comment on whether that would be possible.
There is certainly no doubt that a cornpassion-
ate attitude will need to be adopted by all those
involved. I would be happy to draw the mem-
ber's comments to the attention of the
Treasurer and the Minister for Community
Services with a request that every cooperation
be given to people who for reasons unrelated to
their own affairs find themselves in this
position between now and Christmas. The
Government would give them every sympath-
etic consideration. I will not comment on the
dispute because I know nothing about it.

With respect to the comments of the member
for Nedlands, I agree with him absolutely in
one respect in that I believe the appropriate
way of dealing with industrial disputation is
through the industrial law. Everyone should
abide by the industrial law, and that is the
Government's position. I agree it is most ap-
propriate that these matters be dealt with in
this way rather than through such things as the
Trade Practices Act. Once again I will draw his
comments to the attention of the Minister for
Industrial Relations next week. I know the
Minister for Industrial Relations agrees with
the point of view I have outlined.

Division 95 put and passed.
Division 96: Consumer Affairs, $3 313 000-
Mr TAYLOR: In August last year I spoke in

this Chamber in relation to the activities of a
firm called Continental Homes. It also goes
now under the name of Continental Coatings,
Continental Feature Products, and Continental
Lightweight Roofing Company. Once again,
the activities of this company have caused
great concern to me and electors in my con-
stituency.

It has gone back to the goldfields and set out
to prey on old people in particular through its
rather dubious method of selling its product. I
have one case here that has been resolved but it
is indicative of the way these people go about
their business. I will not use the name of the
constituent because she has asked me not to do
SO.

This person took out a contract with Conti-
nental Homes in April 1983 which provided
for the front and both sides of her house to be
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coaled with one of Continental Coatings'
products. The total cost was $3 285, and it was
given a 1 5-year guarantee. I understand the
work was of a reasonable standard. It now
seems Continental Homes returned to the con-
stituent about a month ago with another
suggestion that she clad her home with a
product called Westroc Vinyl Siding. This
job would cost $6 500. This person was
convinced to do the cladding although she had
undertaken only two years previously a job
which had a 15-year guarantee.

Not only did the salesman concerned extract
a signature from my constituent in terms of the
job going ahead but also, at the same time, he
got her to sign a certificate of satisfaction in the
completion of the job-before it had even
started! The lady, who in fact had been
hospitalised for an operation on both hips, was
virtually bedridden at the time the salesperson
called to the door. If it were not for the fact that
the Silver Chain Nursing Association in
Kalgoorlie takes a great interest in the people
that it looks after, I may never have become
aware of this problem. Consumer Affairs
managed, however, to obtain details of the
matter within the seven days' cooling off
period and the lady was able to get out of the
contract.

It concerns me greatly that a firm such as
Continental Homes should use such dubious
and completely unethical methods to get an old
person to sign a contract that was totally un-
reasonable both in terms of the actual nature of
the work and of the actual costs involved while
at the same time persuading that elderly person
to sign a document stating that she was satis-
fled that the job had been done in a proper
manner even without the job having been
started.

It is with great reluctance that I speak in this
place about a firm such as Continental Homes,
not because I am using the safety of parliamen-
tary privilege to express concern but because I
firmly believe that companies such as Conti-
nental Homes welcome any publicity, whether
it be good or bad.

Mr Hlodge: They may not welcome ibis type
of publicity.

Mr TAYLOR: I think they would welcome
any publicity because it seems to me that when
salesmen go from door to door, householders
are likely to ask, "Whom do you represent?"
and upon being told, "Continental Homes",
they say "Oh yes, I have heard of you", but
they do not recall in what context they have
heard of them. That is why I am reluctant to

actually raise this matter in this place; but I
have a message for the company concerned: If
Continental Homes returns to the goldfields I
believe that the people of the goldfields,
whether they be in the business community or
the trade union area, should implement a form
of old-style goldfields justice. In other words,
the company should be run out of town. Many
years ago in the goldfields when someone broke
the law-

Mr Parker: Tar and feather them.
Mr TAYLOR: I do not know about that. I do

not believe we should resort to violence in any
way. However, in the early days when someone
did the wrong thing, he was put on a horse and
the horse was slapped on the backside and the
offender was not welcomed back into town
again. I warn Continental Homes that if its
representatives come back to Kalgoorlie or
Boulder or any town in the goldfields, as soon
as 1, or other people in the community, find out
that they are in town, we will do all we can to
make sure that they are run out of town as soon
as possible. If communities throughout this
State took the same attitude towards vermin
such as Continental Homes as we intend to
take in the future, very soon Continental
Homes would find that it will not have any
work to do in the future. It amazes me that
these sorts of people, who are obviously quite
talented in the field of selling, should resort to
this sort of salesmanship. I believe that they
probably could sell refrigerators to Eskimos if
they really did try; but they have resorted to
preying on old people-people who cannot
really fend for themselves-and taking them to
the cleaners time after time.

As far as I am concerned, this is not to hap-
pen again in the goldfields and I will be doing
whatever 1 can to make sure that it does not, in
fact, happen.

Mr CLARKO: I noticed in the Press recently
that the Department of Consumer Affairs is
proposing to make sweeping changes to the
Motor Vehicle Dealers Act. I ask the Minister
representing the Minister for Consumer Affairs
in this place to request the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs to make available to me the ma-
terial which is apparently being forwarded to
used car dealers for comment. I believe that if
this Chamber is to work, it is important that we
in the Opposition are informed about what is
going on. If the dealers can be given infor-
mation which outlines possible changes to the
Act, it is equally appropriate that the Oppo-
sition should receive this information as well. I
h ope the M in iste r will1 accede to my req uest.
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Mr COURT: Recently the report of the
Select Committee into the Small Claims Tri-
bunals was tabled in this Chamber. I would like
to make a couple of comments about it be-
cause I have had a couple of constituents who
have problems with the Small Claims Tribunal,
as have many other members in this Chamber.

I see that one of the recommendations in the
report is that there be a form of rehearing when
a complainant is not satisfied that the result is
proper. The minority report from members on
this side was that it be amalgamated with the
small debt operations and dealt with through
the local courts. The idea of a rehearing is use-
ful but I am concerned that some of the ramifi-
cations of such an operation may be quite
serious for certain types of business. For
example, the photography industry, which is
concerned with the development of film, is af-
fected. I refer to one case which occurred in my
electorate. It has been featured in the news-
papers for some time because the business
involved ended up having to pay the air fare
for a person to return to the place where the
photographs were taken. There are currently
many other cases of a similar nature and it is
now becoming a bit of a fashion that if one's
photographs or negatives are lost or destroyed,
one can say to the developer, "I was in orbit
and I have got to go back again in order to
retake my photographs." That is an exagger-
ation but the film industry is very concerned
that such a precedent has been set by the Small
Claims Tribunal. The public consequently
might believe that they have the right to make
these sorts of claims and one can imagine the
liabilities that some of these businesses will
find themselves up against.

Another area of concern is that of repair
work. For example, if a repairman works on a
video camera, he must pull it to pieces in order
to find out what is wrong with it. He then gives
a quote to his customer for repair and if the
customer says, 'It is too dear, I don't want to
pay to have it fixed", the situatlion could be-
come somewhat difficult. That video camera
has to be returned to the owner in the original
condition, but because the repairman cannot
find out what is wrong with the camera without
pulling it to bits, it is possible he may break a
seal, and thus be liable under the legislation.

These problems have arisen because of vari-
ous rulings which pass from the Department of
Consumer Affairs to the Small Claims Tri-
bunal, which resolves such issues. I would like
to make it clear to this Chamber that while it
might sound pretty good for the consumer in

the short term, in the long term the precedent
that has been set by these latest claims will
force the person providing the service to in-
crease his prices considerably in order to cover
this type of ruling. I am pleased to see that the
report has at last come to this Chamber and
that it recommends some changes which will
make it a bit easier for some people who have
been badly done by to have some avenue of
appeal and to have the option of a rehearing.

Mr Batem an: Did you mention the
proposition by the committee of an appeal as
well as a rehearing?

Mr COURT: I have read the rehearing sec-
tion and I have been advised by our members
that they submitted a minority report. I do not
know about the appeal provision but at least
with a rehearing under certain circumstances a
person who believes he has been hard done by
will be given an opportunity to state his case
under a different adjudicator at another hear-
ing. I think that is a step in the right direction.

The precedents that are being set in this field
could prove to be very expensive for consumers
in the long term.

Mr BERTRAM: It is true that I did not hear
all of the remarks of the member for Nedlands.
It is also true that a minority report was
presented. However, that did not touch on the
matter of the rehearing. That is a separate mat-
ter altogether. The committee accepted that
there should be provision for an appeal in cer-
tain circumstances in addition to a procedure
for a rehearing. One of those circumstances is
of the type mentioned by the member for
Nedlands-that is, if a decision is made by a
Small Claims Tribunal which is deemed to be
of a very important nature and which may have
very significant implications upon a particular
industry, the committee has recommended in
that case that there should be an avenue of
appeal.

This is quite separate from the
recommendation that there should be a
rehearing. A rehearing is intended for rather
different circumstances. I am speaking about
an industry which is put to a very serious dis-
advantage in consequence of a decision of a
referee. The unanimous decision of the Small
Claims Tribunals Select Committee was, as I
recall it, that provision should be available for
appeal-quite distinct from the rehearing pro-
vision-to the District Court or the Supreme
Court.

Mr Court: That is where the film processing
appeal would have gone?
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Mr BERTRAM: It seemed to be the appro-
priate place.

Mr TONKIN: In reply to the member for
Kalgoorlie, I have had a look at the file relating
to Continental Homes. I can understand the
anger that the member feels about this matter
or that any person with any sense of fair play at
all would feel about it. It is a terrible practice
which they carry on. I hope that we will be able
to stop this kind of thing happening.

I will be happy to speak to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs about the information
required by the member for Karrinyup.

With respect to the comments made by the
members for Nedlands and Balcatta, a lot of
study and discussion will go on about the ques-
tion of the Small Claims Tribunals before any
action is taken. I have not had a look at the
report. I am sure the Government will examine
the report and consult with the industry and
other interested parties so there might be some
change. When I was Minister for Consumer
Affairs, I became convinced that changes were
needed. I believe it is likely that in the next
term of the Government, changes will be
brought before the House.

Division 96 put and passed.
[Questions taken]1

Division 66: Health, $683 384 QU-
Mr LAURANCE: What a disgrace it is when

the public are suffering under the highest
interest rates in 125 years and the Treasurer
cannot answer questions.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: lHe has run away and left

the Chamber.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: I could not hear you, Mr

Chairman. There have been too many interjec-
tions.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Gascoyne will resume his seat. In view of the
member's last comment I will give him the ben-
efit of the doubt. However, I am not sure that
what he said is correct. I believe that he did
hear me. If the member does that again, I will,
without warning, take the appropriate action.

Mr LAURANCE: I am not sure to what you
are referring, Mr Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I will make it per-
fectly clear. The member is now supposedly
speaking on Division 66-Health-and not on
the matter which has previously passed. I called
"Order" on several occasions and he took no

notice of me. Government members then tried
to draw his attention to the fact, but he still
continued and I am not prepared to accept that
again.

Mr LAURANCE: I am sorry, Mr Chairman,
but there was a lot of noise and Government
members were very rowdy in trying to justify
their stance on not being able to answer ques-
tions on interest rates.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member is
still trying to make the point and I will not
accept it. He will debate health or I will sit him
down.

Mr LAURANCE:. Thank you, Mr Chairman,
and I am very pleased to debate a matter that
obviously is not as sensitive to the Government
as the previous one.

Mr Bryce: That is another reflection on the
Chair.

Mr LAURANCE: I am talking about
Health-Division 66. Obviously the Chamber
wants me to speak on health and the Govern-
ment does not want to speak about a question
that is important to the people of this State. I
am quite happy to do that.

Mr Bryce: You run to the back blocks and
carry out your local business like you have
done during the last week.

Mr LAU.RANCE: I am sorry to upset the
Deputy Premier, but I was representing the
State at a function, where the Premier was
meant to be and he did not turn up.

Mr Bryce: Representing the State!
Mr G rill: I represented the State, not you.
Mr LAURANCE: Very poorly, too.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! All members on

both sides of the Chamber will come to order. I
warn the member for Gascoyne that if he again
strays from the topic before the Chair, I wilt sit
him down immediately. This is the last warn-
ing I will give him.

Mr LAURANCE: One of the difficulties with
the Health portfolio is that not enough
hospitals can be provided in this State with the
way that interest rates are at the moment. The
Government would be aware of that. It seems
that interest rates in this State affect not only
health and small business, but also every other
activity and the people in this State are suffer-
ing. I think their health-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Gascoyne will resume his seat. I call for general
debate.

Mr THOMPSON: Mr Chairman-
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Mr Laurance: People will be in poor health
with the interest rates that apply at the mo-
ment.

Point of Order
Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Chairman, did you ask the

member for Gascoyne to resume his seat? If the
answer is "Yes", on what grounds?

Mr Brian Burke: Order! This is a normal
question from the member for Vasse. He is the
only one in the world who would not know.

Mr Burkett: The shadow Minister for trees
fell out of the trees on his back again.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr BLAIKIE: On another point of order I

take exception to the remarks made by the
member for Scarborough and ask that they be
withdrawn.

Mr BURKETT: [ withdraw!
The CHAIRMAN: Order! In respect of the

member's second point of order that matter is
now in hand. In respect of the first point of'
order I ask the member for Vasse if he has been
in the Chamber for the last two minutes?

Mr Pearce: H~e has to think about that. Say
"Pass".

Mr Taylor: You should ask him that question
more often. At least it keeps him quiet.

The CHAIRMAN: The point 1 am trying to
make to the member for Vasse is that the
reason I asked the member for Gascoyne to
resume his seat is perfectly obvious to anyone
who has been in the Chamber. I call the mem-
ber for Kalamunda.

Committee Resumed
Mr THOMPSON: The amount of money

that is voted by this Parliament each year for
health is the biggest single item voted by the
Parliament. The present Minister for Health
has a very sombre responsibility, not only to
this Parliament, but also to the people of the
State. He must ensure that that money is spent
in the best possible way.

Mr Parker: Hear, hear! He also exercises his
responsibility very well.

Mr THOMPSON: That is a matter of
opinion.

Since the present Minister became Minister
for Health, some dramatic changes have oc-
curred with respect to the hospital system,
some of them brought about by his
administration, but many of them brought
about by the administration of the Health port-

folio in Canberra. I refer, of course, to the im-
pact of Medicare on the health system in this
State.

When this Government took office it
inherited unquestionably the best hospital and
health system in the whole of the Common-
wealth. As a result of the economic activity of
the 1960s, some very fine hospitals and insti-
tutions were developed in this State. During
the period of the 1960s and the 1970s, we saw
built at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital the
Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre which
boasts facilities which are the envy of people
around the world. In line with that, many other
advances were made elsewhere as well.

One hospital in the State at which there was
an increase in the quantity and quality of fa-
cilities installed, was Royal Perth Hospital.
However, at the same time that aging building
was starting to groan under the weight of the
changes. A fresh look needs to be taken at the
situation at Royal Perth Hospital. lHaving been
a patient in that hospital for a number of days,
and in that general period also having been a
patient in the Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical
Centre, I can see that one does not need to be
very bright to see the differences.

Mr Brian Burke: How long were you at RPH9

Mr THOMPSON: I was in Royal Perth Hos-
pital for 14 or 16 days and in Queen Elizabeth
11 Medical Centre for about the same period.
One would not need to be very observant to
appreciate that the differences between those
two sets of buildings are quite marked. It is a
tremendous tribute to the dedication and the
efforts of the people at Royal Perth Hospital
that they provide the high standard of care they
do in a building which is very largely inad-
equate for the functions that they perform. In
some cases a patient has to be provided with a
pilot to be taken from the point of entry at the
hospital to some of the diagnostic units.

The time has arrived when the Government
needs to look closely at dramatically upgrading
the older parts of Royal Perth Hospital. The
part of the hospital which we call the new pant
was built in the 1950s. There has not been any
substantial upgrading of those buildings since
that time although, in a place the size of Royal
Perth Hospital, maintenance programmes are
always going on. In various parts of the hospi-
tal complete refurbishment is taking place. The
whole system is starting to groan. I know that'
the engineers and technicians who are respon-
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sible for such things as the hot water service
and the like are consistently plugging holes to
keep the ship afloat.

The time has come for a very searching re-
view of that facility to be undertaken and to
upgrade it to bring it in line with the standards
that people expect and which are necessary to
meet the requirements of modem day society. I
hope that the Minister, when he replies, will be
able to tell us what plans the Government has
for upgrading of Royal Perth Hospital.

There is a crying need for the provision of
parking facilities at Royal Perth Hospital. The
Government has recently embarked upon a
scheme to provide some parking, but I wonder
how much of that parking will be available for
the public. Literally hundreds of people each
day go to Royal Perth Hospital, not to work,
but as patients or visitors who are greatly
inconvenienced when trying to find parking
spaces. There are carparks for members of the
staff. [ was one of those who were frustrated by
the tack of parking spaces. Prior to my ad-
mission to that hospital, I was detained for a
considerable time while tests were carried out. I
was in no fit state, not being dressed, to leave
the hospital to feed parking meters. Thus,
many people attending the hospital whether for
visiting, diagnostic, inpatient or outpatient
purposes are inconvenienced by the lack of
parking facilities. it is time the Government
improved parking facilities not only for staff of
the hospital, but also for the patients and visi-
tors.

A dramatic building programme is going on
at Royal Perth Hospital. I refer to the north
block of the hospital. That north block was
commenced during the time of the Liberal
Government and the project laid dormant for
many years while the Government and the
planners tried to make up their minds what
they should do about it. The Minister
misinterpreted, I believe, comments that I
made with respect to the north block some few
days ago. I still adhere to the view I put then
that the building of north block should not
necessarily be the number one priority in the
development of Royal Perth Hospital.

[ stand by the statement I made that I ques-
tion the wisdom of commencing the building of
the north block when so much of the balance of
Royal Perth Hospital is in its present state. It is
inappropriate to build a unit such as the north
block at this time when so many hospitals in
the metropolitan region, Government and pri-
vate, are under-utilised. I agree that money
should be spent on Royal Perth Hospital but I

suggest that it should be spent on improving
the older facilities. We shall be building new
blocks at Royal Perth Hospital and ignoring the
existing buildings, some of which are
antiquated, inappropriate, and inefficient for
modern-day society. I said that I questioned
the wisdom of building the north block in the
context of the overall project.

I also believe that many of the procedures
carried out at Royal Perth Hospital could be
undertaken by hospitals elsewhere in the
metropolitan area. I am supported in that view
by Dr David Watkins, the president of the
Western Australian branch of the Australian
Medical Association. He has publicly pointed
out that many of the procedures undertaken at
Royal Perth Hospital could be better done else-
where. In terms of cost per bed, Royal Perth
will always be a very expensive hospital. It
must be that way because many of the hi-tech
facilities associated with medicine can only be
provided at a central location. Royal Perth has
become that central location. These major,
complicated procedures will continue to be car-
ried out at that hospital and it is inappropriate
to assume that complicated brain surgery, heart
surgery, or organ transplants could be under-
taken at peripheral hospitals. Naturally these
must be done in major hospitals such as Royal
Perth and Sir Charles Gairdner. The cost per
patient will always be high and anyone who
suggests that an endeavour should be made to
reduce that cost to the equivalent cost in per-
ipheral hospitals is not being realistic. I do not
expect the cost per patient at Royal Perth to
come down to anywhere near the figure that
applies in other hospitals, such as those at
Wanneroo, Osborne Park, Kalamunda, and
other metropolitan and near metropolitan
areas. It simply cannot happen.

It should be recognised that Royal Perth
Hospital and the Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical
Centre exist to cater for the very complex and
specialised areas of treatment. It is folly to in-
crease the work load of those hospitals by pro-
cedures that could be adequately done in lesser
hospitals. If that happens, those places will be-
come bigger, more cumbersome, and difficult
to manage. Many procedures undertaken at
Royal Perth and the Queen Elizabeth 11 Medi-
cal Centre could be undertaken in many of the
other hospitals which are currently
underutilised. Royal Perth Hospital has a grow-
ing waiting list and I think positive steps
should be taken to reduce that list. Obviously,
the waiting list cannot be reduced for
open-heart surgery by trying to divert people
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from Royal Perth because such procedures can-
not be done elsewhere in Western Australia.
However, there are people on waiting lists for
procedures which could be performed else-
where. It is an absolute waste of community
resources that hospitals are underutilised in
some parts of the metropolitan area while in
another part the hospital is groaning under the
load. Because of the demand on those hospitals
there is an ever-present pressure for them to
expand their facilities.

If the board of the Royal Perth Hospital,
which is responsible for providing the services,
can recognise a demand for those services, I
can understand that it will try to respond to
that demand. However, in the interests of the
taxpayers the Government has a responsibility
to ensure the overall rationalisation of the ser-
vices to bring about a situation in which the
best return for the taxpayer's dollar can be
achieved.

I note with interest that the estimate for item
1 of Division 66, Salaries, Wages and Allow-
ances for the year ending June 1985 was
$132.482 million and that the actual expendi-
ture was $ 127.838 million. In other words, $5
million less was spent in the last financial year
than budgeted for at the commencement of the
year. That is a significant sum when considered
in terms of the actual figure but chickenfeed
when expressed as a percentage of the overall
Budget. The allowance for the current financial
year of $147 million is an appropriate figure
bearing in mind the performance in this area
last year.

I notice that in the estimates of expenditure
on the Loan Fund with respect to hospital fa-
cilities, there appears to have been dramatic
underexpenditure.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 p.m.

Mr BRADSHAW: It seems a shame the
Labor Government has the attitude that
Medicare is the answer to the problem in the
health service when we did not have a problem
in Western Australia, or in Australia for that
matter. This year the increase in the Budget is
14 per cent while the inflation rate is in the
vicinity of six per cent. We have a similar situ-
ation where the health budget goes up by 1 3 per
cent or 14 per cent. It would not matter if we
had an increase in the service, but we have a
decrease.

Mr Hodge: The percentage is 13.4.

Mr BRADSHAW: I worked it out roughly
myself and came up with 14 per cent. That is
not far out. The inflation rate was six per cent,
seven per cent, or eight per cent. There is a
fairly large difference between that and the
amount allocated to the health section. We
would not mind if there were increased ser-
vices.

Mr Hodge: There are.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Minister might like to

explain those services. People are now
queuing up for surgery and having to wait.

Mr Hodge: That has always been the case.
Mr BRADSHAW: I am not sure if it was

always as bad as it is now. I am not admitting
it, but I am not agreeing that what the Minister
says is correct either.

People in the Government claim advantages,
but there are disadvantages because pensioners
and people on low incomes have had to take
out separate health insurance cover to have op-
erations for which they would other-
wise have had to wait for a year or two. This is
a sad reflection on Medicare.

Mr Terry Burke: ItI is the doctors charging.
Mr BRADSHRAW: People who need oper-

ations should be able to go onto a free system
when they are in this category. They cannot get
into the hospitals where this treatment should
be carried out. To have it done immediately
they must go into private hospitals, and for that
they have to take out private cover.

Mr Terry Burke: It is the doctors.
Mr BRADSHAW: It is nothing to do with

the doctors.
Mr Hodge: You think elective surgery should

be done immediately?
Mr BRADSHAW: The article I read in The

Western Mail earlier this year did not suggest it
was elective surgery. Eye operations were
mentioned. These were retired people. They
may be dead by the time the operation is
performed,

Mr Cash: That is exactly what happens.
Mr BRADSHAW: They want to have it done

while they are still alive and reap the benefits
of it.

Mr MacKinnon: That is a very good way of
putting it.

Mr BRADSHAW: It is nothing to do with
the doctors, it is to do with going into hospital
where there is supposed to be free health care;
but they cannot get in.

4597



4598 ASSEMBLY)

Mr Terry Burke:- They have to pay what the
doctors charge to have it done straightaway, so
really it comes down to doctors' charges.

Mr BRADSHAW: It does not.
Mr Terry Burke: If you pay what the doctor

charges you can get it done straightaway.
Mr MacKinnon: Where did your brother go

for his operation? He went straight to the pri-
vate hospital because he could afford to pay.

The CHAIRMAN: Members should not try
to yell down the member for Murray-
Wellington, particularly members from his own
side.

Mr BRADSHAW: That raises an interesting
point about the Treasurer and where he had his
operation done. When we consider that Dr
Blewett, who blew it, who was the architect of
Medicare-

Mr Hodge: He was not the architect, he was
its facilitator.

Mr BRADSH-AW: He must have gone along
with it, but okay, he is the facilitator. But
where has his family gone since Medicare came
into operation? They went into private care,
just as the Prime Minister did.

Mr Hodge: My family have all their oper-
ations in public hospitals.

Mr BRADSHAW: At least the Minister has
the courage of his convictions.

Mr MacKinnon: How many times?
Mr Hodge: Two or three times.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Prime Minister, the

Federal Minister for Health, and the Premier of
Western Australia try to tell people how
Medicare is fine, yet they do not use the public
system-they use the private system.

Mr Hodge: That is freedom of choice.

Mr BRADSH-AW: If they had the courage of
their convictions they would certainly use the
public system and would not say, "That is for
the others but we will stick with the private
system."

Mr Terry Burke: Some of our brothers will
not like this, but I hope none of us ever has to
have an operation.

Mr BRADSHAW: I agree with that. It has
come to my attention in the last few months
that there is a shortage of physiotherapists at
the Murray District Hospital. It annoys me that
in The West A ustralian of 26 October there was
an advertisement for vacancies in the staff de-
velopment branch of the department. The ad-
vertisement listed a group of vacancies in the

administration section of the Health Depart-
meni.

Applications were called for the positions of
coordinator, needs assessment; coordinator,
management development; coordinator, pro-
fessional development; and coordinator, per-
sonal development. There will obviously be
more staff, and these people will not provide
what might be called health services.

Mr Hodge: They train people to go out into
the field.

Mr BRADSHAW: Do they? That is
interesting. The way I read it, they would be
looking after the staff.

Mr Hodge: It is internal staff training for the
employees of the Health Department.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is not quite so bad,
but surely those staff should be trained before
they are taken on.

Mr Hodge: They are professional Staff for
in-service training, which is vital.

Mr BRADSH-AW: I thought people would be
got from outside, possibly on a needs basis, to
do that in-service training rather than set up a
whole department.

Mr Hodge: Twenty-six thousand people work
in the Health Department and it is important
that we have a nucleus of trained people on the
staff to run in-service training programmes.

Mr BRADSHAW: But the Murray District
Hospital does have a slight disadvantage in the
number of physiotherapists employed there.
There is only one for 65 patients, outpatients
and antenatal classes and so on. Physiothera-
pists carry out a wide variety of tasks, such as
training people in the workplace to pick up
heavy objects in a way that will not injure their
backs, and so on. The physiotherapist at the
Murray District Hospital does not have time
for those external lectures and duties in other
facets of the health sector because she is too
busy with the patients at the hospital.

The Mandurah Community Health Centre,
which is not even a hospital, has three full-time
physiotherapists. I am not saying we should
knock off one or two of those, but I feel it is a
little unfair that such pressure is put on the
physiotherapist at the Murray District Hospi-
tal.

Another entirely different thing which is at
last being attended to-and not before time,
although I certainly do not put all the blame for
that on this current Government, because it has
been the case for many years-is dual
inpection fees at abattoirs. It is quite ludicrous
to have a situation where inspection of stock
for export is different from inspection of stock
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for consumption in the State of Western
Australia. A federal meat inspector can inspect
stock and say it is all right to be sold in
America or on the Continent or anywhere else
in the world, but it cannot be allowed to be
distributed in Western Australia for human
consumption.

That means that a State health inspector
must inspect the same carcases, and in some
cases they do not do that. They come to an
arrangement with the abattoir whereby the
abattoir pays for an inspection to take place by
the local inspector. All this does is add to the
cost burdens on the agricultural industries, and
it is good to see that the Government has set up
a committee to look into this matter. I am not
sure why a committee needs to investigate ways
of overcoming the dual inspection situation, as
it is a fairly straightforward matter. I believe
that in export abattoirs, the export stamp is
good enough for Western Australia; that is, the
meat should be sold for local consumption. in
non-export abattoirs there are other inspectors
from the Public Health Department or local
authority health inspectors.

It does not seem right to set up a committee.
Perhaps the Minister could explain why the
committee is necessary in order to overcome
the dual inspection system. Western Australia
is probably the last State in Australia to have
the dual system as, although it was in all the
States, over the years it has gradually disap-
peared.

I asked a question earlier in the year concern-
ing job vacancy circulation in hospitals. I was
under the impression that all jobs were
advertised in hospitals and that the various di-
rectors of nursing hospitals must place the cir-
culars up on notice boards. I understand they
receive so many such circulars thatI they have
trouble sticking them up. Even though the Min-
ister stated in his answer to that question that
the cost of the circulation of the vacancies was
fairly minimal, I am not sure it is as small as
the Minister makes out. I believe it also causes
disruption to the hospitals in sorting out the
circulars and pinning them on the board. If
people wish to lift their status and obtain
another job, they should look elsewhere where
job vacancies are published.

Under the definition of Medicare it has be-
come apparent-and it was also indicated in
answer to a question by the Minister-that the
number of outpatients now using the hospital
has risen quite dramatically. The only thing is
that it was difficult to establish the actual num-
ber of outpatients using teaching hospitals. The

reason was given that the system for working
out the numbers of outpatients and how they
were listed has changed. I find it quite amazing
that the system could be changed because if
they have an outpatient, they have an out-
patient. Perhaps the Minister may be able to
give me an answer. I think he did answer the
question, but I cannot follow how the system
could have been changed, because they cannot
make two outpatients into one. It was very dif-
ficult to ascertain the increases in outpatients
in teaching hospitals in Perth over the last
three years or in pre-Medicare days.

Mr READ: To begin, I pass on my congratu-
lations to the Minister and the Government for
the way in which they have addressed the
health needs of Mandurab. I have previously
spoken on this matter in this Chamber. I will
repeat a couple of comments which are of
interest.

The Mandurah Community He. Ith Centre is
at present occupied partly by doctors in private
practice and in either December or January
their half of the health centre will be available
for the extension of community services that
will be of benef it to Mandurah.

In this year's Budget, the sum of $350 000
has been provided to commence the first stage
of the hospital for Mandurah. An amount of
$170 000 was provided to staff a casualty ser-
vice which will be run initially from the Com-
munity Health Centre and later from the
Mandurah Hospital. There has been an allo-
cation of $67 000 to provide four ambulance
officers for the St John Ambulance Association
in Mandurah and a further $44 700 to increase
staff numbers at the Mandurah Community
Health Centre. That allocation will help im-
prove community services, particularly to the
elderly in Mandurah.

At this stage the Opposition spokesman on
health is not in the Chamber but I want to
extract from the Opposition some indication of
its reaction to the public hospital in Mandurah.
Unfortunately, with the announcement that the
hospital will be built, opposition has been
expressed by the Liberal Party to a public hos-
pital in Mandurah. They favour a private hos-
pital and many people have rung me expressing
concern about what would happen to the public
hospital in the unlikely possibility of the Lib-
erals winning Government.

Mr Gordon Hill: Has the local Liberal Party
candidate distanced himself from that policy?
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Mr READ: It is rather interesting because
the member for Lower West Province (Colin
Bell), as I have said previously in this
Chamber, in 1983 said there was a need for a
public hospital in Mandurah.

Mr Bradshaw: You can have public beds in a
private hospital.

Mr Court: Is there something wrong with
public beds in private hospitals?

Mr READ: In a 54-bed public hospital 54
beds are available to the general public whereas
in a 54-bed private hospital only IS beds are
available to the general public providing the
Government subsidises those beds.

Mr Court: Our spokesman left a message for
you. Do you want it?

Mr READ: Good. I will get that message in a
moment. I want that commitment from him.
Absolutely nothing is preventing a private hos-
pital going into Mandurab, so let us not say
that the Government or anybody else has
stopped it. It was decided not to go ahead be-
cause it was not viable. It simply could not
operate viably without some Government sup-
port,

Several members interjected.
Mr READ: That is apparently the position. If

I could just reiterate the three attitudes
expressed: First, the member for Lower West
said there should be a public hospital In
Mandurab; then the Leader of the Opposition
in February this year supported the establish-
ment of a private hospital in Mandurah and
then went on to say that the proposed public
hospital was years away. Finally, the Oppo-
sition spokesman on health in August this year
said something along these lines: If the Liberal
Party could not provide an "A"-class hospital it
would provide a public one in its first year in
office. What has really got the people of
Mandurah confused is what is Liberal Party
policy. If the Liberal Party has a policy we
would like to know what it is. Given the un-
likely possibility of the Liberal Party winning
Government, would it then stop the build ing of
the public hospital in Mandurah and move in
favour of establishing a private hospital?

Mr Court: Our spokesman on health left a
message and the message is: Even with all the
money you are spending you are still going to
lose your seat!

Mr MacKinnon: You can't buy friends.
Mr READ: The member for Kalamunda has

been wrong on many other occasions and this is
another one of them.

Mr MacKinnon: You cannot buy friends.
Mr READ: It is quite interesting that prior to

the last election the Opposition's opinion polls
showed 65 per cent Liberal and 35 per cent
Labor. I do not know what happened, but again
the predictions were wrong.

Mr Court: That is correct. We know what is
going to happen next time.

Mr READ: Perhaps the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition could inform us exactly what is his
attitude to the public hospital. Will it go ahead
if the Liberal Party wins Government?

Mr MacKinnon: I have said tonight to the
Treasurer that we will make our speeches at the
appropriate time and not in answer to ques-
tions you raise.

Mr Gordon Hill: You just cannot answer that
question.

Mr MacKinn on: I will answer any questions
you like.

Mr Pearce: You have to find out what the
Leader of the Opposition has said on the mat-
ter, haven't you? You do not know your
leader's policy..

Mr Court: The people of Mandurah will get
better health care under a Liberal Government
than they do under the Labor Government,

Several members interjected.
Mr READ: The people have seen what has

happened in the last 2 / years and they know
that they are getting better service under the
Labor Government, so there is rno question of
that situation arising. Does the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition agree with his candidate's
comments on the hospital as reported in last
week's paper?

Mr MacKinnon: I have not seen it.
Mr READ: I thought it would have been Lib-

eral policy. I do not have the article here.
Mr MacKinnon: How can I know whether he

has been quoted correctly if I haven't seen the
article?

Mr READ: I will not outline it because I
would hate to be inaccurate. I have been
wondering about this matter because there does
not seem to be any concrete policy from the
other side of the Chamber. I would like to be
able to go back to the people of Mandurah and
say that I know the views of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition and members opposite on
this matter.

Mr Court: That they have given you an as-
surance that the Mandurah people will be bet-
ter looked after under a Liberal Government.
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Mr READ: Members of the Opposition
refuse to answer, so obviously they have some-
thing to hide.

Mr MacKinnon: You can tell lies if you like.

Mir READ: The people of Mandurah will be
told that the Opposition will never give a com-
mitment that that public hospital will go ahead.
That is what the people want and that is what
they will get. It took this Labor Government to
do it when it would have taken the next nine
years at least if the Liberal Party had remained
in Government.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr HODGE: I thank members for their con-
tribution. I found the member for Kalamunda's
remarks quite curious. He suggested there was
a strong and pressing need for money to be
spent on upgrading Royal Perth Hospital. He
seemed to ignore the fact that we are spending
a huge amount of money on doing just that. We
are building the Royal Perth Hospital north
block which is what the hospital asked for. The
hospital asked for it well over 10 years ago, and
it has taken the election of the Burke Labor
Government to start to bring that request to
reality. More progress has been made on the
construction of the north block, under this
Government than in the nine years of the pre-
vious Liberal Government.

We have allocated a huge amount of money
in this Budget to the north block, and it is going
ahead at a good rate. A committee within
Royal Perth Hospital examines the hospital's
priorities and weighs up what should be at the
top of the list and should receive attention for
upgrading or renovation work. That committee
looks at the Royal Perth Hospital itself and also
at the hospital's rehabilitation branch at
Shenton Park.

The north block will include many wonderful
new facilities for Royal Perth Hospital, includ-
ing the type of facilities which the member for
Kalamunda indicated the hospital needs. It will
not be adding to the stack of beds. The member
seemed to be alluding to the fact that there was
excess capacity in a number of private hospitals
in the metropolitan area and the progress of the
north block would aggravate that position. I
remind him there will be no extra beds at Royal
Perth Hospital as a result of the conclusion of
the construction of north block but many of the
present substandard beds in the old wards or
on enclosed verandahs at Royal Perth Hospital
will be able to be closed and the old buildings
demolished or used for something else. His

remarks are curious because the argument he
puts is being met by construction of the north
block.

The member for Kalamunda mentioned
parking difficulties around the area, and every-
one realises that they exist. A huge new parking
facility is being constructed at present. In ad-
dition to that I can say that my colleague, the
Minister for Transport, is presently looking at
the possibility of siting a railway station in the
future near Royal Perth Hospital. I would be
very confident if that railway station could be
near the hospital that it would go a long way
towards relieving some of the parking conges-
tion because people would have better access
via the public transport system.

The member for Kalamunda talked about
the role of the non-teaching Government hos-
pitals around the periphery of the suburban
area and indicated some work should be
directed to them and less to the teaching hospi-
tals. I could not agree with him more, and that
is the Government's policy, and that is what we
are doing. We are steadily improving facilities
and the range of services provided through
non-teaching Government hospitals, and I am
very confident that will eventually be reflected
in a lessening of pressure on the major teaching
hospitals. One has to be careful. The member
went further and suggested a whole range of
procedures could be done in the non-teaching
hospitals and should not be done in the teach-
ing hospitals.

He said that the teaching hospitals should be
reserved for only complex and highly-
specialised procedures. The teaching hospitals,
of course, would not agree with that because
they are indeed teaching hospitals. In order to
teach the health care professionals being
trained in those hospitals, a wide range of ex-
perience across the board in all manner of con-
ditions and procedures must be provided. We
are not going to have very well-balanced train-
ing if in fact our trainees are being trained only
in highly specialised, very sophisticated pro-
cedures and do not get any training on routine
and less important matters.

Mr Bradshaw: What about the peripheral
hospitals?

Mr HODGE: They are not teaching
hospitals. If we were to make all the peripheral
hospitals teaching hospitals, the expense of
running them would go through the roof. That
is why these peripheral hospitals are more
economical to run-they are non-teaching has-
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pitals. The teaching hospitals are expensive be-
cause they are there not merely to render care
but to teach our health care professionals.

The member for Kalamunda seems to
suggest that because many private hospitals are
under-utilised at present, we should be
directing private patients away from teaching
hospitals into the private hospitals. I am sure
the medical profession would take a dim view
of that suggestion because it very jealously
guards its right of private practice in Govern-
ment hospitals. It would not look kindly upon
the Government if it tried to artificially divert
private patients from Government teaching
hospitals.

I hope that when we get our non-teaching
Government hospitals operating in the manner
that I wish, they will be able to take the press-
ure off the teaching hospitals. I would give as
an example to the Chamber the Bentley Hospi-
tal. When the Labor Party camie to office, the
Bentley Hospital was used as a surgery mill. It
did not have the usual balance most hospitals
would be expected to have between surgical
and medical patients. Most hospitals that are
correctly run have a balance of approximately
equal numbers of these types of patients but the
Bentley Hospital, in fact, had 64 per cent of its
patients in for elective surgery and 3.9 per cent
for medical attention. Many of the medical
patients from the Bentley Hospital catchment
area were being directed into Royal Perth Hos-
pital where they were being treated by the salar-
ied and professional doctors at that hospital.
Everyone knows there is no money to be made
from treating medical patients. The
unprofitable medical patients were thus being
directed to the teaching hospitals while the
profitable surgical patients were being treated
in the non-teaching hospital at Bentley. For
financial reasons we had a gross distortion in
the admission patterns at the Bentley Hospital,
and patients who could have been, and should
have been, treated at the Bentley Hospital were
being sent into the teaching hospital, thereby
putting extra pressure on that hospital.

Mr Trethowan: They would probably receive
the choice of specialists and services which
they do not have now.

Mr HODGE: They still do have a choice of
specialists but since the administration of the
hospital has been taken over by the Board of
RPH the disparity between the admission of
the medical and surgical patients has been
lessened. Medical patients who live in the
Bentley catchmnent area are now able to be ad-
mitted to their own local hospital for their

medical treatment. That is the way a good com-
munity hospital should work, and that is what
is now happening at that hospital.

Mr Bradshaw interjected.

Mr HODGE: As far as I know they are being
accommodated at Bentley Hospital, but not to
the exclusion of the medical patients who were
being shunted into RPH needlessly.

Another speaker in the debate was the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington who made a num-
ber of points. He commented on the fact that
this year there is a 13.4 per cent increase in
funds to the Health portfolio. That is correct,
but he seemed to imply that this increase some-
how or other was due entirely to the introduc-
tion of the universal health insurance scheme,
as if the change of a health insurance scheme
can suddenly cause an increase in illness in the
community.

Mr Bradshaw: No, what I meant was you
were taking people out of the private hospitals.

Mr HODGE: That was the implication from
the member for Murray-Wellington's remarks.
I indicated by interjection during his contri-
bution that in fact the bulk of the expenditure,
or at least a lot of it, was not due to Medicare at
all but to a whole range of factors, some of
which were improvements in the range of ser-
vices provided. I will not go through all of them
because they are too numerous, but a good deal
of that increase was caused by repayments on
the loans taken out to construct new hospitals
and new facilities. The interest rate increases
have added to that amount. Extra funds were
made available for expenditure on AIDS; extra
funds for nurse tertiary education; extra funds
for the 38-hour week; extra funds for provision
for award increases; and extra funds for
increased costs associated with the psycho-
geriatric extended care unit. In addition, extra
funds were made available for capital works
projects that have been completed and which
will be staffed and come onstream this year.

There is a whole range of extra allocations;
for example, moneys were provided for the
drug summit and so on. All of those matters
have come into the Budget and in no way can
that increase be sheeted home solely to
Medicare. It has occurred for a whole host of
reasons, all of which are quite legitimate.
Another increase that comes to mind is the
home and community care scheme. This is an
innovation in service to the community which
has been included in this Budget.
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The member for Murray-Wellington spoke
briefly about dual inspections of abattoirs and
asked about the committee that has been estab-
lished. The decision has been made that the
State Government will hand over control to the
Commonwealth in those abattoirs where pre-
viously there were dual requirements. The
committee was set up to facilitate and speed up
that hand over. There are a number of
complicating issues. There are a number of
shires, particularly the Shire of Avon, that em-
ploy meat inspectors and they are concerned
about what the future holds for these people-
whether they are going to be employed and
what their duties will be. There are a number of
nuts-and-bolts issues that need to be thrashed
out. The decision has been made by the Cabi-
net; the committee is only a facilitating com-
mittee to liaise between the Commonwealth,
the State, and local government to try to get
this matter moving and in place as soon as
possible.

Mr Bradshaw: Are you going to hand it all
over to the Commonwealth?

Mr HODGE: Yes, but I cannot give the
member further details off-the-cuff. I had bet-
ter not comment any further on that because I
might say the wrong thing. I cannot recall the
detail now.

The last point the member made was in re-
spect of the change in the reporting system for
outpatients in teaching hospitals. Once again, I
cannot comment in detail on this. Teaching
hospitals are semi-autonomous and they do not
come under my direct control on a day-to-day
basis. They all have their own boards of man-
agement and they are responsible to them. I
know that a uniform system of reporting has
been introduced so that all the teaching hospi-
tals categorise everything in their hospitals in
uniform units so that they are all measuring
things in the same way. In consequence when
they compile their reports they will all be
talking about the same number of units of
whatever we are discussing.

Mr Bradshaw: Don't you think it strange that
numbers now vary from what they used to be-
even though they are not units, they still add up
to the same number of outpatients?

Mr 'HODGE: Formerly, each hospital used a
different way of measuring things. For
example, many hospitals use different methods
of measuring sick days among the staff and
absentee staff. A lot of the hospitals did use
different systems for recording the numbers of
inpatients and out-patients. Now hospitals have

all come onto the same system of reporting so
that in the future we will be able to compare
each hospital with another, and look at what it
costs this hospital to provide a service as
against the costs of another hospital to provide
a service. We will then be able to make some
intelligent comparisons.

In the past we were not comparing like with
like. I do not know the nuts and bolts of how
the system changed, and I would be quite
pleased if the member wished to come to the
department to have a senior officer explain to
him in as much detail as he likes how the
system has been changed. It has been changed,
however, and the figures he asked for cannot be
provided. If the member wishes to lake me up
on the offer I ask him to contact my office and
I will make the arrangements.

The member for Mandurah spoke about the
Mandurah Hospital, and I thank him for his
comments. This Government has a strong com-
mitment to proceeding as quickly as possible
with the construction of the public hospital in
Mandurab now that a little bit of politicking
which the Liberal Party engaged in has been got
out of the way. The block has been rezoned and
there are no further impediments to our pro-
ceeding at top speed with the construction of
the hospital.

As the member mentioned we have made
considerable resources available for health care
needs in that district. He has a considerable
population of aged people in his area, and that
is one of the reasons there is such a need for
community health services. The member for
Murray-Wellington queried the need for
physiotherapy services, but I point out there is
a considerable aged population and it is money
well spent. It is much cheaper to provide
physiotherapy services through the community
health centre than to admit people to the hospi-
tal. Just casting my mind back, it was a pre-
vious Labor Government that established the
community health centre in Mandurah, so all
the major health facilities that have been
provided there over the years have occurred
under Labor Governments.

Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr HODGE: The member should not be too

greedy. We are going to spend a considerable
amount of money on a hospital at Augusta in
his electorate-something like $800 000.

Mr Blaikie: It is gratefully received, but your
priorities are wrong.

Mr HODGE: Augusta was further up the
priorities list than Margaret River.
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The member for Murray-Wellington spoke of
his desire to see more physiotherapy services
provided through the Pinjarra Hospital.
Nothing would please me mare than to do that,
and when the finances are available we will. I
find it strange that he began his remarks by
criticising the increase in expenditure in the
Health portfolio and implied that we should
not have increased it by so much, and then
concluded his speech by asking for an ad-
ditional physiotherapist at the hospital which
would contribute further to the increase in
health costs.

Mr Bradshaw: We have the worst percentage
of physiotherapists in Western Australia.

Mr HODGE: I acknowledge there is a need
for more physiotherapy services at the hospital.
I said that in answer to the member's question.
He should be fair and acknowledge the fact that
we are spending a huge amount of capital
works money on the hospital-hundreds of
thousands of dollars. The member cannot have
it every way. Once we have got that out of the
way and digested the expense perhaps we can
look at some other matters. We do not have a
bottomless money pit, and we cannot spend on
everything. We have priorities, and the hospi-
tat, the shire, and the member himself put to
the Government that there was a very high
priority on upgrading some of the capital works
facilities at the hospital, and we have done just
that. I thank members for their contribution.

Mr COURT: Recently the Minister was
criticised about the progress of funding for fa-
cilities for the Neuromuscular Foundation of
WA and Research Institute at Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital in the old chest wing. How
has that programme progressed? Have the
problems that were aired publicly recently been
sorted out?

Mr BRADSHAW: It seems the nursing pro-
fession will become a thorn in the side of the
Government just as it became a thorn in the
side of the previous Government- Is anything
being done to assist nurses so that they will not
have to carry out non-nursing duties? Does this
apply in certain hospitals or is it a State-wide
matter? What stage have the negotiations with
the union reached?

1 do not support the training of nurses in the
College of Advanced Education or at the West-
ern Australian Institute of Technology. I know
many nurses do not agree with me, but many
people I know who are entering the nursing
profession would prefer to do hospital-based
training instead of tertiary training away from

hospitals. I think a dual system would be ac-
ceptable for both systems. The Minister has
already pointed out the cost of nurse training
has increased dramatically. Maybe it is because
of the tertiary-based training.

Mr HODGE: The cost for the completion of
the work for the Neuromuscular Foundation of
WA and Research institute at Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital is escalating. It is not known
whether a C2-C3 laboratory should be
constructed for that foundation in the A block
at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. I have put a
temporary halt on the work pending an investi-
gation. [ have become alarmed at the escalating
costs to complete the A block project. The A
block project was started some years ago by the
previous Government. It was then estimated it
would cost $7.2 million for the whole block
redevelopment. It has already cost in excess of
that-from memory it has cost $7.9 million-
and we are still far from completing the project.
It is estimated that another $4 million will be
required to complete the project. The costs are
escalating at an alarming rate. Some of the
equipment costs so far this year have risen by
100 per cent. I am quite concerned at this dra-
matic escalation. 1 am reviewing the matter to
see what can be done to stop the escalation and
to bring the project back to budget.

I have also asked Dr McNulty, the Executive
Director of Public Health, to set up an expert
committee to look into the problems raised by
the development of a C2-C3 laboratory at that
location. I have received advice from a number
of senior officers in the Health Department
indicating that they have grave doubts about
the safety of putting such a laboratory in that
location. The laboratory is a very rare type. 1
think there are only two or three such facilities
in Australia. They have to be specially licensed
by the Commonwealth Government to deal
with very exotic and dangerous viruses and
bacteria.

Health officials have drawn my attention to
the fact that they are concerned about the
possibility of this laboratory being located in
the midst of a teaching hospital in a built-up
suburb. This matter should be closely
examined by a committee of experts and Cabi-
net has agreed. Work will not proceed on the
laboratory until the Government is satisfied
that it is entirely safe.

Part of that section of the hospital was being
renovated for use by the hospital and part for
use by various foundations which would use
the facilities as tenants of the hospital. The
previous Government agreed to spend a con-
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siderable amount of money renovating and
building new facilities for those foundations
but the whole cost has got out of hand.

The member for Murray-Wellington referred
to non-nursing duties and nurse education. The
matter of non-nursing duties is being examined
hospital by hospital throughout the State. A
working party has been working on this matter
for many months in close cooperation with the
Royal Australian Nurses Federation and other
unions, executives of the hospitals and the
Health Department. Guidelines have been es-
tablished to which everyone has agreed. We
will attempt to relieve the pressure on
registered general nurses by taking off them
tasks that they find onerous and
time-consuming and tasks which are strictly
not pant of their profession. In some hospitals it
may mean employing additional telephonists
or in other hospitals it may mean employing
additional domestic workers. We will be guided
by the nurses telling us what would be most
useful to relieve the pressure on them.

The member suggested that we should run a
dual system of training for nurses. We have had
one for 10 years. We are phasing out hospi-
tal-based training. We have been training
nurses at WAIT for about 10 years. The de-
cision was made by the national Government
some time ago that we would eventually phase
out hospital-based nurse training and introduce
all tertiary-based training. The nursing pro-
fession has been pushing for that for many
years.

Mr Court: Is there room for a lower grade of
training for nurses?

Mr HODGE: Yes, at present we have what
are called enrolled nurses. They do two years'
training and can carry out many of the tasks of
nurses. At the moment they do their training in
hospitals but it is intended that they will do
their training through TAFE in future.

That is what we are looking at at the mo-
ment. Enrolled nurses require fewer qualifi-
cations to be admitted to the course and they
play a very important role in running our hos-
pitals, particularly in the country areas where
they often make up the backbone of the nursing
staff. There is no way we can run our hospital
system without relying on enrolled nurses.
They can carry out many of the duties of a
nurse but not all of them. There are some legal
prohibitions which restrict them from doing
certain things, such as administering drugs.
They are an important part of the nursing work
force. It is no good the member for

Murray-Wellington trying to turn the clock
back and wishing that the transfer to tertiary
education was not happening. It is happening
in Australia and worldwide. We cannot stem
the tide in this State, and over the next few
years hospital-based education for nurses will
be phased out. It will happen over the next
three years or so.

Mr BRADSHAW: The main reason I was
referring to the non-nursing duties was that one
finds in country hospitals where there are not a
great number of admissions, the nurses are not
put under the same sort of pressure as, for
example, in the Bunbury Regional Hospital.
My wife worked there earlier this year as a
nurse. She was never finished on time, particu-
larly on the afternoon shifts. The Government
is saying more clerical staff should be put on
where needed. The problem is that clerical staff
work only from 9.00 am. to 5.00 p.m. I can see
difficulties in this situation. One of the biggest
problems was writing up the admission times
because the clerical staff had already knocked
off. It will not be an easy task when the clerical
staff are not working at night. In other hospi-
tals, such as the Harvey Hospital, the nurses do
not appear to be under as much pressure. There
are fewer admissions.

Mr Hodge: The approach will vary from hos-
pital to hospital.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is why I ask whether
the Minister would look at all the hospitals
rather than have a blanket situation.

Item 16: Anti-Smoking Campaign-
Mr COURT: I see there is $2 million going

into the antismoking campaign. I recall that
when the tobacco tax was increased a certain
amount of money was to be put into this fund.
At the time, I was somewhat critical of the
fact-not of money going into an education
programme-that the emphasis was on a
non-smoking campaign for young people. The
problems of alcohol and drugs are just as
serious as smoking. When debating the Alcohol
and Drug Authority Division, I want the Min-
ister to explain the programmes that the cam-
paign is running for this coming year. We have
spent much money to date on advertising
which in some cases has been of doubtful
value. For example, putting a full-page adver-
tisement in the papers has not helped. Some of
the television advertisements have been quite
good, though. The cartoon advertisements
which say, "Don't be a dag" appealed to me.
However, some of the advertising has been
wasteful.
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I think an education programme for young
people must also address the very real prob-
lems associated with alcohol. Drugs in particu-
lar are of tremendous concern. I know the high
schools are having a problem with drugs. The
"Operation Noah" project has highlighted how
widespread the drug dealer-pusher movement
is in this State. Most people with young chil-
dren are horrified at the extent of the sale of
these products, so I think that education should
play a very important part. I would not mind
more than $2 million being spent over the next
three years on activities covering the three
areas rather than being restricted specifically to
smoking.

Mr HODGE: I do not know what full-page
advertisements the member for Nedlands is re-
ferring to. I cannot recall a full-page advertise-
ment to do with the smoking and health camn-
paign for at least a couple of years. The only
full-page advertisements were the ones the
Government placed at the time of the passage
of the Sale of Tobacco Bill through this Parlia-
ment about three years ago. I think the cam-
paign has been terrific value for money. Every
dollar has been carefully weighed up and spent
very effectively. Great emphasis has been
placed on programmes aimed at youth. In fact,
I provided some information to the Daily News
recently that gave quite a detailed breakdown
on the Budget, and I think from memory about
50 per cent of the proposed Budget for media
coverage for the coming year is specifically
aimed at programmes for young people.

Mr Court: Is that for the coming year?
Mr HODGE: Yes. The member for Nedlands

asked Me for some details about our future
plans. I would be battling to give him those
details off the cuff. I recall his colleague, the
member for Murray-Wellington, on
Wednesday asking me question 1612 in which I
provided a very detailed reply. I suggest that
the member for Nedlands look at that question.
I think he will find much of the information he
is seeking contained in that answer. If it is not.
he can drop me a line and I will be only too
happy to provide any additional information.

The member for Nedlands mentioned that it
was good to spend money on smoking and the
health programme but that we should spend
more on alcohol and drug awareness pro-
grammes. He will be pleased to know that there
has been a significant boost-about a 54 per
cent increase-in funds which will be going to
the voluntary agencies. In addition to the State
Government maintaining the value of its con-
tribution, a considerable additional allocation

has resulted from the drug summit this year, to
be made available both to the Alcohol and
Drug Authority and the voluntary community
groups to put more emphasis on fighting al-
cohol and drug abuse.

Item 21: Royal Flying Doctor Service-

Mr COURT: We would all agree that the
Royal Flying Doctor Service does a tremen-
dous job. Recently, there have been some
articles in the Press about the financial prob-
lems of the service, and the problem it has in
maintaining the standard of service to which
people in remote parts of this State have be-
come used. The service relies heavily upon
both State and Commonwealth funding. Re-
cently, it dedicated a new plane, and a good
friend of mine and of the goldfields, Bishop
Dennis Bryant, was asked to dedicate the plane
to the service, which he thought was a great
honour. At that time there was an article in the
Press which stated the service was using very
old equipment and that its financial situation
was such that, in the years ahead, it would run
into very real problems with the funding of the
service, and the purchase and running of air-
craft.

I ask the Minister whether the Government
has any intention of further assisting the Royal
Flying Doctor Service with the financial prob-
lems it is experiencing.

In an electorate like Murchison-Eyre a
tremendous amount of mining and exploration
activity is being undertaken and this kind of
service is of benefit to the area.

Mr HODGE: The State Government contri-
bution to the Royal Flying Doctor Service in
this Budget will increase by $332 000 or 11.3
per cent.

Three sections of the service operate in West-
ern Australia-the Western Australian section,
the eastern goldfields section and the Victorian
section. The increase in this year's Budget is
due to the expected increase in flying hours.
The organisation is funded by a Common-
wealth fund through the national body which
distributes funds to the State organsiations,
and that is where the difficulty lies. Some
controversy exists about the distribution of the
Commonwealth funds through the national
body.

Certainly, the State Government's con-
tribution has not diminished. In fact, as I have
already mentioned it has increased by
$332 000. The estimate for 1985-86 is
$3 262 000.
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The difficulty in the overall funding lies with
the distribution of funds to the Western
Australian Royal Flying Doctor Service by the
national body. I have written to the Federal
Minister for Health and drawn his attention to
the problems that the service is experiencing in
this State. I understand that a meeting will
probably be held between the Federal Health
Department, representatives from the State
branches of the Royal Flying Doctor Service,
and the national body to thrash out the diffi-
culties the State bodies are experiencing due to
the distribution of Federal funds. The problem
appears to be about the fairness with which the
national body distributes the funds.

There has also been some discussion about
the actual magnitude of the funds provided by
the Commonwealth Government.

Mr Laurance: The cost of aircraft is getting
away from them. The Federal Government
supplies about half the funds.

Mr HODGE: The Federal Government pro-
vides funding and the State Government pro-
vides funding indirectly for this purpose,

I understand there is no immediate crisis and
that no service is about to be reduced or
terminated. People concerned are hopeful that
the proposed discussions will overcome the
perceived difficulty.

Item 22: St John Ambulance Association-

Mr COURT: This is the first time that the St
John Ambulance Association has been in-
cluded in the health budget.

Mr H-odge: That is correct.

Mr COURT: About two years ago we had
what I thought was a severe problem relating to
ambulance officers refusing to pick up Aborigi-
nes. I recall that this happened on two oc-
casions and in both instances the people con-
cerned died because the officers did not direct
the ambulance to pick up the Aborigines. The
Minister will recall that at the time I had diffi-
culty ascertaining the responsible Minister to
answer questions. Each Minister I approached
directed me to another Minister and as a last
resort I approached the Treasurer.

Mr Hodge: The problem is that this is a vol-
untary organisation and not a Government ser-
vice.

Mr COURT: I understand the problem, and
I am glad that it now comes under the responsi-
bility of the Minister for Health.

At the time of my inquiries the Minister with
special responsibilities for Aboriginal Affairs
was good enough to follow the problem through
for me.

Mr Hodge: You should have directed your
inquiry direct to the service and not to a
Government Minister.

Mr COURT: The Minister will recall that at
the time I thought it was a serious problem and
I wanted to raise it in the Parliament. Anyway,
I eventually did so.

However, the St John Ambulance Associ-
ation provides a good service which costs a lot
of money. I ask the Minister to give me a
run-down on the increased funds and to advise
the proportion of that increase which is due to
wages and the opening of new ambulance
centres.

Mr H-ODGE: The Estimates for the 1985-86
represent an increase of $690 000 or 10. 1 per
cent. A provision of $67 000 has been made
available to the association to employ four ad-
ditional officers to service the Mandurah re-
gion. The 1985-86 estimate is $7 615 000.

I do not have the details of the information
requested by the member for Nedlands. I could
obtain it from the association through my de-
partment if he wishes.

Mr Court: No, it is all right.

Mr HODGE: The St John Ambulance As-
sociation is a community-based organisation
which receives a subsidy from the State
Government. It is not directly run or controlled
by the Government.

The member for Nedlands is correct-this is
the first year that the association has been
brought under the umbrella of the Health port-
folio. I am pleased about that because I asked
for it. I thought it was odd to have the St John
Ambulance Association and the Royal Hlying
Doctor Service funded by the Treasurer's vote
because they are essential elements of the
health care service.

Earlier today the member for Kalgoorlie
tabled the Public Accounts Committee's report
which is a very detailed analysis, by that com-
mittee, of the ambulance service. I have not yet
had the chance to study the report, but I looked
through it very quickly today. It is a compre-
hensive report and I look forward to studying it
in depth and referring it to my department for
comment. It may turn out to be the blueprint
for the future direction of the ambulance ser-
vice in this State. I am pleased that the com-
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mittee put so much work and effort into this
report and I am sure it is something the
Government will consider very seriously.

Item 23: Slow Learning Children's Group of
WA (Inc)-

Mr CASH: Last year the vote to the Slow
Learning Children's Group was $4.286 million
and this year the estimate is $4.735 million. No
one would argue that that is an unreasonable
increase.

The Minister would be aware that there is an
increasing number of serverely intellectually
handicapped children in this State each year.
The care of these children by parents and other
organisations imposes a tremendous strain on
the family and sometimes they find themselves
in a fairly difficult financial situation. The
Minister would also be aware that waiting lists
for severely intellectually handicapped children
to enter accommodation increases every year. I
understand that there is an urgent list and a
standard list, the urgent list being for children
whose parents or relatives are not in a position
to continue to look after the child.

I realise that there is an increase this year in
the allocation to the Slow Learning Children's
Group and that part of it is to provide respite
care for parents of preschool children. Would
the Minister discuss the need for additional
respite care for parents of children between the
age of nine and 14-years?

Several people in my electorate have a prob-
lem with severely intellectually handicapped
children in that age group. I know the same
problem exists in the northern suburbs, es-
pecially in the electorate of the member for
Joondalup who has been active in trying to
have an additional allocation made for respite
care for these children, It is a big problem and I
hope that if there are to be reallocations during
the year, the Minister may be in a position to
reallocate funds to provide additional respite
care for children in that age group.

The Minister would also Probably be aware
that once the children get to about 14 years,
they leave the children's accommodation and
move into the adult accommodation. With the
existing accommodation it often means that
young children in the 14-year age bracket tend
to be moved into a more institutionalised en-
vironment. That can have quite devastating ef-
fects, not only on the children, but also on their
families. I hope that the Government recog-
nises that this is a very important area. I said
once before that it is not a glamorous area in
the health field, but it is certainly one in need

of additional recognition. Without question, a
tremendous strain is placed on the families
who have severely intellectually handicapped
children. I assure the Minister that the various
groups those people have established in the
metropolitan area are very keen for the
Government to recognise them more than they
have been recognised in the past.

Mr HODGE: The Estimates for 1985-86 in-
clude an increase of $449 000 to the Slow
Learning Children's Group of WA, which rep-
resents a 10.5 per cent increase. The subsidy
payment for the Slow Learning Children's
Group of WA represents the State's contri-
bution towards the group's capital salary and
other operating costs. The 1985-86 subsidy
provides for expected salary and wage increases
as well as full-year costs of staff approvals in
1984-85.

Provision has been made for vehicle replace-
ments of $27 500 and additional equipment of
$79 500. Further, assistance is provided for the
relocation of Pelican Hostel, a group home at
Karingal, and preschool respite care.

I agree with most of the comments made by
the member for Mt Lawley. There is no doubt
that there is a demand for extra respite care. It
is a matter of just what the State can afford to
put into the Health portfolio. As we are all
aware, it is already a huge area of expenditure.
The total gross expenditure on health in this
State this year is just on $1 billion. It is an
enormous amount of money for us to invest in
the health system. The share of the Budget is
probably about 25 per cent for the Health port-
folio. The Health and Education portfolios
together take probably half the entire Budget. It
is very hard to argue that the Health portfolio
should have a significantly bigger share of the
cake.

I acknowledge the stress and pressures that
are put on parents and the need for respite care.
I will refer the matter to the new Authority for
the Intellectually Handicapped which, I hope,
will get under way in this State on I January,
now that the legislation has gone through the
Parliament. Much of the work has already been
done in anticipation. I hope that we can have
the appointments made and the new authority
operational by 1 January. I hope that the new
authority will look at the situation and perhaps
it may recommend a different set of priorities.

Off the cuff, I cannot give the member for Mt
Lawley the actual figure that this State spends
on services for the intellectually handicapped,
but I feel certain that per capita we spend far
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more on those services than any other State in
Australia. We are more advanced in our system
of care for and attention to the intellectually
handicapped. There is probably still a need for
additional money to be spent, but there is a
limit to how much can be allocated.

Mr Cash: I am talking merely in the area of
children.

Mr HODGE: I understand that, but it still
requires additional resources.

It may be that the Authority for the Intellec-
tually Handicapped can have a look at the way
we are currently ordering our priorities and
where we are spending our money in this field
and come up with a re-ordering of priorities
that would put more emphasis on the field to
which the member draws our attention. If that
is the case, that may be the solution, but if it
requires additional funds we run into the prob-
lem that I have already outlined. I do not think
that I can really justify asking for a larger allo-
cation in the State Budget for this portfolio. If I
am not to do that, I have to look at areas from
which I can take away funds. I do not know
whether the member for Mt Lawley has any
suggestions about where we could reduce or
terminate services. I would be interested if he
has such suggestions, but I am constantly look-
ing at getting the health system running more
efficiently and getting the best value for each
dollar that is spent.

I appreciate the point raised by the member
for Mt Lawley. I hope that the authority will
turn its attention to it and come up with a
solution. Clearly, if savings are made I cer-
tainly would not be opposed to putting those
funds into the field that the member
mentioned.

Division 66 put and passed.
Division 67: Western Australian Alcohol and

Drug Authority, $6 099 000-
Mr BRADSHAW: I notice that under the

"Contingencies" heading no money has been
allocated this year for the temngesic clinical
trial, so obviously it has been discontinued. I
would like to know what the results of that trial
were, and whether temngesic was successful or
unsuccessful in bringing addicts off heroin.
Many doctors at one stage used it and there was
some controversy about whether it was suc-
cessful, so the Alcohol and Drug Authority de-
cided to carry out a trial which has been run-
ning for the last two years- Does the Minister
know whether the use of that drug was found to
be beneficial and whether doctors can start
using it again to treat heroin addicts?
t1,45)

I cannot find any allocation for Cyrenian
House and I just wondered whether the State
Government provides funds for it. From what I
can gather, it provides a great service. I am
only going on a report I heard from one of its
representatives who said that it may not pro-
vide the complete answer to drug addiction but
it certainly provided a great service and had a
quite high success rate in weaning people off
drugs. I know that it is also undergoing
financial difficulty and needs financial support.
I just wonder whether financial assistance for
Cyrenian House has been allowed.

Mr CASH: It would be remiss of me not to
rise when we are discussing the Western
Australian Alcohol and Drug Authority, be-
cause I hve drawn attention in the past to the
problem that the people of Mt Lawley see in
the use of a building in the electorate of Mt
Lawley as an annexe for this authority. It is
rather a sorry history and goes back to
mid-1983 when Royal Perth Hospital vacated
the old annexe on the corner of Field and
Rookwood Streets in MI Lawley. That annexe
remained vacant for some time.

It was hoped by the residents who live in the
near vicinity of the annexe that it would one
day be put to the use for which it was originally
built, an aged persons' home, but regrettably
the ADA advised the Government that it
required additional space. The Government
saw fit then to grant occupation to the Alcohol
and Drug Authority.

In mid-1983 applications were made to the
local authority and by letter dated 29
December 1983 it advised the Minister that it
had considered an application from the Al-
cohol and Drug Authority to use the former
Royal Perth annexe in Mt Lawley and had
refused the application. I would like to point
out the reasons for the refusal of that appli-
catcion.

Firstly, it was suggested that the site was
zoned for "Public Use Reserve-Hospital".
Secondly, the proposed use would not be
within the definition of "hospital". The local
authority was suggesting that there would be a
breach of its district zoning scheme if the ADA
took possession of the site. Thirdly, the use
would fit into the "institutional building" defi-
nition. Fourthly, parking problems would be
anticipated. Fifthly, the change from the pre-
vious use would impair the amenity of the area.

A public meeting was held in December 1983
to discuss the matter and approximately 250
residents met at the Mt Lawley Bowling Club,
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which is located close to the ADA annexe. That
meeting moved in the following ternms, and this
motion was passed to the Minister-

That the meeting conveys to the
Government that the residents of the area
totally oppose the move by the ADA to the
Royal Perth Annexe Mt Lawley, on the
basis that:

(I) The zoning requirement in all
probability will be contravened.

(2) Any extension of the existing al-
coholic institutional use will in all
probability lead to further unac-
ceptable behaviour patterns for
the residents of the area.

(3) The projections for growth by the
ADA leads to a very real concern
of expansion by the ADA within
Mt Lawley, if established here on
a permanent basis.

(4) There is a great inequity in Mt
Lawley residents having to carry
the burden for what is a general
community problem. The meet-
ing requests that the Government
reconsider the decision for the
ADA to occupy the Royal Perth
Annexe and that a purpose built
building be proceeded with in-
stead.

A petition signed by many of the people who
attended that meeting was sent to the Minister.
At the same timie the local authority advised
the director of the Alcohol and Drug Authority,
Professor David Hawkes, that it had con-
sidered the application made by the ADA and
had refused it. In a letter dated 29 December
1983 the various reaons for that refusal were
set out. They were obviously the same reasons
that had been given to the Minister when he
was advised of the local authority's concern
should the ADA occupy that site

The Mt Lawley Society Inc., which is a com-
munity group interested in the well-being of the
residents in the general area of the new ADA
site in Mt Lawley, Wrote to the Leader of the
Opposition in November 1984. Very little had
been done during the early months of 1984.
The site remained vacant and the building was
falling into disrepair. The Mt Lawley Society
was very concerned that while behind the
scenes it appeared that discussions were taking
place on the occupation of the site by the ADA,
nothing could be seen on a physical basis. The
society wrote to the Leader of the Opposition

and I assume also to the Treasurer or the Min-
ister for Health, seeking their views on the
proposed use of the old Royal Perth annexe.

In its letter to the Leader of the Opposition,
Mr Hassell, the society stated that it was
writing to seek a statement of position by the
Opposition on this issue. It said they were
united in their view that the move of the ADA
to occupy the site in Mt Lawley was totally
inappropriate for a large number of reasons
which included: The antisocial behaviour of al-
coholics and the location of the drug hostel
adjacent to the proposed site; a concern for
safety and property in the area; the massive
dislocation to be expected by vehicle move-
ments in view of the fact that the parking facili-
ties were totally inadequate; no administrative
headquarters for the 30 staff of the ADA; and,
no ability of the annexe to cater for the large
increase in patient numbers over the year.

The Leader of the Opposition considered the
matter and invited me to discuss the matter
with him. At that time in November 1984 it
was pointed out to me that the Opposition had
a particular policy for the housing of the ADA
and it was intended that it should occupy a
purpose-built building in East Perth.

The president of the Mt Lawley Society was
advised by the Leader of the Opposition in a
letter dated 10 December 1984 that the Oppo-
sition reiterated its previously stated position
that it would be in both the community's and
the authority's long-term interest to provide a
purpose-built centre for the authority on
Crown land in East Perth in the near vicinity of
the Royal Perth Hospital.

At the time a by-election was in process for
the seat of Mt Lawley and the residents living
in the area near the old annexe were unable to
understand the Government's position.

The Treasurer was invited to a public meet-
ing held in a resident's house in Field Street.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr CASH: I am glad the Minister for Plan-

ning raises that issue. I have said before that he
has incurred the aggregate of all other Ministers
in losing votes for his Government because of
the way he has handled the Planning and Edu-
cation portfolios. I can assure him that he is
doing me a favour by his actions in his port-
folios. At the last election the Labor party
managed to scrape up 42 per cent of the votes.
If the Minister for Planning thinks he can do
better by his actions, especially in respect of
this site in Mt Lawley, he will learn a very sorry
lesson.
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Mr Pearce: You are like all your colleagues;
you abuse me in this Chamber but that does
not stop you from queueing up asking me to go
to your schools and do favours for you.

Mr CASK: The Minister for Education ap-
parently suggests that it is wrong of me to ask
him to visit schools in my electorate which
require maintenance and improvements. I re-
mind the Minister for Education that the allo-
cation to his Education portfolio in this year's
Budget is $755 million. The electorate of Mt
Lawley has only enjoyed an amount of $20 000
for the upgrading of the toilets at the Mt
Lawley Primary School. If the Minister thinks
that $20 000 from a Budget of $755 million
will earn him any votes in the electorate, he is
doing his sums wrongly.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! That is really quite
enough on this subject .

Mr CASK: I return to the Alcohol and Drug
Authority. In October or November 1984 when
a by-election was held in the electorate of Mt
Lawley the Government's position was some-
what confusing. The Treasurer was invited to
attend the public meeting in October 1984,
which was attended by 25 or 30 residents, and
he was unable to clearly state whether or not
his Government intended the ADA to occupy
the site that was previously the old hospital
annexe.

The Labor candidate at the time was insist-
ent that if he had his way he would ensure that
the ADA occupied the site, and he stated that
at a public meeting at the Mt Lawley Bowling
Club some time prior to the election. My
statement to the residents was clear: I said I
would continue to ight against the occupation
of that site by the ADA, as I had done for Some
two years prior to November 1984.

Obviously the results of the election proved
that the people in that area were not keen for
the ADA to occupy that site. At the time the
Government decided to take the heat off the
situation, and it created a consultative com-
mittee on the establishment of institutions in
residential areas. The object of the committee
was to have a look at the way in which insti-
tutional activities were increasing in the Mt
Lawley area and report to the Minister on
whether the ADA should occupy the site.

As you would know, Mr Chairman, in due
course the committee reported to the Minister,
not specifically on all the matters involved on
institutional use in Mt Lawley, but firstly on
the proposed use of the RPH annexe in Field
Street by the Alcohol and Drug Authority.

In its report to the Minister to enable him to
make a decision as to whether the authority
should occupy that site, the committee made a
number of observations. It suggested the local
residents were dissatisfied in general terms
with the number and nature of institutional use
in the Mt Lawley area, and in particular with
their growth processes.

In this matter the local people believed that
the proposed use had more serious impli-
cations for them than mere change from one
hospital to another, and some of those concerns
were as follows: There would be more traffic
movement in the area of the site; the nature of
the hospital's clients and the expectation of
some undesirable or other antisocial behaviour;
extreme demands for parking in nearby streets
by both staff and patients of the ADA; the poss-
ible use of the hospital by drug abusers and
similar expectations of behavioural problems;
and pressure for further redevelopment for the
ADA's various services. They also envisaged a
problem with the increase in the numbers of
people in the community presenting them-
selves for treatment for alcohol-related dis-
eases.

The Minister was invited to consider this re-
port. The election having been fought and won
by the Liberal Party, the Minister then decided
that the ADA should occupy that particular
site.

In February 1985 I was presented with a
number of petitions signed by residents of the
Mt Lawley area, and those petitions were
signed by more than 240 people. I presented
them to the Parliament in February 1985, and
the petition generally stated that the residents
and business proprietors of the area objected to
the Alcohol and Drug Authority being perma-
nently established in Field Street in residential
Mt Uawley. They requested the Government to
cancel the plans and provide a permanent situ-
ation for the ADA in a suitable building adjac-
ent to the Royal Perth Hospital.

That is the situation which the Opposition
suggested it was prepared to follow when it
'returned to Government. I understand the
member for Perth also had a number of pet-
itions couched in exactly the same terms and
he presented them to the Parliament at the
same time as myself in February 1985.

Ten months later we have still not had a
reply from the Government on what it intends
to do with the site, or a reply in respect of these
petitions. This is something which the people
of that area are very concerned about. They
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thought that the Government would at least
write back to a selected number of people ad-
vising its intentions for the site.

Apant from the ADA being located in the old
Royal Perth Hospital annexe, directly opposite
that site at No. 13 Field Street, Mt Lawley, is
an institution known as ACRAH. That stands
for the Association for the Care and Rehabili-
tation of Alcohol and Drug Addicts and Home-
less People.

This year the ADA will give about $ 10 000 to
ACRAH to help it to continue with the physical
care and accommodation of homeless people in
that area. No-one objects to that, but I think it
is fair to say-and I think the Chamber should
be advised-that the people do object to the
manner in which ACRAK is delivering the ser-
vices it provides to its patients.

ACRAH owns both Not. 13 and 15 Field
Street in Mt Lawley. No. 15 is a condemned
house which was formerly occupied by a numn-
ber of the patients. The local authority, at the
request of residents in the general area,
inspected the facilities, and realised that they
were totally inadequate for human habitation.
In fact, the local authority put an order on the
premises condemning the house for residential
usage.

Twelve months after the City of Stirling, the
local authority, condemned the house, we still
find that on occasions residents who should be
living at No. 13 Field Street Mt Lawley, move
in and occupy No. 15 Field Street. I call upon
the people responsible for the management of
ACRAH to wake up to this and get on with the
job of either demolishing the existing premises
at No. 15 Field Street, or renovate the building
so that it can once again be occupied as a resi-
dence.

In this connection Mi Lawley Matters, which
is a publication put out by the Mt Lawley So-
ciety, draws to the attention of its members the
situation at No. 15 Field Street. As a com-
munity organisation it also calls on the man-
agement of ACRAH to wake up to themselves
and clean up the situation in Field Street.

In drawing my comments to a conclusion on
ADA's occupation of the old Royal Perth Hos-
pital annexe, I want to point out that 12
mionths ago the site was valued by the Valuer
General at $750 000. In the meantime con-
tracts have been let for the renovation of that
building, and the Government has expended
something in the order of about $850 000 on
renovations.

Kad the Government wanted to spend this
money in an efficient manner, it would have
done as was suggested some 12 months ago,
and that was to dispose of the site to a group
which was prepared to use the facilities for an
aged persons home and use the money it has
now spent on renovations. With the purchase
price it could have received for that land it
could have spent the money on building in East
Perth, All that has happened at the moment is
that the Government has spent $850 000,
which has created a traffic hazard and a social
problem in a residential area, and now it has
found that it cannot obtain administrative
buildings which will satisfy the organisation in
the near vicinity of the Mt Lawley institution.

The ADA is wasting the taxpayers' money by
spreading itself out instead of advising the
Government that it should be running a
consolidated organ isation in a purpose-built
building. I might say that the senior staff at the
ADA had these matters drawn to their atten-
tion a long time before the Government com-
mitted funds in this area.

My final point is that at the moment the
ADA has not taken physical occupation of the
site in Mt Lawley because the builder is still
finishing the renovation work. When it does
take occupation, I hope the Minister will en-
sure that the air-conditioners, which have now
been installed in the building and which appear
to be angled so that they exhaust hot air onto
the residential units alongside, do not cause
unreasonable noise or unreasonable incon-
venience; and that applies equally to the other
machinery that is part of the facility. The
people in the units next-door to this institution
are, in the main, aged people of more than 60
years and they call on the Government to pay
some consideration to the residental amenity of
that area.

Mr HODGE:
Murray-Wellington-

The member for

Mr Cash: You might call me the member for
Mt Lawley.

Mr HODGE: The member for Mt Lawley
spoke for so long that he forgot that his col-
league, the member for Murray-Wellington,
spoke before him.

The member for Murray-Wellington raised a
query about Cyrenian House. That organ is-
ation does receive funding, which funding ap-
pears under "Non-Government Support
Program-$786 000". Of course, that is
distributed over about 15 voluntary com-
munity-based groups, and Cyrenian House is to
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receive $86 000 from that. The voluntary
agencies will this year receive a very significant
boost in funding because, in addition to the
normal funding they receive from the ADA,
there are extra funds coming via the drug sum-
mit, which are Federal moneys and State
matching moneys over and above the usual al-
location.

The member raised the question of temngesic.
I know the actual trials have finished and the
evaluation is proceeding, and that some papers
about the trials have been prepared and are in
the process of being published in scientific
journals. I think there is probably some way to
go before any definite recommendation is
made about the use of temgesic as a replace-
ment for heroin, but certainly the trials were
very encouraging and, as I understand it, there
is some possibility that this might happen.

However, the result of the trials must be sub-
ject to the usual rigorous scientific evaluation
and I take it that in due course, when the medi-
cal researchers are satisfied that they have done
their homework sufficiently, they will make a
recommendation to the medical authorities in
Australia. 1 would imagine it would go through
the National Health and Medical Research
Council, which would recommend that this
drug become available. I cannot give any more
information off the cuff but I am sure that if
the member contacted Professor David
Hawkes, the Director of the Alcohol and Drug
Authority, he would be pleased to furnish
further information.

The member for Mt Lawley raised the ques-
tion of the ADA hospital in Mt Lawley. I do
not see much point in responding, as it is the
same old argument he has put forward several
times. It reminds me very much of the
Tresillian affair and is fairly typical of the Lib-
eral Party's attitude to these sorts of matters.

The only new point raised by the member for
Mt Lawley was a question about the possibility
of air-conditioners at the hospital disturbing
the neighbours. I do not think the ADA would
allow that to happen and I recommend that the
member contact Professor David 1-awkes to
have a discussion with him, point out the prob-
lem, and ask him to look at it. I am sure he
would be pleased to do so.

Division 67 put and passed.

Division 68: Nurses Board of Western
Australia, $181 000-put and passed.

Division 42: Conservation and Land Manage-
ment $47 976 000-

Mr BLAIKIE: I will raise a couple of minor
items in this general debate.

Yesterday I went to Manjimup with the Min-
ister and saw a proposal put forward for the
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement to enter into a joint venture with
farmers in the planting of pine trees. I have
sought that information from the annual re-
ports of the Forests Department without any
success, but I have found references to it in the
annual report of the *Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation to 30 June 1985. In the
review of operations contained in that annual
report, it said-

During the year WADC has been work-
ing with the Department of Conservation
and Land Management (CALM) on a pro-
posal for a forestry joint venture between
CALM and private farmers.

Other consultations have been
undertaken with CALM with a view to im-
proving the return from the Government's
investment in pine plantations and from
its ongoing commitment to reafforestat ion,
without relinquishing overall management
control, and without necessarily disposing
of forest land.

It is also hoped to release capital tied up
in the ownership of the plantations and
thus increase the return of capital to the
Government.

These discussions are continuing.

The point I wish to raise with the Minister is
whether the Government's intention is that the
ultimate manager of the land lease-back
scheme with farmers will be the WADC.

Mr Davies: I would not expect so.
Mr BLAIKIE: Or else the Department of

Conservation and Land Management, because
it has certainly appeared in the annual report of
the WADC and yet there has been very little
comment made in the annual report of the de-
partmenc re WA DC.

The only other item I wish to raise, because
the time. is late, relates to taxation arrange-
ments for private forestry. If there is going to
be a private forest industry in Western
Australia, it is important that private foresters
have the opportunity of receiving the benefits
of their labours.

In the recent Federal Budget there was a
series of circumstances which have made it
quite; 'devastating for people involved in private
forestry. I will quote very briefly from a letter
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from the Australian Forest Development Insti-
jute which sets out very clearly the difficulties
private foresters are facing.

It reads-

The Treasurer's recent statement in Fed-eral Parliament includes cancelling the af-
forestation capital tax rebate of one third
of the value of shares taken up in afforest-
ation companies. This means that anyone
today wanting to subscribe or invest in a
company whose objectives are specifically
identified as afforestat ion will not be able
to make a tax deduction against a capital
investment of one third of that investment.

The letter also went on to say that in the past
people who have been encouraged to invest on
the basis that the venture would not provide
them any income for some years, will now no
longer be able to do so. The Australian Tourist
Development Institute believes that as a result
of these decisions forestry industries in
Australia will certainly decrease by at least 80
per cent. Private investments in forests or af-
forestation will virtually stop and only public
companies will become involved or will con-
tinue to be involved in investment. That will be
a disastrous situation in Australia and certainly
a most disastrous situation in Western
Australia because in this State in 1983 there
were 182 hectares of land planted to pine and
in 1983-84 that figure had risen to some 428
hectares. Private afforestation in fact has been
very important to the State and currently some
13 000 hectares have been planted by various
foresters. If that practice were to stop-and
there is no reason that it should continue when
there is no incentive for the private sector to
plant-it would be a tremendous disadvantage
to Western Australia. That is one area that is
certainly of great concern. Not only does it re-
late to private plantations-i have been talking
only about pine-but it relates also to the total
forestry operations for farmers and others who
could become involved in it.

A second area will have a devastating effect
on this industry. I quote again from the letter
as follows-

The second, and most devastating result
of the Treasurer's policy announcement
means that for people earning in excess of
330 000 gross per year will not be allowed
to offset the expenses of any forestry costs
that they may incur as individuals against
their taxable income gained from other
sources. In fact, the limit of offsetting of

expenses from one activity to another actu-
ally commences at $ 15 000 on a "shaded"
basis.

Professional people whose incomes come from
other mneans have been able to siphon off pant
of the profits or the income into forestry oper-
ations. I trust the Minister will support me in
this view.

Mr Davies: Absolutely.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is very important for the
future benefit of Australia. it is a long-term
project, the sort of development that takes 30
or 40 years; or, as was explained yesterday with
the Government's pine planting programme, 'it
will take at least 30 years before the investment
can be recouped and at the end of that period
there will be a very substantial benefit. There-
fore there are no incentives for people to be-
come involved in private afforestation. so these
people will certainly not put their money into
forestry. These are the people who may have
surplus money coming from other sources of
income. They certainly will not be attracted
into putting their money into this form of in-
vestment. An example or parallel of what
would happen in this circumstance would be
that if BHP were in a loss situation in its steel
operations, it would not be prepared to offset
that loss by its oil operations, which inaction
would be quite ludicrous. BHP as a total
company can arrange its operations and shade
its profit and loss within its total operations.
That same situation should be allowed for pri-
vate afforestation. That is certainly necessary.

The Federal Government has made a gross
error in this matter and it can only be assumed
that this is an attack against the individual
entrepreneurial spirit and that individuals have
been singled out to receive this treatment. As I
said before, it is unjust. It is completely unfair.
It is against the real benefit to be gained by
forest development within this country. It is
important that we do have forest projects and
forest plantations and that we continue to build
forests forever. if a project such as "Greening
of Australia" is to succeed that very negative
taxing approach of the Federal Government
will do nothing for the future benefit of
Australia.

Mr TUJBBY: I want to make only a very brief
comment concerning the conservation side of
the Hemsley problem at Geraldton.

Mr Davies: They have got their titles. They
can go ahead with their subdivisions.
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Mr TUBBY: I would just like to comment on
the progress that has been made in recent days.
It has certainly been very pleasing indeed, but
this situation, as the Minister well knows, has
been going on for a little over four years and it
has left a very nasty impression so far as con-
servation is concerned in the Geraldton region.
This is rather unfortunate because in the case
of the protection of this rare flora it is import-
ant that landholders do not have to undergo in
the future what the Hemnsley family have gone
through, with the enormous financial penalty
they have paid. I can see it will be very difficult
indeed in the future to get cooperation because
anybody seeing rare flora will shudder and treat
it like a noxious weed and will get rid of it
rather than go through what the Hemnsley fam-
ily have gone through.

This is very unfortunate indeed because the
financial situation that has had to be faced by
the Hemnsley family is a very serious one. It is
very doubtful indeed whether they will be able
to carry on as viable farmers as they had hoped
to do prior to the discovery of this rare flora,
which was found on a major deposit of high
quality gravel which the Hemsiey family was
negotiating to sell to the Geraldton Town
Council. Because of the find of this rare flora
the income they had to go towards paying off a
property was cut back and they will not be able
to generate any income from that sale at all. It
is certainly quite a serious situation. I was very
pleased to see the progress made in recent days
and I hope the Hemsleys will have a very happy
Christmas at least knowing that this problem of
sorting out the land is behind them. I do not
know whether the future will be very healthy
for them, but it is good to see progress has been
made.

Mr DAVIES: I thank the members for their
comments. I am firmly of the opinion that
CALM will control the farming of softwoods as
was announced yesterday, but if there is any
change I will let the member for Vasse know. I
share his concern in relation to the Federal
decision regarding forestry. I have had a num-
ber of letters from professional people, and we
are seeing how we might make representations
to the Federal Government to point out some
of the injustices. It is a long-term project in
many cases, and even though they are pro-
fessional people and their other income is in
excess of $15 000 they are making an invest-
ment in the future of forests and they deserve
better consideration than they got. We have
had three or four letters from professional

people and from one of the timber organis-
ations, and the department is considering them
at present.

I thank the member for Greenough for his
compliment in relation to the Hemnsley family.
It was a matter of distress to me because this
problem originally came to me when I was
Leader of the Opposition, and I got in touch
with the department and received all kinds of
assurances. That was when the matter was with
the Department of Fisheries and Wildlife. Even
after that I was amazed at how complicated the
matter got, It involved a fairly complicated
redrawing of boundaries. The mistakes have
not all been made by the Government; there
was a little mistake on both sides. I checked out
the matter only yesterday. The Hem sleys have
received their second set of titles and they can
go ahead with their subdivision and get the
surveying done. The land below can be
subdivided, and although there is one final
matter relating to the closure of a road 'which
needs to be attended to by the Chapman Shire,
it has advertised the closure of a road which
has never existed in fact, without waiting for
written advice.

We hope the family can have a happy
Christmas. We hope also that this kind of thing
does not happen again; two species of pretty
valuable flora were found and it seems hard
that the family should have suffered because of
it. I am pleased to say the mnatter is now well
and truly on the rails, and everything should be
finished within five or six weeks.

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the
year-

Mr BLAIKIE: There is a change this year
from previous years because we are talking for
the first time about CALM. When one com-
pares this year's Estimates with what was
happening with the previous vote under the
Forests Act one sees that previously there was a
series of items from one to eight. This year
under CALM there is only one item, which
covers a multitude of staff and other
contingencies. The Minister might indicate
why that is the case.

The only other comment I want to make is
that in spite of the Government's undertaking
that the conservation and land management
legislation will lead to efficiencies and that its
greater scale of operations will mean cheaper
management than in the past, it is interesting
to note that an additional $6 million will be
expended this year compared with 1984-85.
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There is a limited staff increase-it is not
substantial-and yet there is a very substantial
increase in the amount of funding.

I hope that the State does get value from the
amalgamation of the three departments and it
does not simply turn itself into a huge bureauc-
racy which will eat up large sums of taxpayers'
money and prove to be more expensive in the
end than the three separate and easily defined
departments,

I understand the Honorary Royal Com-
mission report will be made available to the
public on Wednesday. That commission
investigated the operations of the Department
of Conservation and Land Management, and I
will be looking forward to the report with some
interest. I wonder how much foundation that
report will have. It is very difficult to see what
conclusions can be drawn bearing in mind the
authority has been operating only since March
this year. Be that as it may, there has been an
inquiry of some substance and we will see what
has happened in the eight months the body has
been operating. It is plain there has been an
increase of $6 million in expenditure which is
quite significant.

There are other proposals for the department
so no doubt the increase next year will again be
substantial. I hope management and the re-
source development of our forests are
improved and as a consequence the conser-
vation management Of OUr reserves and
national parks will be improved. I doubt and
question whether that can be achieved under
this Government and its policies. Time will
ltl.

MrT DAVIES: If the member looks at the ex-
penditure last year and the proposed expendi-
ture he will find that salaries account for about
half of the $5.1 million and the rest is in
contingencies. What is encouraging there are
the increases in recreation and tourism ser-
vices, research and planning, and commercial
operations. They are about the three biggest
increases, and if he adds on grants, subsidies
and transfer payments and an additional
$300 000 for staffing costs he will see it does
not take long to make up $5.1 million which is
the difference between $42.8 million and $47.9
million.

I, too, am anxious to see the report of the
Honorary Royal Commission and to find out
whether we need to make any changes. At
present the Department of Conservation and
Land Management is coming together nicely. It
received a considerable lift in its budget last

year and it would have liked more this year,
but it was not possible to accommmodate that
request. An additional 37 staff were ranted to
the department last year but no increase has
been made this year.

The department needs to settle down, and
the concerns expressed by the member are
shared by the Government. We want to see that
what we hope will happen does happen and
that the department wilt be consolidated and
be more effective so that the State gets better
value for its conservation policy.

Division 42 put and passed.
Divisions 43 to 50-Conservation and En-

viron ment, $5 249 000; Waterways Commission,
$1173 000; Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs
Commission, $870 000; Western Australian Art
Gallery, $3 572 000; Library Board of Western
Australia, $17 520 000; Western Australian
Museum, $5 464 000; Perth Theatre Trust,
$1 275 000; Western Australian Arts Council,
$3 079 000-put and passed.

Division
$13545000-

22-Tourism Commission,

MrT MacKINNON: At the outset, as I have
done previously both within the Parliament
and publicly, I acknowledge that the Govern-
ment has given the Tourism Commission and
the tourism industry itself proper recognition
during its term in office. However, I think the
Government has made one fundamental mis-
take with respect to tourism-it mistakenly be-
lieves that spending equates with proper atten-
tion to an industry. In other words, the
Government has endeavoured to ensure that its
interest in the tourism industry and the support
of that industry is demonstrated by spending
rather than by proper attention to the people
who are involved in it both within the city and
across the State.

I do not think the Treasurer need look far to
find criticism of the Government's perform-
ance. If he had attended the Country Tourism
Association's annual conference as I did and
witnessed the performance of the Managing Di-
rector of the Tourism Commission, and heard
the comments of the people who attended that
conference, he would know what I mean. He
should also be aware-and I am sure he has
received reports-that his tourism lunch this
week was singularly unsuccessful. I do not take
any great pleasure in saying that because I
think the tourism industry in this State has
enormous potential. It is said that this potential
is not being achieved by the activities of the
current Government through the commission.
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The commission was established in a blaze of
glory. It was claimed it would be more efficient
and that it would save $600 000 in
administration costs-which it has failed to
do-and it was claimed that it would provide
leadership. The facts belie those claims. In
1984 the staff at the commission numbered
132; today it numbers 156. Its administration
expenses in 1984 were $1 487 000 while this
year they are $3 587 000. Out of a total vote for
the Tourism Commission of $13.5 million, this
represents an inordinately large amount of
administration expense. Beyond all that, if the
Estimates are to be believed, the income being
earned by the commission will drop in
1985-86.

In other words its activities are bringing in
less money to the commission than ever before
even when one takes into account that it has
changed its system of accrediting agents.

When one considers the Government's own
statistics in the tourism area, one sees that its
performance has been less than spectacular.
The Government issued a Press release via the
Department of Premier and Cabinet on 23
October which showed that the total number of
visitors to Western Australia in 1982-83 was
4 235 500. In 1984-85 that figure was
4458 000. If one extrapolates that figure, it
shows that the number of visitors measured in
tourism terms for the State increased by five
per cent over a two-year period. Of course the
Press statement cited six per cent because it
took the 1983-84 figures which had not
increased on the 1982-83 figures. If one com-
pares the facts properly and quotes them prop-
erly, one will see that the Government's per-
formance has been less than spectacular and, as
I indicated before, the industry's confidence in
the Government's performance in the tourism
industry and in the commission itself is declin-
ing.

When one hears the litany of mistakes that
have been perpetrated by the Government in
this area, which began with the shameful treat-
ment of Noel Semmens, a public servant with a
distinguished record of many years of faithful
service to Governments of both political
colours and the disgraceful treatment of Len
Hitchen, his successor, it is evident it will con-
tinue with the plans the Government has for
the purchase of an America's Cup) boat. I
noticed in the capital works budget an item is
listed for Argossy Charters of $ 150 000. 1 have
not had time to do any research in the Corpor-
ate Affairs Office but one must assume that is
the investment that the Government is going to

use to buy a boat for the Tourism Commission
to be used for the America's Cup defence. If
that is not the case, I would be interested to
hear what it is for.

The funding that has been provided to
country tourist bureaus, regional travel associ-
ations, and information centres has been
increased substantially but the strings that are
attached to that funding have caused more
ill-will than goodwill within the tourism indus-
try in the country. The honey debacle, with the
Tourism Commission investing in a so-called
innovative venture to purchase and resell
honey, was ill-fated and cost the taxpayers of
this State dearly.

The commission and its predecessor, the de-
partment, had for years published an accom-
modation register. This was a great service to
the industry of this State which listed the total
accommodation available and was published
free of charge. That has been taken over by the
Sunday Times, which is commendable, but
now the Tourism Commission is stipulating
that charges must be levied, the result of which
is that only about one-twentieth of the total
accommodation in this State will appear in the
register.

Mr Pearce: Are you pointing to a weakness in
privatisation?

Mr MacKINNON: No, it is the method of
privatisation.

Mr Pearce: The method that you are opposed
to is the handing over to private enterprise.

Mr MacKINNON: That is the Minister's
total misunderstanding of privatisation. The
Minister for Education obviously does not
understand what the term privatisation means.
It means carrying out the same service at a
lower and more efficient cost. The service now
provided may cost less, but it bears no resem-
blance to that provided previously- I undertake
on behalf of the Opposition to restore that ser-
vice to the tourism industry. The Tourism
Commission may not undertake the printing; it
may be done privately, but the service will be
restored.

The Government can do what it likes to try
to pour buckets over the concept of
privatisation, but if it is explained properly to
the people of this State, the Opposition knows
that they will endorse it, because it means
cheaper, better and more efficient service. That
is what privatisation is about. If a service does
not deliver that, it will not be privatised.

Mr Pearce interjected.

4617



4618 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr MacKJNNON: The Minister for Edu-
cation can twist the words as much as he
likes-he is very adept at doing that-but the
facts and the truth will prevail.

One of the worst decisions the Tourism
Commission made in its long litany of disasters
was to stop the system of accrediting travel
agents in the Eastern States.

When that decision was made, the Tourism
Commission had on its books 2 200 agents
throughout Australia who were marketing di-
rectly the tourism assets of this State. At no
cost to the Tourism Commission other than to
the people for whom the travel was sold, the
commission was paid. The commission
accredited those agents through its officers and
provided them with good service to do so.

The Tourism Commission has got out of that
now. When one talks to anybody involved in
the tourist industry in Perth about the market-
ing of tourism in the Eastern States, one finds
that they roundly condemn that decision as a
bad one. The service that was built up over the
years was recognised as giving Western
Australia a competitive advantage over most of
the other States. That has been wiped out now
and has obviously caused a great deal of ill-will
in the industry in this State.

Finally, there is wide condemnation from the
industry about the manner in which it is being
used for totally political ly-oriented activities. I
refer to the item in the Budget under the head-
ing, "Swan Valley Promotion" totalling
3225 000. Nobody underestimates the import-
ance of the Swan Valley in Western Australia.
However, nobody is fooled by the commitment
the Government has made in this pre-election
year to what is, as everybody knows, a marginal
seat. It has made a commitment that is not
repeated in any other seat in this State. That is
the record of the current Government and the
Tourism Commission.

It is not good enough for Oppositions to
merely criticise. If they are responsible they
should put up alternative proposals. I have
listed only seven proposals so that members
can get an idea of what our commitment will be
in this important area. Firstly, we will appoint
to the Tourism Commission commissioners
who have had some hands-on experience in
the industry. Until recently, there were no such
members on the Tourism Commission. We will
ensure that some of the people in the Tourism
Commission-not all because that would be a
mistake-have some actual experience in the

industry. That is no criticism of the current
commission. I am sure the commissioners are
doing their best; however it is not good enough.

Mr Davies: That is what Peacock said about
Howard. He did not think he was good enough.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister can say
what he likes. I am a great fan of John Howard
and I think he will make a good Prime Minis-
ter.

Mr Davies: Come on! His time as Leader of
the Opposition is limited.

Mr MacKINNON: Time will tell.
Secondly, we will make a public commitment

to -support the regional travel associations,
country tourist bureaus, and information
centres without imposing ridiculous restric-
tions on the spending of money. For example,
the Tourism Commission said to the country
agencies, "You can have a grant of X amount
of dollars if you open for seven days a week."
We believe that the tourism industry is a
24-hour-a-day, seven-day-a-week industry.
However, they are not required to open for 24
hours a day, but are required to open for seven
days a week to qualify for the grant. The Tour-
ism Commission was asked a question at the
Country Tourism Associations' conference
whether the Tourism Commission offices
would be open for seven days a week. Of course
the answer was "No." It currently has no plans
to do so. Why does it give direction to people
in the industry which it is not prepared to carry
out itself? I believe that, as far as possible, all
country tourism bureaus and information
centres should be open seven days a week.
However, it is not good enough for the Tourism
Commission officers or the managing director
to see their way clear to doing what they say
everyone else should do.

The third issue [ wish to raise relates to pen-
alty rates which, above all other issues, limits
the potential growth of the industry in this
State. it was identified as such at the tourism
forum run by the Government but it has not
been addressed by it since and it will not be.

The question of training is particularly im-
portant. We have made a commitment that we
wilt train people so that tourism in this State
benefits.

We will certainly work overtime to ensure
that the Indian Pacific becomes one of the
world's great train services. This Government
has done nothing but muddle around with the
Indian Pacific since It came to office.

Mr Grill: Rubbish!
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Mr MacKINNON: What is the Government
doing about it now? It is still running along as
before.

Mr Grill: Under you it would not even be
doing that.

Mr MacKIWNON: What improvements have
been made to the service over the past three
years?

Mr Gri1l: We have put in place a system
whereby that railway will have a future. Under
you it simply' would not have worked.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister admits he
has achieved nothing. The only way the Indian
Pacifc will have a future is if we implement a
plan like that implemented in relation to the
Orient Express and privatise it to ensure a
top-class service. In that way it will carry more
passengers than before and employ more
people, and Western Australia will have a
first-class world tourist attraction which it
should have but does not have now.

Why does not Qantas include the Indian Pa-
cific in its packages overseas? It does not be-
cause it cannot rely on the service and it will
not rely on it as long as it is running as it
currently does. For three years this Govern-
ment has failed. We give a commitment that
we will not fail. We will ensure that an urgent
inquiry is undertaken into the administration
of the service.

Mr Grill: You pathetic Liberal loudmouth!
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr Grill: I am giving this twerp a few home

truths.
Mr MacKINNON: I think the truth hurts.

There has not been one single achievement in
three years with respect to the Indian Pacific

In relation to the administration expenses of
the Tourism Commission, we will undertake an
urgent inquiry to find out why there has been
such a blow-out and bring it back under con-
trol. We will also make sure that a great deal
more effort is put into planning after the
America's Cup. Everyone I talk to in the tourist
industry expresses concern about the past-cup
period. I am as excited as anybody else about
the tremendous event we have ahead of us. I
hope that the Government and the public of
Western Australia respond to the challenges be-
ing presented to them. What is as important,
however, is to ensure that, after the cup, we put
in place some proper planning so that there is
no cataclysmic drop-off and that people in the
industry are not harmed as a consequence. We
should be putting an enormous amount of time

and effort into that now. We should be using
the best brains possible in this State to address
this issue and to come up with ideas about how
best we can address those events after the cup
to encourage more visitors to visit Western
Australia on a regular basis.

In conclusion, it is interesting that the corn-
mission's report has yet to be completed this
year. I asked the Minister representing the
Minister for Tourism a question about that. It
was indicated that the report was likely to be
completed and released by October. It is now
mid-November.

That report has not been released yet and
one must wonder whether the reason for that is
that Parliament is still sitting and the Govern-
ment does not want to came under scrutiny for
its lack of performance in this area.

I now refer to the Government's direct in-
volvement in the America's Cup Festival of
Sport. The Treasurer and the Government
have assiduously avoided that issue in recent
weeks and months. The Treasurer has lied to
the Parliament on this issue on more than one
occasion. It seems to me that he has something
to hide in this affair.

Let me give the Chamber the basis of that
allegation. I asked question 302 of the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism on 28
August. The Minister representing the Minister
for Tourism in this House happens to be the
Treasurer and while he mighit say the answer
was prepared by the Minister in another place,
he has to bear the responsibility for the answer
presented to this place. The question asks-

(1) What commitment has the Govern-
ment given to the America's Cup Fes-
tival of Sport?

Brian Burke replied, "None." It is quite a clear
answer, a one word answer. What did we find
on 8 October in answer to question 745? Again,
this question was answered by the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism, and I
quote-

Has the Government employed any con-
sultants or advisers to assist with the con-
duct of the America's Cup Festival of
Sport?

The answer was, "Yes". Another one-word
answer.

Mr Brian Burke: They are quite different
questions. Your questions were silly.

Mr MacKINNON: What is silly about the
question?
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Mr Brian Burke: A consultant is not a com-
mitment to the Festival of Sport.

Mr MacKJNNON: A payment to a consult-
anit who is employed for the specific purpose of
advising the Government about that matter is
not a commitment to the America's Cup Festi-
val of Sport? The Treasurer's understanding of
the English language is certainly a lot different
from mine.

Mr Brian Burke interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: It could well have been. Is
the Treasurer telling me that a commitment to
the America's Cup Festival of Sport or the em-
ployment of an adviser to advise the Govern-
ment about that matter is nor a commitment to
the America's Cup Festival of Sport?

Mr Brian Burke: That is exactly right.
Mr MacKiINNON: I disagree. Quite clearly

chat wording is quite clear and straightforward.
The Government had a commitment to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport.

I will now verify that. Members should look
at the answer to question 1555 of Wednesday,
13 November which asks, "What was the main
purpose of the agreement?" The agreement I
am talking about is the one with Ray O'Connor
Consultancy Pty Ltd.

Mr Burkett: I hope you are not trying to
rubbish your former Premier.

Mr MacKINNON: Of course I am not. The
only person I am attacking is the Treasurer of
this State. There are no votes in attacking
people outside this Parliament as the Treasurer
has implied that we do time and time again.
The answer to that question was-

To employ Ray O'Connor Consultancy
to look into opportunities for holding
sporting events incidental to the America's
Cup over a period ending March 1987.

If that is not a commitment to the America's
Cup, what is? The first answer was, "None",
and the second answer was, "Yes". The answer
of a couple of days ago was that that particular
consultancy was to look into opportunities for
holding sporting events incidental to the
America's Cup over a period ending March
1987. Is that not a definition of the America's
Cup Festival of Sport? Of course it is. Of course

.the Government had the commitment and the
Treasurer lied to the Parliament.

Mr Brian Burke: That really is unfair because
you know as well as I do that that was all
published in respect of Mr O'Connor and your

question was very poorly framed. It was public
knowledge that he had been employed. That is
not a contribution to the Festival of Sport.

Mr MacKINNON: If he is not advising the
Treasurer and organising the America's Cup
Festival of Sport, why is that not a contribution
to it?

Mr Brian Burke: Because the Festival of
Sport is what is being organised. He is the or-
ganiser. That is the essential difference. If you
cannot see that-

Mr MacKINNON: I do not think the
Treasurer can see the difference. He is trying to
confuse the issue. The issue is quite clear to me,
in black and white, with no confusion. Ray
O'Connor was employed to look into
opportunities for holding sporting events inci-
dental to the America's Cup over a period end-
ing March 1987. That is a definition of the
America's Cup Festival of Sport. When I asked
what commitment the Government had given
the answer was, "None." It is quite clear, there
is no confusion in my mind.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think you under-
stood your own question.

Mr MacKINNON: Of course I did. I now
refer to question without notice 422 which I
asked on 7 November. In that question-and
this is the second time the Treasurer lied to the
Parliament-be replied as follows-

I am not saying it is a difficult question.
It may be for the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to say I am surprisingly dull,
but what I am saying is I do not know
whether there is a contract. In answer to
the question he asked ...

I now refer to question 1555 of Wednesday, I13
November which asked-

When did the Government enter into an
agreement with Ray O'Connor
Consultancy Pty Ltd?

The answer was-
Informal arrangements commenced in
approximately December 1984.

1 asked the Treasurer whom those informal ar-
rangements were between. Those informal ar-
rangements were concluded between the
Treasurer and Ray O'Connor. On November 7,
when the Treasurer said to me he did not know
whether there was a contract, he was lying to
the Parliament. That agreement, in December
1984, was concluded and informal arrange-
ments commenced in approximately December
1984. Between whom? Who concluded the
agreement?
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Mr Brian Burke: I am not sure whether Mr
Dans was Minister then-

Mr MacKH4NON: Did the Treasurer not
conclude the agreement with Ray O'Connor?

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot answer that simply
because-

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer, yet again,
has that very selective memory of not being
able to answer the question. He knows as well
as I do that he went on television loudly
proclaiming the appointment of Ray O'Connor
as a consultant to the Government. He knows
what the arrangement was at that time because
he concluded it.

Mr Brian Burke: Your question was, "is
there a contract?"

Mr MacKINNON: If there is no contract
why is the Treasurer paying him?

Mr Brian Burke: Because a contract is not
necessarily an informal arrangement.

Mr MacKJNNON: How many other people
does the Government employ under the pro-
cess of informal arrangements and pays thou-
sands of dollars?

Mr Brian Burke: A lot, on a weekly or a
monthly basis.

Mr MacKINNON: It is also very funny that
the Treasurer can conclude a contract or an
informal arrangement, agreement, or whatever
he wants to call it and have no recollection that
that agreement was concluded.

Mr Brian Burke: You did not ask me whether
there was an informal arrangement. You asked
me if there was a contract.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer said he
could not recall an arrangement, an agreement,
or whatever.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say that at all.
Read the answer.

Mr MacKJNNON: I do not need to read the
answer. The members of this Parliament know
exactly what the Treasurer meant by his answer
and what I meant by the question and how he
has tried to avoid the question and the issue.

I now wish to give a third example. I asked
the Treasurer, again as Minister representing
the Minister for Tourism, what amount of
funding had been allocated in the Tourism
Commission's 1985-86 Budget to be expended
on the America's Cup Festival of Sport project.
Of course, the answer was, "Nil".

In the answer on 13 November, the
Treasurer indicated that he would not provide
me with any detail of those payments, implying

again by association that there is a payment to
be made. In answer to question 795 of 25
September he said that negotiations were in
progress on arrangements for future financial
structuring of the project. Clearly, there is some
commitment to the America's Cup Festival of
Sport in this year's Budget. The Treasurer
again says that there is none. If that is the case,
and I am wrong, I challenge the Treasurer to
make a full and frank disclosure about what the
Government's commitment is, or is not, to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport. If there has
been an informal arrangement, contract, or
agreement he should make clear to the public
and the Parliament what the details of that
contract are. What is there to hide? I am not
attacking Ray O'Connor. I am attacking the
Premier of this State for his failure to give a
clear indication of what is happening with pub-
lie moneys. He has made a public commitment
to this project. I hope sincerely that the project
will be a success, but the taxpayers of this Strate
are entitled to better explanation about the de-
tails of the agreement and the contribution that
will be made by the people of this State towards
the project. After all-I made this comment the
other night about the WADC and it also
applies in this case-the America's Cup Festi-
val of Sport is not the Treasurer's toy. It is not
Ray O'Connor's toy either, although he will do
a good job which will be worth the money he is
paid.

It is a project of the people of Western
Australia and they are providing the funds
towards assisting it and, therefore, are entitled
to some knowledge of what it is all about. If the
Government fails to come clean and does not
provide that information it certainly should
not be responsible for carrying out this task. I
am extremely disturbed that the Government
has failed in the field of tourism after it
promised so much.

I hope that the policies that we have released
and enunciated will be taken on board by the
industry. To date, I have not received any ad-
verse comments about the policy. However, if
there are any adverse comments we will wel-
come them. The Opposition is confident that
the policies to which it is committed will make
sure that tourism will achieve the potential that
it has in Western Australia.

Mr LAtURANCE: The Budget figures for the
Tourism Commission highlight a number of
areas of concern that have been raised in this
Parliament in recent months. The Estimates
show that the salary for the chairman has
decreased from $62 638 which was the actual
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figure in 1984-85 to $31 000 which is the
estimated figure for 1985-86. These figures
highlight the sacking of the former chairman,
Mr Len Hitchen, and his replacement by Mr
Basil Atkinson. The figure of $31 000 is quite
significant. In March this year I raised a ques-
lion in this Parliament about Mr Atkinson be-
ing a commissioner and consultant to the Tour-
ism Commission on an annual retainer of
$31 000. I was severely criticised by the
Government and other quarters for asking
these questions. I raised the matter because it
was of public importance and concern.

It was interesting that despite the criticism of
me by the Government, it moved to change
that situation and it cancelled Mr Atkinson's
contract as a consultant to the commission and
appointed him as acting chairman on almost
the same salary. In other words, what I pointed
out was wrong was accepted by the Govern-
ment and it made moves to regularise it; and I
believe that that justified my stance.

I do not begrudge Mr Atkinson being paid
$31 000. At the time I said that I was happy to
see him appointed as either a commissioner or
consultant, but not as both. The Government
must have been , embarrassed about my
statement because, as I said, it changed the
situation and made it right.

That leads me to the next point, the salary of
the managing director. I am not being Critical
of this position, but when the Tourism Com-
mission legislation came before this Chamber
there was no allowance in it for a managing
director, yet one was appointed. The com-
mission had to obtain a ruling about the ap-
pointment because it had no legal right to pay a
managing director.

We had a situation where an adviser was
appointed by the Treasurer and his action
resulted in an inquiry which became a
witch-hunt. The adviser was given the job and
surprise, surprise, one of the authors of the
report was the person who was appointed to a
senior position. This has struck at the heart of
the Tourism Commission and it has not
recovered. It has been an inefficient body ever
since. I have told the Treasurer on a number of.
occasions that the person appointed to that job
is not the right person for it.

I am not opposed to the concept of the Tour-
ism Commission. It has a lot of merit. Also, I
am not opposed to the extra funds being
expended in this area. In fact, I have

commended the Government on its initiative
of providing more funds for the Tourism Com-
mission, but it is not getting value for its dollar.

The position of managing director was not
advertised and no-one was given the oppor-
tunity to apply for it. The position was not
open to competition and I believe it should
have been advertised, not only in this State, but
also nationally and worldwide.

Mr Blaikie: Do you think that he had a friend
in high places and that that had a bearing on
his appointment?

Mr LAURANCE: It certainly did have a
bearing on it. I do not think he is the right man
for the job.

The Queensland Tourism and Travel Cor-
poration had problems when it was established,
but they were for different reasons to those of
the Tourism Commission. The employees had
to leave the Public Service in order to take up
their positions with the corporation, and many
of them did not want to do that and it caused
many problems, especially in relation to the
staffing of the new corporation. The chairman
of that corporation is Sir Frank Moore and the
Chairman of the Tourism Commission would
not be successful in obtaining a position as his
office boy. Because of the salary the Govern-
ment is paying the chairman it should appoint
a person of high calibre.

Mr Blaikie: You mean of the calibre of Sir
Charles Court?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, and he should have a
backup staff which is appointed in a different
way from the way it is now. All the com-
missioners of the commission were selected by
a person who was then the adviser and, lo and
behold, those commissioners appointed him as
managing director. As a result of those appoint-
ments the commission has lacked credibility
within the industry since it was established and
it has not been able to overcome those prob-
lems. I suggest that it never will overcome the
problems and the Treasurer should do some-
thing about it before next March because after
that he will not have the opportunity to do any
more about it.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
informed the Chamber of the Positive pro-
gramme the Opposition has to correct some of
these matters if it is elected to Government.

From the amount of money that is being put
into the Tourism Commission, we should be
obtaining a better result and this would happen
if the vacancy for the position of chairman was
more widely advertised. He should be backed
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up by people who have had a practical involve-
ment in the industry and who have been
selected on their merits, and not because of a
commitment to the Treasurer.

Mr Burkett: Mr Atkinson does not have a
commitment to the Australian Labor Party. I
imagined the man to be a Liberal.

Mr LAURANCE: The criticism I had of him
was a very clear one. He has been paid as a
commissioner and as a consultant. The
Government acknowledged that was wrong be-
cause it changed the situation almost
immediately.

I also wanted to highlight the fact that within
the tourist industry itself the commission has
not a very good standing, despite all the extra
money it is spending. It is spending about two
or three times the amount budgeted for three
years ago. Surely it should be able to buy a few
friends, but even with that extra money it has
been able to get very few people on its side.

To give members an indication of how
deeply these concerns within the industry run, I
cite circumstances surrounding the annual con-
ference last weekend of the Country Tourist
Association. I was in the Northern Territory,
but before the weekend was over I was told that
the tourism dinner function was not attended
by the tourism commissioners. The head table
that had been set aside for the commissioners
was empty, highlighting the split that had oc-
curred between the commissioners and the
Country Tourist Association. Unfortunately,
the commission has no credibility with the as-
sociation, which is a good one. If the com-
missioners were the right people to do the job
they would have members of that association
on side. it is a simple as that.

The news travelled quickly because it got to
me half-way around Australia within 24 hours
of that function being held. I was not even
aware that a dinner was being held in Busselton
on that night, but in the Northern Territory I
was told how bad things were and that the com-
missioners had snubbed the dinner. They did
not want to attend or were too embarrassed to
attend because of events during the day.

Mr Court: Did it get as far as Alice Springs?
Mr LAURANCE: Yes, it did.
A tourist operator in the Northern Territory

gave me the news. Someone must have rung
him up that morning, because he just saw me
and told me about it.

Mr Read: And you accepted those reasons as
being correct?

Mr LAURANCE: No, I got back and asked
people who had been there, inclu ding the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, whether it
was correct. I was told that there had been
some division between the association and the
commission.

Mr Court: He was told by an impeccable
source.

Mr LAURANCE: That is right, an impec-
cable source. Within 24 hours I was told in
another State that there was a rift, that the
commission did not have the confidence of the
Country Tourist Association, and that that had
been evident at the function held that weekend.
The problems that exist do so because of the
way the appointments were made and the fact
that the commission and its managing director
have been mistrusted since the very establish-
ment of the Tourism Commission. There is
only one way for that situation to be resolved.

Mr BLAIKIE: I also make a few comments
because I was one of the people who attended
the conference last weekend.

Mr Davies: Now you didn't report to the
member for Gascoyne, did you?

Mr BLAIKIE: No, I did not report to the
member for Gascoyne.

As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said,
the Managing Director of the Tourism Com-
mission, Mr Good ridge, attended that confer-
ence on the Friday, but promptly took off to
other pants and certainly was not around on the
Friday night. On Friday night there was a shire
reception and on Saturday night there was an
official dinner. There was the official annual
general meeting on the Saturday morning, and
there were the other usual tourist activities and
the farewell brunch on the Sunday morning.

My comments relate to the inquiry into the
Tourism Commission that was held last year
which led to the sacking of a number of
officers. It was reported at that time that the
commissioners were not generally well known.
if the recent tourism conference is any indi-
cation, the commissioners of the Tourism
Commission will certainly never be well known
because they did not attend it. Surely the com-
missioners had an obligation to attend the
Country Tourist Association conference. Salar-
ied officers of the commission attended, but
the commissioners did not. That only adds to
the rift that was indicated by the member for
Gascoyne and the Deputy Leader of the Op po-
sit ion.
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It is quite correct that the commissioners did
not attend the official dinner on the Saturday
night. As far as I could ascertain, only one
officer attended, a Mr Allan Morley, who is the
secretary of the Country Tourist Association.
Some several hundred people attended the din-
ner at which a table which could have seated 18
or 20 people had been set aside for persons
from the Tourism Commission. However, they
did not attend. It is important that the Premier
understands that there is disquiet in the com-
munity. If the Tourism Commission is to do its
job, it is important that the tourism com-
missioners get on side with the country tourist
bureaus. There is no doubt about it, and I
simply report to the Premier and the Parlia-
ment that there is a certain amount of disquiet.

Len H-itchen and Noel Semnmens formerly
held the top positions. If we look back to pre-
vious conferences, we find that they Were ac-
tively involved on a very peisonal basis in such
conferences, whether they lasted for two or
three days. That was the nature of the com-
mission and its leaders as it then was. The
Government made changes, but if the com-
mission is to work it will need to have a further
look at itself.

The events at the Country Tourist Associ-
ation's conference certainly will not help the
commission. I trust that the Treasurer will take
on board the comments that I am making with
good intentions because in the area that I rep-
resent tourism is a most important industry.

I refer to two other items. One relates to the
$225 000 that has been set aside for the pro-
motion of tourism in the Swan Valley. On 5
November, 1 asked the Minister representing
the Minister for Tourism the following ques-
tion-

(1) What funds-

(a) have been;

(b) are to be,

made available for signposting and special
tourist projects in the Swan Valley?

(2) Further to (1), does the Government
expect any other sources to contribute,
and if so, would he detkil?

Coincidentally, the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position asked a similar question on the same
day. The answer to the Deputy Leader's ques-
tion reads as follows-

The funds will be allocated to the follow-
ing special projects-

Preparation of a Swan Valley tourism
development and marketing plan;
logo competition;
signposting;
transfer of Wine Information Centre
to the Swan Valley;
scenic walks and drives;
improvements to tourist attractions
and day visitor facilities.

That is very commendable, and the Swan Val-
ley is very fortunate that the Government has
seen fit to allocate that sum of money which
will certainly be a boon to tourism in that area.
The reason I asked that question, and also a
further question of the Minister for Regional
Development and the North West, was that
within the Augusta-Margaret River Shire some
disquiet had been expressed to me. The Minis-
ter for Regional Development and the North
West will certainly be aware of the nature of
that disquiet when he officiates at the opening
of Redgate Wines at Margaret River tomorrow
night.

Mr Grill: Will you be there?
Mr BLAIKIE: Yes, I will be there but I have

to go to another function so I shall only be
there for a few minutes to welcome the Minis-
ter. The propnietor of Redgate Wines, Mr Bill
Ijilinger, expressed concern, on behalf of the
Augusta-Margaret River district, that the Swan
Valley vineyard signposts would be paid for by
the Government. In Augusta, Margaret River,
and Busselton a series of meetings was held
between the local authority, the local tourist
bureau, the Main Roads Department, and local
winegrowers to establish a system of road signs
distributed throughout the area. The problem
was that it was believed that in one part of the
State the local community would pay the bulk
of the costs for road signs and in another part
of the State the Government would pay the
total cost of those signs.

I raised this matter with the Minister for Re-
gional Development, and I will raise it on this
occasion to ensure that the record is clear on
this matter. The Minister indicated that the
Government would be seeking a contribution
from local authorities in the Swan Valley area
and would not be funding the entire
signposting programme. I trust that that will
continue to be the case. The concern was
expressed to me by people in the area I rep-
resent, and I ask the Treasurer to comment on
it in his reply.
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The final matter I raise concerns the involve-
ment of the Tourism Commission in equity
participation in tourist projects. The Tourism
Commission has taken equity in the Captain
Freycinet Motel as part of its assistance to the
motel in the construction of a further 20 units.
The shareholders and management of the Cap-
tain Freycinet Motel have made an important
contribution to tourism in My electorate. The
establishment of this motel has been a real suc-
cess story, and I pay tribute to the judgment of
the local shareholders. Its occupancy rate has
exceeded all expectations, to such an extent
that 15 months after it was opened the
company sought funding to build a further 20
units. When those units are completed, it will
be a substantial establishment with 60 motel
units and a series of additional units on the
site. In order to fund this expansion the motel
received money from the Tourism Commission
in exchange for equity participation. It should
be made absolutely clear that the Government
will not give that motel an unfair advantage in
comparison with other tourist operators in the
same region which have obtained their funds
from private sources.

Mr Brian Burke: You gave them a guarantee.

Mr BLAIKIE: That was for $800 000 but it
was not equity participation.

Mr Pearce: You gave them a guarantee with
no return, and that is even better than equity
participation. It has given them a greater ad-
vantage because it means you will pick up the
lab with no hope of return.

Mr BLAIKIE: I think it is somewhat differ-
ent.

Mr Brian Burke: It is different, but there are
lots of developers who have not been given
guarantees.

Mr BLAIKlE: They were given a guarantee
in the first instance because it was an import-
ant project for the region.

Mr Hodge: That is not fair to the other oper-
ators in the region.

Mr BLAIKIE: The venture has Proved to be
a success and therefore the guarantee was
worthwhile. However, in the case of the Cap-
tain Freycinet Motel, the Tourism Commission
is a part-owner and the situation takes a slightly
different direction. The Tourism Commission
must be extremely cautious and ensure that it
does not give unfair advantages to the motel
that would disadvantage the other operators in
the region who do not have this equity partici-
pation.

Mr Brian Burke: I agree with you absolutely.
The principle is one which you espoused at the
last election when you said that the R & I Bank
would undertake a similar scheme. It was part
of the policy that you went to the people on.

Mr BLAIKIE: I make no apology for that.
Mr Pearce: You had a policy on loan guaran-

tees and equity participation. I remember that
scheme introduced by your forner leader, who
is not now a member of Parliament. What are
you complaining about when we are doing
what you promised?

Mr BLAIKIE: It is slightly different now.
Mr Pearce: The difference is that it is we who

are doing it and not you. You are not looking at
what is being done but just at who is doing it.
That is the trouble with your lot.

Mr BLAlKIE: I am not looking at who is
doing it. The Tourism Commission is the
principal organiser and entrepreneur for tour-
ism in Western Australia. As such, it will have
the opportunity to extend certain advantages to
the Captain Freycinet Motel, by way of book-
ings, etc. It must be extremely careful to ensure
that it does not give preferential treatment to
that motel.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not disagree with you.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Margaret River Hotel has

spent $t.4 million on upgrading its premises.
That hotel and others in the area must be
treated fairly and equally well by the Tourism
Commission, particularly when the com-
mission is recommending accommodation to
people visiting the region.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will relay to the Min-
ister for Tourism all those matters that have
been raised and will deal with only one or two
of which I have some knowledge.

I will try to state as clearly and
non-contentiously as possible the situation to
which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
referred, Whether or not he acknowledges it,
the questions he asked were answered perfectly
honestly because they referred continually to a
contract. I said I did not know whether or not
there was a contract.

I was involved in the discussions before
December last with the former Premier, Ray
O'Connor, and then in joint discussions with
the present Minister for Tourism and with Ray
O'Connor, about the way in which the Festival
of Sport might be coordinated in the same
terms as he outlined during his valedictory ad-
dress in this Parliament, but I did so without
the knowledge of whether there was any con-
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tract. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
continued to ask questions about a contract.
That is a similar question to asking, "H-ave you
stopped beating your wife?"

Mr MacKinnon: You will do very well at law
because you know as well as I do you can have
verbal and written contracts.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I agree. Had I said I
could not produce a contract it would have
been said that I had told a lie because I could
not produce a contract.

Mr MacKinnon: All you needed to say was
what has eventually turned up.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It has turned up be-
cause the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
asked the right question eventually. If he had
asked, "Is there an informal arrangement?"
and there had been a contract, he would have
said 1 was telling a lie. If I had said that ar-
rangements were being negotiated when there
was a contract, he would have said the same
thing.

I am trying to point out that this is a very
similar question to "Have you stopped beating
your wife?" There is no answer.

Mr Clarko: Have you?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There we are! I tried to

answer the question.
Mr MacKinnon: You would get a place in

Australia's verbal gymnastics team. In fact you
would win the gold medal.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Be that as it may, I
cannot answer whether that is true, but I can
say that when the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition asked the question in a form in which I
suppose he wanted to ask it to start with, it was
answered.

The second point was about the commitment
to the Festival of Sport. Again the answer was
perfectly correct. The commitment to Mr
O'Connor is not a commitment to the Festival
of Spunt.

Mr MacKinnon: What is he doing?
Mr BRIAN BURKE; He is working on the

Festival of Sport.
Mr MacKinnon: You are crazy.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me give another

example. If a consultant such as Coopers &
Lybrand were employed to do an exhibition of
some sort, and the exhibition involved spon-
sorship costs to the Government, then is the
payment to Coopers & Lybrand a commitment
to the exhibition? The answer is clearly "No".

Mr MacKinnon: The answer is clearly "Yes".

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I beg to differ. It seems
clear to mne that the Festival of Spunt is what is
being organised. Ray O'Connor Consultancy is
the organiser.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a commitment to the
Festival of Spunt.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not agree. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is perfectly
wrong.

Mr MacKinnon. No, because the Festival of
Spunt would not happen without that commit-
ment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is dinkum he must know that is
wrong, because it was well publicised that Ray
O'Connor was being employed as a consultant.

Mr MacKinnon: Would you continue to
deny it and say that you have nothing else in
the agreement, contract, or anything else, and
you have refused consistently to answer?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying not to stir
the debate up, but I do not think the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is being perfectly
forthright about it.

Mr MacKinnon: It is on the record.
Mr BRIAN BUJRKE: What the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition is having us believe is
that all that publicity about Mr O'Connor be-
ing employed as a consultant either passed him
by or he chose to ignore it when he now says
that is a commitment to the Festival of Spant.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not the case at all.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I am trying to say is

that no-one interpreting the employment of Mr
O'Connor as a commitment to the Festival of
Spant knew of the publicity.

Mr MacKinnon: There is a commitment.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one knowing-
Mr MacKinnon. What is the commitment

to?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one knowing-
Mr MacKinnon: What is the commitment

to?
Mr Tonkin: Give him a go.
Mr MacKinnon: IHe is going round and

round in circles. Of course it is a commitment
to the Festival af Sport. lHe knows it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one knowing of all
that publicity about the employment of Mr
O'Connor-

Mr MacKinnon: What is the commitment
to? Just answer the question.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one being aware of
all that publicity, thinking it was a commit-
ment to the Festival of Sport, would say there
is no commitment to the Festival of Sport.

Mr MacKinnon: You said there was none.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right, because

that is the right answer.

Mr MacKinnon: That is a lie.

Mr BRIAN BURKE:'One can call it a rose,
or call it a book; I do not mind. What I am
trying to point out-

Mr MacKinnon: What is it a commitment
to? If what you are saying is true, would you
answer that? It is a commitment to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition does not believe it-

Mr MacKinnon: Even if you do not answer
that.

The CHAIRMAN: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is insistently interjecting and I do
not like it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to clear it
up as quickly as possible. If it is a commitment
to the Festival of Sport, why would anyone who
saw all the publicity say there was no commit-
ment to the Festival of Sport? I will tell the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition why. Because
people saw it as a commitment to the consult-
ant to do the organising of the Festival of
Sport. That is no commitment for-

Mr MacKinnon: You have got to be joking.
It is like saying we have a commitment to Brett
Goodridge but we have no commitment to the
Tourism Commission because of it. That is
crazy and you know it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, in keeping with many ques-
tions asked by the Opposition, not answered
smartly or anything else but answered after a
close scrutiny of the questions, simply did not
ask the question correctly. That was
demonstrated the other evening when I said. I
did not know whether there was a contract or
not. I asked the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition what the question was. He said, "You
know there is a contract." I said, "You did not
understand what I said." He said, "Perhaps I
did not understand it." It is clear the answer to
the question is a commitment to the consult-
ant.

Mr MacKinnon: There is no misunderstand-
ing about that whatsoever.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have no doubt there is
no misunderstanding in the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition's mind. I accept he is perfectly
clear about it. What I am saying is that I do not
accept that his understanding is the right
understanding. That is the difference.

As far as the other matters are concerned, the
Government is trying to make tourism a pri-
ority. We have tried to make it clear we do not
want to be involved in contentious issues such
as limiting the number of hotels for the metro-
politan area. We do not believe that is appro-
priate for any level of Government, and we are
glad the present Opposition appears to accept
that is the case, too.

I shall draw to the attention of the Minister
the comments of alt members who have
contributed and ask him to advise the members
who have raised those points in due course.

Division 22 put and passed.

Division 23: Office of Racing and Gaming,
$2 608 000-put and passed.

Division 33: Miscellaneous Services,
$164 544 000-

Division further considered from 12
November.

Item 33: Emergency Water Rescue Services-

Mr COURT: This item has come up in the
last couple of years and the provision this year
is $108 500. These sea rescue groups have in
the past years been making their case pretty
clear to the Government about the problems
they have had funding their operations. This
year, with the America's Cup coming up, they
have approached the Government and put for-
ward a very good case to say that considerably
more boating activity will be taking place. As a
result their services, which are voluntary, will
come under tremendous pressure.

Over the years these sea rescue groups-the
Whitfords group and others such as
Rockingham and Fremantle-have provided a
tremendous service. They often go out at all
hours of the day and night to rescue craft in
trouble. No doubt with the new marinas which
are being built, and certainly with the increased
activity, their services will become more in de-
mand.

They have asked for assistance mainly in the
form of help to defray some of their costs,
which are considerable, particularly if they are
out for long periods in rough water. The
Government has always stressed the import-
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ance of help to fund these types of groups. Be-
cause this is a unique occasion, there will be
considerable activity this year.

These groups have seen the Government
spend millions of dollars through different de-
partments involved in the America's Cup ac-
tivities. It is all right to spend millions of dol-
lars on them to build up their facilities. In some
cases they will charter boats to help in some of
the patrol activities and such like.

Here are groups with a proven track record.
It is a pity that these people have to remain
under such pressure for funding. They are vol-
untary workers and I think some additional
assistance for their services in the coming year
would be a sign of good faith by the Govern-
ment and a recognition of the tremendous work
they do. Their services will be very much in
demand in the coming year. We all know that
the boating facilities from, say, Ocean Reef to
Rockingham and down to Mandurab will be
very much in demand for the next one or two
years and these people will themselves have to
fork a lot more out of their pockets because of
the increased activity. Millions of dollars have
gone to other people involved in water patrols
and the like for this period, and it would be
only right to better assist this group.

Mr GRILL:, I take the member's comments
on board. However, I indicate that there has
been a fairly substantial increase in funding for
this group. The amount of the increase is
$23 425 and although I cannot work it out very
quickly in my mind, that represents about 30
per cent.

Mr Court: I know there is a percentage. We
are talking about $100 000. They themselves
spend their own money-hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars.

Mr GRILL: Yes, but there has been a steady
increase in funding for these groups over the
years. Funding commenced in 1975-76, and in
early years it was reasonably meagre. It has
built up over the years and the funding this
year will be increased by something like 30 per
cent. I believe that they also received ad-
ditional funds last year.

I think these groups are probably under aslightly mistaken impression in respect of the
America's Cup and the 12-metre champion-
ship. During that period the Government will
go to some considerable trouble to put into the
water some 39 craft to actually manage those
events. The sea rescue groups are a bit sceptical
of these figures. In yesterday's paper they
expressed some scepticism as to whether there

were in fact that many craft within Govern-
ment circles. They are probably not aware, and
perhaps we should give it a little more pub-
licity, that apart from purchasing some new
high-speed vesses-or what they call pouncer
vessels-the Marine and Harbours Department
will also be chartering fishing boats, which will
be revamped slightly for the 12-metre event
and the America's Cup, and will also use those
in policing events and for sea rescue work.

On top of that, these groups will be employed
on a contract basis to carry out work for the
Marine and Harbours Department during these
events, and they will be fully paid for any work
they do under contract.

No-one doubts that the sea rescue groups do
very valuable work. I understand that there will
be a meeting next week between two members
of Parliament from the Government side-I
think they are the member for Joondalup and
the member for Rockingham-and
representatives from the State Emergency Ser-
vice to discuss their future problems in respect
of funding. I do not know what will come out of
that meeting, but possibly something positive
will result.

Mr COURT: I agree entirely with the ap-
proach outlined by the Minister regarding the
chartering of a number of fishing vessels for the
cup period. That is a common sense approach
to the problem and it is the right type of boat-
and skipper-to do the job. One could not find
a better person than a fisherman from the
Geraldion area for this work. Fishermen have
the ability to take quite big boats into very
dangerous areas and know exactly what to do
in crowd control, so to speak.

If the Government enables the sea rescue
groups to be involved in these activities, it will
win a lot of points. Members of sea rescue
groups are good people who work at awful
hours. They are called out when no-one else
wants to go-when Government department
staff are at home in bed.

Mr GRILL: I have done rescue work my-
self-quite by accident-and I wished I was
not there. I can tell the Chamber that it is very
frightening and I have a great admiration for
the sea rescue groups.

Mr COURT: They often use boats which are
unsuitable for the work, but they take the risk
and bear the bulk of the cost themselves. I hope
that at the meeting next week the Government
takes a somewhat generous approach to their
problems,
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Item 56: Paraplegic-Quadriplegic Association
of WA-

Mr MENSAROS: This association has a new
president and is working with the Civilian
Maimed and Limbless Association, which is
making a tremendous amount of progress and
doing a very good job. I ask the Minister why
the contribution has dropped. I know it had a
special contribution last year for special pur-
poses, but maybe he has the details as to why
the allocation has been set at this level.

Mr GRILL: The decrease in funding is
$185 000. Basically that is brought about be-
cause of a special allocation, a once-only sup-
plementary grant of $225 000, provided in
1984-8 5 to assist towards the association's out-
standing creditors and to bring its finances
*back to a more manageable level. If that figure
of $225 000 is taken out of the allocation for
1985-86, it would appear that on a normal
funding basis they are to receive an extra
$40 000 this year.

Mr CASH: I wish ro speak on the Rats of
Tobruk Association; the item does not have a
number.

The CHAIRMAN: There is no vote, and as a
consequence the member cannot raise that
matter at this stage. I understand that while I
was not in the Chair, items such as this were
raised in the general debate and that is correct,
but they cannot be raised during the debate on
items.

Mr CASH; That does not present a problem;
the Minister can reply in due course by letter,
no doubt.

[tern 60: Refund of Taxes to Trotting and
Racing Clubs for donations to Charitable Or-
gaiisatwons-

Mr BLAIKIE: This year some $49 000 has
been allocated to this item and I ask the Minis-
ter to give a rundown of the clubs involved.

My other paint was raised in the general de-
bate relating to the Norseman Turf Club which
featured fairly prominently in the amount of
funds allocated last year. Perhaps the Minister
is now in a position to reply on both counts.

Mr GRILL: The charities to which these
funds were dispatched last year were: The WA
Arthritis and Rheumatism Foundation, the
Diabetic Association of WA, the Children's
Leukaemia and Allied Disorders Association,
the Head Injured Society and the Asthma
Foundation of WA. I presume there has not
been a final decision with regard to where the
funds will go in t985-86. Perhaps a decision

has not yet been made. Certainly my notes do
not indicate where the money is going in
1985-86.

Item 86: Western Australian Symphony Or-
chestra-

Mr MENSAROS: Unfortunately very few
members pat ise the Western Australian
Symphony Orchestra. I know the Minister for
the Arts does, as does the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and myself There were some reports, I
think about a year ago, that the Common-
wealth Government would gradually reduce its
contribution, but judging from the figures
which this year are almost identical with or
very slightly over last year's figure, I merely ask
the Minister whether WASO is happy with this
contribution and whether the Commonwealth
has or has not withdrawn any amount from the
symphony orchestra, either indirectly through
the ABC or directly from the orchestra.

Mr GRILL: The bulk of the funds for the
orchestra are in fact made available by the
Australian Broadcasting Corporation. A break-
up of the funds is-

Mr Mensaros: I do not want a break-up.
What I asked-

Mr GRILL: I know what the member said. A
break-up of the funds is not supplied, but the
other contributors are the State Government
and the City of Perth. There is no indication
that the ABC intends to either reduce or cease
its donations to the Western Australian
Symphony Orchestra.

Item 103: Western Australian Building Auth-
ority-Loan Servicing Costs-

Mr MENSAROS: In this session I had plenty
to say about the Western Australian Building
Authority. Nearly $19 million is allocated for
servicing the loans of the Western Australian
Building Authority, which is under the Minis-
ter for Works. Apparently all the capital expen-
diture borrowed for public buildings handled
by the Buildings Management Authority is be-
ing borrowed through the Western Australian
Building Authority. I asked the Minister for
Works how much the authority borrows. Ap-
parently the Minister was not briefed properly
because when I asked that question without
notice he had absolutely no idea. I do not think
that is right because he should have been better
briefed. After all, one person is responsible for
borrowing about $125 000. 1 do not think it is
Proper that he does not even know what is
going on. His department finally answered the
question
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The upshot of that is that the total borrowing
is $135 684 000 for this year. It obviously does
flat cover everything, but that amount was
detailed. So, the Western Australian Building
Authority borrowings are nearly $107 million
in round figures, Then there are hospital
borrowings of about $28 500 and library
borrowings of about $500 000. 1 wonder
whether the servicing amount of $18 million is
pant of the total amount answered in this ques-
tion, $ 135 500 000 roughly, or would it be only
Western Australian Building Authority
borrowings of $107 million; because if the lat-
ter is the case, and even if it is not the former,
it appears to be a fairly high amount.

I take it that when we are talking about the
$106 million-odd or a total amount of $135
million, the money is not being borrowed
immediately at the beginning of the year. Obvi-
ously the authority, being the Minister, has not
issued any bonds and has not called for any
loans. But it does its borrowing through the
Central Borrowing Authority, so it has the ad-
vantage, if we can call it that, in that it draws
the money whenever necessary to make prog-
ress payments; so it cannot be taken that the
total amount bears a yearly interest rate which
is shown. Consequently, it is open to a guess.
When are these capital amounts due for
interest repayments? If in a very broad sweep I
said that if throughout the whole year half the
accumulated amount attracts the full interest
rate, we would be talking about well over 20
per cent interest.

I seek an explanation from the Minister be-
cause no provision has been made for me to ask
questions about it. I attempted to ask a ques-
tion under the heading "Central Borrowings"
and I was told by the Chairman that it was not
appropriate to do so. The general debate on the
Bill has passed so I really had no occasion on
which to ask a question or to scrutinise what
this nearly $19 million is for and what amount
is being serviced, over what period, and what is
the percentage upon which the Building Auth-
ority borrows the money for the Building Man-
agement Authority. These are important ques-
tions because it is only through the Govern-
ment's policy that the General Loan Funds are
not used as they were for public works and
therefore public works cost the taxpayer much
more.

For the information of the Minister, what the
Government has done with the General Loan
Funds, almost without exception, is to use
them for welfare housing. I accept that is the
Government's policy. One section of the corn-

munity is benefited by the building of houses
for welfare at very low interest rates or no
interest rate; we know that pant of the General
Loan Funds are really grants of non-repayable
loans, which is really a twisting of words, so
that pant of the community which uses welfare
housing-the tenants or purchasers-benefit
from it. But the total community which uses
public buildings, whether they be offices, hos-
pitals, or schools which are used by the total
community, will face higher costs because all
public buildings are now supplied with capital
borrowed outside the General Loan Fund and
consequently it will attract a much higher
interest rate.

We do not know under what conditions it is
operating. That is my question to the Minister.
I know he has notes, but I wonder whether they
are sufficient to answer the question. This is
not the best arrangement with such an import-
ant Treasury matter. From time immemorial-
with the exception of one year when the system
was tried with the Premier-Treasurer not being
responsible for it, and it was soon reversed-it
has always been the job of the Premier-
Treasurer to deal with these matters. Besides
having the notes in his hand he knows much
more about these matters because he is in daily
contact with the Under Treasurer and his
officers. The Minister representing the Minis-
ter for Budget Management is not, and 1 under-
stand that. I do not blame the Minister for not
being able to answer the question. We are not
allowed to ask him questions without notice on
these matters, and that is possibly based on the
consideration that he is not the person who
deals with the matter day after day.

The State's first Minister, the Premier, sits in
the Legislative Assembly, and he is tradition-
ally the Treasurer. The prime task of the Legis-
lative Assembly is to appropriate money for
running the Government. It is a bad arrange-
ment that this important pontfolio of Budget
Management is not handled by the Treasurer
who ought to have first-hand knowledge. if it is
necessary that there be a Minister for Budget
Management, and the Treasurer cannot cope
with it as all other Treasurers have done pre-
viously, the Minister should at least sit in the
Assembly. This Chamber appropriates money,
whereas the Legislative Council cannot even
initiate Bills dealing with money. That is a lop-
sided situation. I come back to the question
which interests me: What are the conditions of
the borrowings by the Building Authority? How
much interest is paid, and over what period of
time?
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Mr GRILL: As the member well knows this
item provides for Joan servicing costs of private
borrowings to finance projects under the State's
capital works programme. As the member has
guessed my notes on this item are fairly scant.
The higher provision is necessary to meet the
full-year impact of providing borrowings in
1984-85 and provision for repayment of new
borrowings in 1985-86 estimated at $ 106.831
million. I do not know whether that is the exact
figure the member has in mind.

Mr Mensaros: Have you got the figure for the
previous year?

Mr GRILL: I do not have it but the member
has indicated it was probably about $135
million.

Mr Mensaros: No, I indicated that in ad-
dition to the $1t06 million there are two figures
which I called hospital borrowings and library
borrowings. I do not understand why they were
separated. Are they serviced from a different
source? It is still borrowed by the Building
Authority according to the answer to the ques-
tion.

Mr GRILL: The notes 1 have indicate the
total new borrowing for 1985-86 under this
heading is the sum of $106.83t million. I do
not know whether that includes library and
hospital borrowings. I would suspect, and it
would seem logical, that it does not include
them.

Mr Mensaros: Can you say where it is
accounted for? Where is the expenditure to ser-
vice the library borrowing which is also a
borrowing by the Building Authority?

Mr GRILL: I cannot tell the member. It is
something I will have to check and let the
member know.

Mr Blaikie: What impact will be felt on the
borrowings as a result of the higher interest
rates Australia is now experiencing?

Mr GRILL: These are private borrowings,
and the high interest rates will of course mean
there will be an increase in the rate of interest
and in the amount of interest payable,
depending on how much is borrowed in
forthcoming years.

Mr Blaikie: So if interest rates go up by three
or four percentage points the impact will be
quite considerable and it will have a profound
effect on the State Budget?

Mr GRILL: I would suspect that the
borrowings are in place for this year and would
not be affected by a rise of three or four points.
What will happen to borrowings next year is
anyone's guess. I would not like to prophesy.

Item 106; Bunbury Intra-Town Bus Service-
Mr BLAIK]E: I note the amount being

sought is $311 000. My understanding was that
the Minister answered a question recently in
which the actual estim ate for that service-

Mr Grill: This is only for part of a year. The
figure of $480 000 is for a full year.

Mr BLAIKIE: Did the Minister not also al-
low an $80 000 overrun on the $480 000?

Mr Grill: I do not think so; I cannot be sure
about that. It might well be the case, but I
cannot remember the exact figures.

Item 107: Bunhury Water Board-
Mr BLAIKIE: This item relates to expendi-

ture of $46 000 which is to be handed over to
the Bunbury Water Board. The State has three
water boa rds-Bunbury, Harvey and
Busselton-and I would like the Minister to
indicate what the amount of $46 000 relates to.

Mr GRILL: This is a new hite. It makes
provision for a State subsidy to the Bunbury
Water Board for concessions granted in respect
of pensioner rate rebates for three years and the
reduced financial burden of phasing-in of the
three per cent levy for the same period. The
pensioner rate rebate and the subsidy for the
levy will apply from I October 1985. The three
per cent levy will be based on the total revenue
from water charges in the preceding financial
year. The phasing-in process will be one per
cent in 198 5-86; two per cent in 1986-87; and
three per cent in 1987-88.

Mr BLAIKIlE: I commend the Government
on its action in this regard, but I think it is
absolutely pathetic that the Government has
not ensured that the other water boards receive
a similar concession.

[ refer to the Busselton Water Board and the
Harvey Water Board. The Government is allo-
cating an amount of $46 000, which I believe is
commendable, to ensure that the Bunbury
Water Board receives some recompense for the
rates paid by pensioners in the Bunbury area.

I realise that this is not the Minister's port-
folio but he is handling it for the Minister for
Budget Management, and I am certain that he
will understand my concern because I believe it
is grossly unfair for the Government to treat
one group of ratepayers in a country town in a
very fair way-and I commend the Govern-
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ment for its support in this regard-while other
groups of ratepayers in adjoining towns do not
receive the same benefits.

Mr Gril: Which towns are you talking
about?

Mr BLAIKIE: Busselton and Harvey. I make
no criticism of the Minister but I am critical of
the Government because of the grossly unfair
way in which it has handled this situation.

The CHAIRMAN: I am sorry that I was not
listening more intently but is the member for
Vasse actually talking about the item?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am talking about an amount
of $46 000 thai has been paid to the Bunbury
Water Board.

The CHAIRMAN: I am not certain that I
heard the member for Vasse clearly but I would
advise him that this is not the appropriate time
to talk about what moneys should have been
given in relation to this and whether the same
amount should have been given to other towns
in Western Australia.

Mr BLATKIE: Can I only talk specifically
about that $46 000?

The CHAIRMAN: I am sorry, but that is the
way it goes.

Mr BLAIKIE: That amount of $46 000 has
been allocated for the purpose of pensioner re-
bates and other matters, and until item 107
comes forward and members have an oppor-
tunity to discuss it, they will not know where
this money is being spent. For all I know it
could have been used for painting signposts for
the Water Board; it could have been used for
1 001 and other reasons, yet this time is the
only occasion on which members will have the
opportunity to discover in what circumstances
the money will be paid.

I support the Government's endeavours to
help Bunbury pensioners, but the Government
is being bloody-minded and bloody unreason-
able by not extending the scheme. It is pork-
barrelling at its worst to advantage the town of
Bunbury and not to do the same for Busselton
and Harvey. The Minister should make an ex-
planation, as should the Government, to clarify
why this has been done and why this town has
been singled out to be advantaged. I believe
that the people of Bunbury should be given this
advantage, but there are other people in the
community who should also have a cut of the
cake.

Mr GRILL: I am very pleased to hear that
the member for Vasse applauds the action
taken by the Government. What he does not

applaud is what appears to him to be discrimi-
nation against the people of Harvey and
Busselton. I think he has made an assumption
which may not necessarily be correct. The basis
of the rebate is to cushion the effect of fairly
steep increases in water rates in the Bunbury
Water Board district.

Mr Blaikie: Come on.
Mr GRILL: Is that right or wrong?
Mr Blaikie: No. The Minister sets charges for

the Water Board-what it can pay and charge.
Mr GRILL: The rebate was set to cushion the

imrpact of those steep increases. It was decided
that there would be certain rebates in respect of
pensioners and that the levy would be phased
in over a period of years.

Mr Blaikie: The Minister has done the wrong
thing.

Mr GRILL: No, he has not. The member for
Vasse is making an assumption, probably quite
erroneously.

Mr Blaikie: The Minister knows.
Mr GRILL: The Minister was not the only

person involved in negotiations with the Water
Authority about these concessions. I was also
involved in it, and so were a number of other
people. It is proper that these increases, be-
cause they are fairly steep, are being phased in.
It is proper that pensioners are being cushioned
against these increases.

The people in the Busselton and Harvey
areas are not necessarily in the same position,
and they are not facing the same sort of steep
increases. If they are and we are not giving
them concessions, the member for Vasse is
right in making his accusations. However, I do
not think that people in these areas are in that
position and if they are not, the member's ac-
cusations are quite incorrect and unsubstan-
tiated. I would suggest that, if the member
really wants to follow this matter through, he
look at the facts and find out whether the
people are facing these same steep charges and
penalties. A letter to the Minister for Water
Resources should resolve that matter.

Mr Mensaros: Is this to reimburse it for the
rebates to pensioners?

Mr GRILL: The pensioner rebate will be ap-
plied to pensioners. They will be the final re-
cipients of it.

Mr Mensaros: It is paid to the board to reim-
burse the pensioners for giving the rebate?

Mr GRILL: Yes, in respect of the levy that is
paid by the board.
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Mr MENSAROS: It was interesting to listen
to the logic of the Minister's argument. I know
the Minister for Water Resources will
immediately contradict me but I would reiter-
ate what the Minister said. The Bunbury Water
Board has received that amount to reimburse
the pensioners' rebate because they were faced
with steep increases. According to the Minis-
ter's argument, it logically follows that the in-
creases in the rate by the Water Authority are
also steep, because the Water Authority also
receives a rebate for pensioners' allowances.

Item III: Interest Subsidy Scheme-Reim-
bursement of Interest and Associated Expenses
to Homeswest-

Mr MENSAROS: I would ask why the fairly
large amount of $8 million is being paid to
Homeswest despite the fact that, as I have
explained previously, virtually all the General
Loan Funds are being used by Homeswest to
invest in welfare housing which, from memory,
comes to around $ 157 million.

Mr Grill: This particular item refers to
$70 000 000 that the Government is investing
with building societies to prevent steep in-
creases.

Mr MENSAROS: The Minister has given me
an answer. The Government has said the
money will go to Homneswest but apparently
that is only the name of the baby. This amount
represents preferential treatment, for obvious
electoral reasons, of those people who have
borrowed money for their homes with certain
building societies. Not all of them-for
example, the WA Carpenters Building So-
ciety-have benefited from this $70 million
and they are fairly vociferous about it. Only
certain building societies have received that
benefit and it represents special treatment in
this financial year of certain sections of the
community for a short period only.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is estimated that $8 million
will be spent on an interest subsidy scheme.
There is a further amount for rent reductions
for north-west houses totalling $220 000. H-as
the State sought advice from the Federal
Government as to whether this will impinge on
the announcement made by Mr Keating in
September regarding benefits being applied to
housing and other concessions that the States
may apply which raised the ire of the Premiers
of New South Wales, South Australia, and
Victoria? Does this is any way attract the atten-
tion of the Commonwealth over the benefits

and concessions that a State may give its resi-
dents? Has the Minister considered this matter
at all?

Mr GRILL: One would have to look pretty
closely at the legislation. From my reading of
the taxation package this would not have any
impact at all on those taxation concessions.

Item 116: Rent reductions-North West
Houses-Reimbursement to Homeswest-

Mr LAURANCE: Some years ago a decision
was made to phase out the rent reductions over
a five-year period. I would have thought that
period would just about have concluded and
would expect a reduction in the figure. How-
ever, it is going the other way. Has there been a
change in policy?

Mr GRILL: To be cynical, it is hardly likely
that we would phase that out completely in an
election year. The real increase comes about
because of the greater number of units avail-
able to the north-west. I remember the matter
coming up in Cabinet. Certainly there is no
increase this year.

Item 118: Social Benefit Subsidy-Reim-
bursement to Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust-

Mr BLAIKIE: Is the total amount of $30
million paid for by the State or does the State
receive a reimbursement from the Federal
Government by way of social security pay-
ments in some shape or form?

Mr GRILL: There is no reimbursement from
the Commonwealth Government whatsoever.

Item 124: Acquisition of Land and Property-
Mr MENSAROS: The amount allocated for

this year has diminished. I wonder what it is
for. Is not the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation hurt when there is an item
for acquisition of property by bodies other than
the WADC? I understood from the Premier
that the WADC is the only dealer in Govern-
ment property and making a very good profit
from it.

Mr GRILL: This item has decreased by $ 1.1
million this year. The major beneficiary this
year will be the Cultural Centre, and money is
provided for the acquisition of two properties
for the extension of Parliament House, $45 000
for the Department of Mines, and $50 000 for
the Murray River floodway. The largest
amount of $2.5 million has been allocated to
purchase the Swan Brewery site. There is an
amount of $300 000 for a cement site at
Baldivis.
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Item 126: America's Cup Projects-
Mr BLAIKIE: What will this amount

totalling $1.76 million be spent on?
Mr GRILL: An amount of $41 1000 has been

allocated to Ray O'Connor Consultancy and an
amount of $350 000 to Paul Gadenne Inter-
national Concert Presentation. Approximately
$1. million will be for a whole range of
America's Cup projects. They are contingency
items which have not been allocated yet. We
will not know what the items are until later this
year.

Mr BLAIKIE: For the first time we have
found out that Ray O'Connor Consultancy is to
receive an initial bite of $41 1000 and Paul
Gadenne is to receive $350 000. That leaves a
cool $1 million to be spent on America's Cup
projects. I do not beleive it is good enough for
the Government to say that the balance of the
money will be spent on contingencies because
today's The West Australian carries a
disturbing article on money being spent in re-
lation to the Seaman inquiry. I would not want
to see that happen again in relation to
America's Cup projects

Mr Crane: I will change my name to
"contingency" and be allocated some money,
too!

Mr BLAIKIE: It is quite important that the
Government does have flexibility to make pay-
ments from time to time as Governments see
fit but in this area there is $1 million-worth of
petty cash. That may be spent wisely; Or maybe
this time next year the Parliament may eventu-
ally find that that sum of money has been spent
unwisely. It is a matter of concern.

The money comes from one source. That
source is the taxpayers. The responsibility of
the Opposition and members Of Parliament is
to ensure that the collection of funds is
minimised as far as possible and the expendi-
ture of funds is appropriated wisely and re-
sponsibly. I ask the Miniister, if he is not able to
supply the information I require tonight, for an
undertaking to seek a response from the Minis-
ter for Budget Management and ask him to
supply me with further information giving
some indication of what that $1 million will be
spent on.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister mentioned
two consultancies when replying to the member
for Vasse. The first, Ray O'Connor
Consultancy Pty Ltd, is well known and was
the subject of debate earlier this evening be-
tween the Treasurer and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition. The second item related to

Paul Gadenne. I would like to know what sort
of work that consultancy is engaged in, as it is
to receive $350 000.

Mr GRILL: Ray O'Connor Consultancy
deals with the sporting events leading up to the
America's Cup defence. That consultancy will
assist each event to obtain sponsorship funds
where required.

In respect of the Paul Gadenne International
Concert Presentations that money will be paid
in respect of the promotion of concerts. Those
concerts will take place leading up to the
America's Cup. A full recovery of the $350 000
will be made once the tickets are sold. It is an
initial payment that should come back to us
when the tickets are sold. In respect of Ray
O'Connor Consultancy a large proportion of
those funds should also come back in due
course.

In reply to the member for Vasse's question I
do understand what he is getting at but it is
quite proper and legitimate for a Government
in planning for a major event, like the
America's Cup, to set aside a sum of money
without allocating the specific reason for which
the sum will be expended. It is hard to say just
where the money will be spent, The Govern-
ment at this stage does not know. There is no
point in my giving the member for Vasse an
undertaking that I will go to the Minister for
Budget Management because he will not have a
finalised list. I suspect there is a draft list of
possible expenditure but it is highly unlikely
that there will be any final list. If the member
for Vasse would like to drop me a line I will
endeavour to give him what information we
have on those items.

Item 138: Incidentals-
Mr BLAIKIE: Incidentals amount to

$77 000. It was interesting to see that last year
the amount expended was $2 347. Obviously
the Government has a lot more incidentals this
year. The Minister may be able to give an indi-
cation of an item or two that will be covered
under this heading.

Mr GRILL: A major amount under this item
is $73 500 which is actually being refunded to
the State Energy Commission. In 1984 the
State Energy Commission paid into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund the sum of
$180 000 for the funding of the committee of
inquiry into gas and electricity tariffs in West-
ern Australia. The a-mount expended fell short
of $180 000 by $73 000. That amount is simply
being refunded. The other amounts are fairly
small.
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Item 141: Land Resource Policy Council-
Mr BLAIlCIE: This is a body set up under the

auspices of the Department of the Premier and
Cabinet. It is a body that makes deliberations
on land policy decisions. I noticed the estimate
of expenditure is $307 000. 1 find it strange
that it is contained under Miscellaneous Ser-
vices. I would have assumed it would have
been more appropriate for the Government to
put this under a departmental budgetary item
rather than a miscellaneous item. I could well
expect that the expenditure by the Land Re-
sources Policy Council will rise quite signifi-
cantly as each year goes by. I think it is a very
good move by the Government to have such an
advisory body.

Mr GRILL: Generally speaking, the Land
Resources Policy Council comes under the jur-
isdiction of the Department of the Premier and
Cabinet.

Mr Blaikie: That is what I thought. Next year
it will be $500 000.

Mr GRILL: It does draw resources from a
range of departments and in its initial set-
ting-up stage it is being put under Miscel-
laneous Services. Next year it will probably
come under the Department of the Premier
and Cabinet.

item 147: Natural Disaster Payments and
Other Relief Measures-

Mr CASH: Last year an amount of $6 million
was allocated to this item, but only $1 490 863
was expended. This year an allocation of
$6.8 70 million has been made. Would the Min-
ister point out what this is all about? Does he
predict a natural disaster?

Mr GRILL: The provision reflects an in-
crease in the State's base expenditure amount
by the Commonwealth under the Common-
wealth-State natural disaster relief arrange-
ment. It is calculated as 0.225 per cenit of the
State's Budget sector receipts for 1983-84.

Disaster expenditure would have qualified
for Commonwealth assistance in 1984-85 if the
basic expenditure amount of $5.8 10 million
had been expended, but it amounted to
$1 396084.

I can give the member the break-up of where
it was spent, but the general philosophy as to
why it is higher has already been explained.

Mr Cash interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: The balance comes from the

Commonwealth and once you pass the trigger
point the Commonwealth pays all the money.

Mr GRILL: I think the Commonwealth
changed its guidelines and that is the reason the
expenditure has increased this year.

Item 151: Regionalisation of Public Service-
Mr BLAIKIE: An amount of $220 000 has

been allocated to this item. I am interested to
hear the Minister's explanation of the reason
for this estimate.

Mr GRILL: The reason for this estimate is
that this year Cabinet set up a steering com-
mittee to plan and coordinate the
regionalisation of public serants, and that in-
cluded the relocation of public servants to
Bunbury and things of that nature. The allo-
cation of $220 000 was made to assist in the
relocation of staff to Bunbury.

Mr Blaikie: What else does the amount in-
clude? Does it include pant payment of salaries
and allowances for moving officers?

Mr GRILL: Once again, it is a provisional
sum and I do not think any of it has been
expended as yet. To my knowledge it will be
used to finalise the scheme to move officers out
of the metropolitan area to regional centres.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister has indicated
that pant of the $220 000 will be used to attract
public servants to regional centres. Assuming
the Government intends to move some 400
public servants to the Austmark building in
Bunbury in February or March next year, the
amount of expenditure in a full year would be
approaching something in the order of
$750 000. 1 ask the Minister whether my as-
sumption is anywhere close to the mark? If it is
the case, the Government will certainly pay
dearly for its "Bunbury 2000" concept. The
Government has paid a high price for the
building and if it rents offices in that building
to Government departments it will be paying a
lot more.

The Government was elected on its policies
and we now see that the taxpayers are paying a
substantial amount for those policies to be put
in place.

Mr GRILL: I cannot enlarge on that. As yet,
a scheme has not actually been adopted by
Cabinet. I do not think that very much of the
$200 000 has been expended. Once the scheme
is in place we will be able to cost it. I would not
like to comment an the member's arithmetic.

Item 152: Remote Commercial Television Sen-
vice-

Mr BLAIKIE: An amount of $500 000 has
been allocated to this item. We all know that
the Aussat satellite is Operating and perhaps the
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Minister will explain what this allocation is for.
It is a boon to Western Australia to have such a
television service.

Mr GRILL: The Government's philosophy
regarding the Aussat satellite was accepted by
the Federal Government. The homestead
broadcasts should, in fact, emanate from the
State from which they are being transmitted.
However, GWN was given the licence in this
State and the Government committed itself to
subsidise the operation of that licence for a
period at a rate of $2 million per annum. The
amount of 3 500 000 is estimated to be spent in
1985-86.

Item 155: Schools Performing Bands-
Mr BLAlKIE: This item has appeared for the

first time this year with an allocation of
$25 000. One of the things we have seen in the
education system in this State is the introduc-
tion of school bands. I am a great champion of
that cause and it is an important innovation, It
has offered a new dimension not only to the
schools, but also to this State.

Next Sunday in my electorate I will be
attending a band competition and of all the
bands the brass band attracts me most.

This year school bands will be advantaged to
the tune of $25 000 and I take no exception to
that. I compliment the Government on its
farsightedness because this expenditure will
benefit the citizens of this State.

Item 157: Surveys and Studies-
Mr CASH: Last year there was no vote for

surveys and studies, but an amount of
$184 148 was expended. This year, that
amount has been increased to $372 000.

From an accounting point of view how is it
possible to have an expenditure on an item
when no vote has been made for it? I know it is
only an accounting procedure.

In view of the 100 per cent increase, will the
Minister give an indication of the breakdown
of the surveys and studies proposed and the
reason they are not debited to the specific de-
partments?

Mr GRILL: It is quite usual, as the Govern-
ment goes through the year, for it to see certain
projects it considers have merit and to allocate
funds towards those projects. That is the case
in this instance.

In respect of the detail, three items this year
attracted an amount. The first was the inquiry
into gas and electnicity taniffs in Western
Australia; that accounted for $5 000. The sec-
ond was an inquiry into the aluminium smelter

project, which attracted the great bulk of the
funds, $257 000. A fairly meagre amount of
$10 000 went to general studies of various
natures.

Item 162: Women's Information and Referral
Exchange-Contribution to Trust Fund-

Mr CASH: No vote or expenditure was made
with regard to this item in 1984-85, but
$317 000 is estimated for 1985-86. Could the
Minister explain why the $317 000 is being
contributed to that trust fund?

Mr GRILL: This provision makes allowance
for the continued funding of the Women's In-
formation and Referral Exchange. The
break-up is as follows; Salaries, wages, and al-
lowances, $198 000; contingencies, $63 000;
carryover commitment of rent and rates ac-
count, $214 000; and the t984-85 rent and
rates account $128 000.

Mr Cash: Why would it go into a trust fund?
Mr GRILL: I think it probably went into a

trust fund so it could be mare easily managed.
Division 33 put and passed.
Schedules 1 to 3 put and passed.
Clauses I to 3 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)

!l11.54 p.m.): I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [11.55 p.m.]: I raise
an issue that was covered recently under the
miscellaneous items in the Budget, when the
Minister representing the Minister for Budget
Management in this House gave details of the
amount allocated under item 126 of Division
33. That particular matter has an allocation
$ 1 761 000 u nder t he headi ng "Am erica's Cup
Projects".

As you would be aware, Mr Speaker, the
member for Narrogin in question 1303 on 24
October asked the following-

What projects are to be funded by the
amount of $1 761 000 identified in Item
126 of Division 33 of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Expenditure Estimates?

4636



[Friday, 15 November 1985]163

The answer given was as follows-
I refer the member to my reply to ques-

lion 1150.
1 do not have a copy of that reply to hand. It
continues-

I am advised that the nature of the projects
being considered falls broadly into the
category of operational costs relating to
spectator craft control, improvements to
recreation camps, upgrading communi-
cations, promotions, etc.

The member for Narrogin at that time asked a
specific question and got that answer.

You should be aware also, Mr Speaker, that
subsequently I asked a series of questions relat-
ing to the America's Cup Festival of Sport and
the Paul Gadenne arrangement. In fact, this
evening I asked why the public is not being
given that information. The answers have
always been that this information is confiden-
tial to the parties concerned, yet the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment, in answer to the member for Vasse when
he raised a question about this item, said that
apparently the Ray O'Connor Consultancy had
been paid $411 000 and Paul Gadenne
$350 000.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not what the Minis-
ter said.

Mr MacKJN7NON: What did he say?
Mr Brian Burke: The Minister said they were

provisions that would be recovered. They are
not the consultancies.

Mr MacKINNON: Recovered from?
Mr Brian Burke: From ticket sales in the case

of Paul Gadenne and from sponsorship in the
case of Ray O'Connor. The Minister said that.

Mr MacKiNNON: What happens if a profit
is made from the Paul Gadenne concert?

Mr Brian Burke: The profit will accrue to the
State.

Mr MacKINNON: To the State, and not to
Paul Gadenne? What then is the management
fee to Paul Gadenne?

Mr Brian Burke: That was the subject of a
previous question. It has not yet been deter-
mined because the arrangements are still in the
preliminary stages.

Mr MacKZNNON: Was that another verbal
contract?

Mr Brian Burke: If you like, it is a verbal
arrangement by which Mr Gadenne has been
asked to undertake the arrangement of certain
concerts.

Mr MacKINNON: That is absolutely
mind-boggling. The Treasurer would have the
Parliament believe that Paul Gadenne has
undertaken, by agreement, without any agree-
ment as to what he will get out of it, the ar-
rangement of concerts the profits of which will
go to the State. I do not believe that, and I do
not think that the public believes it. I am not
attacking Paul Gadenne. The Government has
not come clean on this issue all the way
through. Slowly but surely the information
comes out, with the Government trying to
cover up in answers to specific questions, in
this case from the member for Narrogin. There
can be no doubt about what the member asked
in question 1303, yet tonight the information
came forward that the money ostensibly is be-
ing paid out to these people to arrange firstly,
an entertainment concert, and secondly, the
America's Cup Festival of Sport.

Mr Brian Burke: Could I ask you a question?

Mr MacKINNON: Could I ask the Treasurer
a question, because I am not in the seat answer-
ing questions this evening? What happens if
these functions make a loss? Who picks it up?

Mr Brian Burke: The Government will pick
up the loss.

Mr MacKINNON: The Government will
pick up the loss for the America's Cup Festival
of Sport and the Paul Gadenne concert. The
Treasurer would have me believe that the
Government has no commitment to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport; he said that
the Government has no commitment to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport. The answer to
the question asked in this Parliament, which
the Treasurer answered, was that the commit-
ment to the America's Cup Festival of Sport
was one word, "None". What do we find now?
We find that $411 000 has been advanced to
the Ray O'Connor Consultancy.

Mr Brian Burke: It has not been advanced.

Mr MacKINNON: It has been written into
the Budget papers we are debating tonight. The
Treasurer has admitted that if that function
runs at a loss, the State will pick up the loss.

Does the Treasurer agree that underwriting
the America's Cup Festival of Sport is a com-
mitment?

Mr Brian Burke: Certainly it is not a commit-
ment when the arrangements have not been
underwritten and when no arrangements have
been agreed to.
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Mr MacKll'NON: This man must think that
we came down with the last shower. The
Government has made a commitment to
underwrite the America's Cup Festival of Sport
and if it loses money the taxpayers of this State
will pick up the tab. He says that that is not a
commitment to the America's Cup Festival of
Sport. It demonstrates what I have said through
and through-and the Treasurer tried to lam-
poon it tonight, unsuccessfully-thai he has
lied to the Parliament on this issue and con-
tinues to do so in trying to claim that the
Government has made no commitment to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport. If there is no
commitment, why is $41 1000 earmarked in
the Budget? Why not have a detailed break-
down of how that amount will be applied?

Mr Brian Burke: Would you read again the
answer to the question.

Mr MacKINNON: I repeat-

I am advised that the nature of the proj-
ects being considered falls broadly into the
category of operational costs relating to
spectator craft control,-

I am sure Paul Gadenne will have a lot to do
with that! In fact, I am sure he has nothing to
do with it. To continue-

-improvements to recreation camps,
Upgrading communications, promotions,
etc.

The Treasurer knows as well as I do that pro-
motions can cover a whole range of things: in
fact, it could cover anything. The specific
answer was, what does that amount apply to?
The Treasurer tonight is representing the Min-
ister for Budget Management and he should be
able to advise us about the $411 000. Appar-
ently we have not paid the money to Ray
O'Connor Consultancy yet?

Mr Brian Burke: No, the arrangements have
not been finalised.

Mr MacKINNON: Has a claim been made
for that amount?

Mr Brian Burke: 1 am not sure, it has not
come to my attention.

Mr MacKINNON: Has a claim been made
for it?

Mr Brian Burke: Not to my knowledge. I am
not aware of a claim having been made.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer knows as
well as I do that a claim has been made: if it is
not for that amount, it is not far from it. What
is the amount being claimed and what is it for?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know the amount
being claimed.

Mr MacKINNON: Has an amount been
claimed?

Mr Brian Burke: Ray O'Connor Con sultancy
is negotiating with the special funds foundation
about the nature of the programme and the
consultancy.

Mr MacKINNON: Is he negotiating with the
special funds foundation set up for the
America's Cup by the WADC? What is he
negotiating about?

Mr Brian Burke: About the whole pro-
gramme together with the fee he will be paid,
whether it will be a fee as a consultant, and
what other expenses will be included. I under-
stand Mr Gadenne is working with him
through the foundation.

Mr MacKINNON: I thought the Treasurer
said that this amount was a provision only; he
is implying that nothing will be paid to him.

Mr Brian Burke: We do not know what the
final arrangement will be. I have tried to tell
you that.

Mr MacKINNON: I find it absolutely amaz-
ing to say the least; the Government will enter
into verbal contracts for amounts of $41 1000
with people and then claim-whoever they
might be, whether it be Barry MacKinnon
consultancy or Bill Hassell consultancy-that
those people involved in the consultancy are
operating on the basis that they do not know
how much they will receive and that there has
been no agreement.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know that Ray
O'Connor knows how much will be involved.

M r Hassell: Why pick the figure of $41 1000?
How was that arrived at? If you are budgeting
you might pick a round figure of $400 000. The
figure is too precise to give credibility to any-
thing you are saying.

Mr Brian Burke: You might think that. I am
trying to say that no final arrangement has been
entered into to my knowledge, as I have said in
answer to the question. The budgetary item is a
provision based on our understanding of what
may well be the final arrangement. That is the
situation.

Mr -MacKINN ON: But a claim has been
made?

Mr Brian Burke: Some payments have been
made.
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The SPEAKER: Order! This is getting to be
like a discussion in a lounge room. If members
want to make a speech at the third reading,
they should do so. I suggest that the member on
my right should cease interjecting. It is like a
question and answer series.

Mr MacKINNON: I think the issues are
quite clear. The Government through the
Treasurer has misled the House completely
with respect to the Government's commitment
to the America's Cup Festival of Sport. In
answers to questions posed in this House the
Treasurer said the commitment to the
America's Cup Festival of Sport was "none".
He now says that if a profit is made from that
event it will go to the Government and if a loss
is incurred the Government will pick up the
tab. Is that a commitment to the America's
Cup Festival of Sport or not? The Treasurer
can go round and round in verbal circles as
much as he likes but the facts are that a com-
mitment has been made to the America's Cup
Festival of Sport.

The second point is, as I have repeated in
Parliament this evening, the answer to question
1303 was deliberately designed to mislead. The
answer was not general and it could not be
interpreted in any other way; the question
was-

What projects are to be funded by the
amount of $1 761 000 identified in Item
126 ...

Why were those projects not identified on 24
October? The silence is deafening.

The SPEAKER: I ordered the silence. It is
very improper for the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to suggest that other members
should contribute to his remarks.

Mr MacKINNON: I challenge the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment to explain to Parliament when he stands
on his feet why he did not detail these projects
at that time, because the question was quite
specific, and yet he chooses to do so tonight.

The Leader of the Opposition made a very
valid point: How indeed was the amount of
$4 11000 arrived at? How indeed is the figure
of $350 000 for the Paul Gadenne concert
arrived at and what are the details involved? I
repeat, before either the Treasurer or the Min-
ister gets up and claims that we are trying to
libel Ray O'Connor or Mr Gadenne, that we
are not attacking either of them. I do not know
Mr Gadenne and I know Ray O'Connor
reasonably well. My attack is not on those
people or their credibility but on the Govern-

ment for the way in which it has tried to de-
ceive this House, and in particular on the
Treasurer who in my opinion has deliberately
lied to this Parliament. This evening he again
tried to indicate that there was no commitment
by the Government to the America's Cup Festi-
val of Sport. I might have attended a different
school from the Treasurer but my understand-
ing of what has happened is that there is clearly
a commitment if the Government intends to
underwrite the losses. The Treasurer owes the
Parliament an explanation of why he has lied to
the Parliament.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[12.09 am.]: T will try to explain once again to
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. The situ-
ation in respect of Ray O'Connor Consultancy
is that negotiations to finalise the arrangements
under which he will work are still going on.
During the present negotiations he has been
working with preliminary arrangements but has
not been paid very much money at all since the
announcement was made in December. 1 do
not know the amount of money he has been
paid but I understand it is very small. The
arrangements are continuing and on the basis
of the discussions that have taken place, a pro-
vision has been made. That is the situation.
When the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
talks about underwriting the Festival of Sport, I
do not know that we are doing so.

Mr MacKinnon interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition will cease interjecting. He
has had his opportunity to speak.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that that
was the reply to that matter but I do not under-
stand that we have agreed to underwrite the
Festival of Sport at all. I do not think we have.
We have said we will underwrite the concerts
that are planned and we will pay some manage-
ment fee through the foundation to Mr
Gadenne.

I have already said about five times in
answering questions about the commitment to
the Festival of Sport that the answers were
framed by those who do not view the commit-
ment to Mr O'Connor as a commitment to the
Festival of Sport. There is a difference. One
might say it is subtle, but if we believe that was
a commitment to the Festival of Sport, can it
be thought by anyone, after all that publicity,
that the employment of Mr O'Connor meant
that there was any commitment to the Festival
of Sport? There, was all that publicity about his
employment. That was public knowledge. The
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answer that there is no commitment to the Fes-
tival of Sport takes into account all that pub-
licity, because the commitment to Ray
O'Connor Consultancy organising; the Festival
of Sport is not seen as a commitment to the
Festival of Sport.

Mr MacKinnon: May I ask, if there is no
commitment, why in today's paper you are fea-
tured in the advertisement relating to it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand the
point of featuring in the advertisement.

Mr MacKinnon: Why should there be your
photograph in the paper in relation to the Festi-
val of Sport if there is no Government commit-
ment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE:, There was a quote in
the paper from me about a book being
produced by West Australian Newspapers Ltd,
and in the foreword to many magazines there is
a message which features me and a photograph
of me.

Mr MacKinnon: A paid advertisement, full
page!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: These are paid maga-
zines.

Mr H-assell. Who paid for it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that will
be sponsored as well, and sponsors have been
featured in the advertisements from time to
time.

Mr MacKinnon: Not in that one.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure about
that advertisement, but there have been spon-
sors on the bottom of different advertisements.
I do not know whether the dinner at the Merlin
Hotel, which was sponsored by Town and
Country WA Building Society-

Mr MacKinnon: I attended it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is an example.
Perhaps the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
will not accept the difference. Perhaps he will
say it is being a smart alec or something else,
but the commitment to the Ray O'Connor
Consultancy is not a commitment to the Festi-
val of Sport. The commitment to the organising
consultant is not a commitment to the festival
itself It is my understanding that the provision
quite properly made in the Budget for the Fes-
tival of Sport, or for the Ray O'Connor
Consultancy to organise the Festival of Sport,
is a prudent and proper commitment made by
Treasury on the basis of negotiations.

That is the situation to the best of my knowl-
edge. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
may never accept the difference. He may say it
is too subtle, or for some reason or other the
commitment to the consultancy is a commit-
ment to the Festival of Sport.

The only thing I can indicate to prove to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that he does
not understand the situation is that anyone
who believes that there could be in the public
arena all the information about the em ploy-
went of Mr O'Connor and still believe it was a
commitment to the Festival of Sport would
have to be crazy.

Let me simply say that in respect of the Paul
Gadenne concert I understand the proceeds
will accrue to the foundation, not to Mr
Gadenne. No formal arrangement has been
entered into with Mr Gadenne. Negotiations
are continuing with Mr O'Connor. The
Government has not signed an agreement to
underwrite the Festival of Sport. My under-
standing is that the events do not proceed un-
less they are fully sponsored at the time they
are arranged. I am not sure of the details. The
Budget provision is a perfectly prudent pro-
vision made on the basis of the negotiations
going on with the Ray O'Connor Consultancy.
Had the provision not been made I guess we
would have been accused of imprudence later
on.

That is the situation. Once again I say, while
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition may be-
lieve the difference is only subtle, there is a
world of difference between paying a consult-
ant and calling a commitment to a consultant a
commitment to the event.

Mr MacKinnon: The consultant is still the
chap who is organ ising it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have accepted that
100 times. Paying a consultant and having a
commitment to a function he is organising are
two different things. I understand the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition-

Mr MacKinnon: You can tell different lies tO0
minutes apart.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition does not want to accept the
explanation, and I cannot make him, but I re-
peat that the commitment to the consultant is
not a commitment to the Festival of Sport;, it is
a commitment to the consultant. That is why
the question was answered that way.

Mr MacKin non: If it makes a loss, you put it
down to consultancy fees.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have taken the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition at face value. I
believe that he is genuine in his concern about
this matter, but it seems to me that if the differ-
ence is crystallised he thinks the consultancy-

Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Whether it is $1 or $1

million, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
calling it a commitment to the Festival of
Sport.

Mr MacKinnon: The consultant is paid a fee.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am calling the

consultancy fee not a commitment to the fund
but a commitment to the consultant respon-
sible for organising it. In any case, that is the
explanation.

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

Council.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: INTEREST
RATES

Hardship: Motion

Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR TUBBY (Greenough) [ 12.19 a.m.]: It is

rather unfortunate that we have to discuss such
an important item at such an unearthly hour
after the week we have had. I would like to
express my extreme concern about the effect
high interest rates are having on borrowers and
the lack of action being taken by the Govern-
ment. As a result interest rates are being per-
mitted to rise even further.

I was shocked to read in yesterday's The
West Australian the headline, "PBS put up
interest on new loans". The article reads-

The Perth Building Society last night
announced a jump of one percentage point
to 15.5 per cent in its interest rate on new
loans for owner-occupied homes.

It was the first move in action expected
from all permanent building societies to
lift their rates after the Federal Govern-
ment's decision to raise the Australian
Savings Bond rate from 11.25 per cent to
13 per cent.

The increase will lift the monthly repay-
ment for a $35 000 mortgage by $28-
almost exactly the same amount as the
$7.46 a week that a person on the average
wage will get after tax with the 3.8 per cent
national wage increase.

The general manager of the Perth Build-
ing Society, Mr Harry Sorensen, said last
night that the rate of 15.5 per cent was the
highest in the society's 123-year history.

That is a disastrous situation. The State
Government's selective assistance for political
reasons at the cost of $11 million to the tax-
payers of Western Australia for home buyers,
many of whom have already received the ben-
efit of the first home buyers' assistance scheme,
is seen by borrowers as totally unfair and a very
unequal way of assisting people because a big
percentage of our population in similar circum-
stances are being ignored.

The rural industry is on its knees, with ex-
cessive cost burdens passed on to farmers who
are shouldering an unfair share of the 52 per
cent increase in the last 21/2 years of the State
Government's taxes and charges, which are
passed on to them as the end users. They are
now to be faced with an ever-increasing interest
rate. It will be the last straw to break the don-
key's back.

I quote from a short paragraph in The Bull-
etin of 29 October 1985. It reads-

Australian agriculture is strained to
breaking point. Prices for a number of
commodities are at rock bottom, steadily
rising costs are causing severe hardship,
interest rates of up to 21 percent are the
last straw for many rural families. Worse is
to come. The immediate outlook for sev-
eral commodities is dismal and the possi-
bility of a world agricultural trade war has
cast a dark shadow over many rural indus-
tries. Already sugar, dairy and a number of
horticultural commodities are in dire
straits. Most other products are struggling
in the market place. Wool alone is faring
well.

Against this grim background the rural
sector has become incensed by an unsym-
pathetic federal government and its al-
liance with the trade union movement.
Proposed taxation changes will also disad-
vantage farmers and graziers, while the
government's support of the Australian
dollar to prevent further devaluation has
caused high interest rates, the industry's
biggest problem.

As a result of high interest rates today, we
have seen ever-increasing mortgagee sales; and
there will be a flood of sales, beginning in
February and March when farmers endeavour
to make arrangements to carry on but will be
unable to do so because of the hopeless situ-

(146)
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ation in which they are placed due to their
inability to service borrowings. The flow-on ef-
fect when mortgagee sales are conducted is evi-
dent with the reluctance of would-be potential
purchasers to put their heads in the noose by
borrowing finance at ridiculous rates. Farmers
are openly saying they will cut the whole farm-
ing operation back to just a survival situation
by seriously reducing areas to be cropped, and
cutting employment of labour and machinery
purchases.

This is a disastrous situation when one looks
around the countryside and sees machinery
firms with yards full of new and second-hand
machinery that has been traded in and is being
held on a floor plan for which the dealers are
paying excessively high interest rates. That
spells absolute disaster. This will have a disas-
trous effect on the State's rural production and,
consequently, on export earnings, as well as the
flow-on effect to the railways, Co-operative
Bulk Handling Ltd, shipping activities, and all
sections of the community.

The Government has had endless talks with
different groups regarding the rural industry
and almost endless surveys of farmers, yet
nothing concrete has eventuated. The problem
besetting farmers in difficulty is without doubt
caused mainly by the excessive interest rates
they have to pay. The rates are being kept at
such a high level and are permitted to rise even
further as a result of definite Hawke Govern-
ment decisions. The State Government should
make strong representations to the Hawke
Governiment for an interest rate subsidy for
farmers. The Government should have no diffi-
culty in supporting such a cause, as it has
already set a precedent with its assistance to
home buyers. It is absolutely essential for ever
Australian citizen that agriculture is permitted
to prosper.

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendment-

To delete all words in lines I to 5 of the
motion with a view to replacing them with
the following-

In view of the recent dramatic rises
in interest rates this House calls on the
State Government to take urgent ac-
tion together with the parliamentary
Liberal Party and in consort with the
Federal Government to ease the hard-
ship being increasingly caused by
these high levels of interest rates.

MR HASSELL (Cotresloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [12.25 a.m.]: I second the amnend-
ment moved by the member for Greenough,
and in so doing I point out that we currently
see a very sad situation indeed. We see rising
interest rates which will contribute in their way
to the loss of home ownership opportunities for
many people and, in some cases, to the loss of
homes to people because of those rates.

Let me remind the House of the statement
made by the present Premier on 12 February
1983, when he said-

Band-aid measures cannot fix up an in-
correct strategy. Election promises are not
the answer. Labor has a positive 12-point
plan to reduce interest rates immediately
and keep them down.

The reality is that home loan interest rates have
increased in both real terms and nominal terms
under Labor; farm loan interest rates have
increased in real terms and nominal terms
under Labor; small business interest rates have
increased in real terms and nominal terms
under Labor; and Bankcard interest rates have
increased in real terms and are about to in-
crease in nominal terms under Labor.

The Premier has been seeking in recent days
to distance himself from the Federal Govern-
ment; to position himself away from the
present Federal Government because the
Premier has privately come to the realisation
that the economic policies of the Federal
Government have failed; that the economic
management of the Federal Government is not
working; and that Australia is plunging into a
crisis. It is interesting to note that that crisis is
almost parallel to the sort of situation we faced
about I11 years ago under the Whitlam Govern-
ment.

The essence of the matter is that there is a
massive loss of confidence, and that is why the
overseas markets have judged Australia harshly
and have got out of the Australian dollar to
such an extent that its value has fallen dramati-
cally. No-one could suggest that a fall of the
proportions we have seen in recent months has
not been dramatic; and that has resulted in
pressure on interest rates and produced some
of the rates we now see.

The Premier and his Government share re-
sponsibility with the Labor Prime Minister and
his Government for Australia's economic
crisis. They share responsibility for high
interest rates and a complete loss of confidence
in Australia. We see the Premier desperately
trying to position himself away from the
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Hawke-Keating combination, but he has
backed off selectively and in a deceitful way
because he is not prepared to face up to the real
issues.

Let us spend a few moments examining the
very bases of the Hawke-Keating economic
strategy which has brought about the loss of
confidence in Australia, the lack of
competitiveness in Australia, and the falling
dollar and rising interest rates. The foundation
of the H-awke-Keating economic policy has
been the so-called prices and incomes accord
and the prices and incomes accord mark IL I
am sure the Premier will not deny that he has,
in this House and in other places outside this
House, repeatedly given his support to the
prices and income accord and to all the de-
cisions which have flowed from that accord.
Yet it was the latest wage rise, awarded under
the prices and income accord mark 11, that led
to a recent drop in the value of the Australian
dollar and started the current interest rate
spiral. ]I was within a matter of 24 hours of the
announcement of the Arbitration Com-
mission's decision, which simply reflected
agreement to the latest version of the accord,
that the Australian dollar fell away and interest
rates began to rise again.

Those policies have been supported by the
Premier and his Government all along the line.
They have never questioned those policies; and
the stupidity, foolishness, and shortsightedness
of the Arbitration Commission's decision is
now apparent, in such a small number of
weeks, for all the world to see. The current
situation must be attributed directly in its ori-
gins to that recent decision which began the
spiral and triggered the crisis we now have.

The Premier is not prepared, of course, to
separate himself from Hawke and Keating on
the issue of wages and the issues of the accord.
The Premier was not prepared to say there
should have been a discounting for the impact
of devaluation. So, before the devaluation had
time to settle down, we saw a wages decision
which added to the pressures for further de-
valuation, which immediately occurred. Now
all of Australia is paying the price for that fool-
ishness.

The second basis of the Hawke-Keating
economic policy is the policy of consensus,
proclaimed by Hawke and again supported all
the way down the line by the Labor Premier of
this State and his Government. Go back,
honourable members, through the record and
see how many times this Premier and this
Government have supported consensus, a pol-

icy which has led to rampant militancy in cer-
tain sections of the trade union movement, a
policy which has led to surrender time and time
again in the face of militancy. Of course that
industrial relations militancy has put paid to
many of our exports-Mudginberri is the
classic example-it has put paid to the effec-
tive operations of our ports-the Port of
Fremantle is the classic case in that respect-
and it has put paid to prospects for greater
comnpetitiveness.

Why is it that all these months after the
massive devaluation of Australia's dollar we
are still running at a record level of trade defi-
cit as announced a few days ago, which was the
second critical reason triggering the falling of
the dollar and the current interest rate crisis?
The answer to the question is that the militancy
of the trade union movement involved in all of
our export industries has contributed in a ma-
terial way to the lack of competitiveness of
Australia and its export industries. It will take
much longer than was expected by the Federal
Labor Government for the benefits of devalu-
ation to flow through, simply because they have
not been able to move through a system racked
with militancy on all sides.

The third foundation of the Hawke-Keating
economic policy is the taxing policies. No-one
with any scintilla of knowledge of business
would dare suggest that the taxing policies now
referred to as the tax package have not reduced
substantially the level of confidence in
Australia viewed both from within Australia
and abroad. The business community knows
full well-and members of that community tell
me every day of the week-that the taxing pol-
icy represented by the so-called tax reform
package, which is aimed directly at the heart of
business, takes away incentive and will do
nothing to contribute to investment, economic
growth or the provision of employment. The
package is a reflection of the demands and the
requirements of the Australian Council of
Trade Unions. That body, not satisfied with
the package it had created through its
overriding power at the national summit, and
not satisfied with the results produced in the
form of this package, complained that the pack-
age fell down because it did not include a
broader capital gains tax and wealth tax and
greater provision for redistribution of wealth.
That taxing policy has been supported to a
greater or lesser extent and, indeed, to a
varying extent, by our Premier and this
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Government. They have supported the tax-
ation package and the taxation policies because
they agree with them.

The Premier has explicity expressed his sup-
port for a capital gains tax, for the abolition of
negative gearing, and for the introduction of
the tax on entertainment expenses and the tax
on employee benefits. All of those elements of
the tax package have received the support of
this Government and all of those elements
making up the package have contributed in a
very real way to the loss of confidence in
Australia and the economic consequences
which are flowing from that loss of confidence.

Those economic consequences are very
clearly the continuing downward pressure on
the Australian dollar and the continuing
upward pressure in interest rates. Those higher
interest rates are now locked into the system
for a long time. They are locked into the system
because once the Australian Savings Bond rate
goes up it becomes a commitment and all
interest rates throughout the whole of business
and industry are built around that rate and
result in the process of pulling interest rates
down becoming slower and more difficult.

Look at those elements of the Federal econ-
omic policies, all of which have been supported
by the Burke Labor Government: The accord,
the so-called consensus and the taxation policy.
Furthermore, look at the support given to high
expenditure and big deficits. This Labor
Premier defended, supported, and praised the
Federal Labor Budget of 1985. That Budget
maintained high spending, high taxation, and a
high deficit. There was a real increase in expen-
diture in the 1985 Budget at a time when there
should have been a reduction in real terms.
There was a continuation of the high deficit.
The Government was not prepared to make the
decisions necessary to reduce expenditure.

Ever since the summit was announced the
position of the State Opposition has been clear.
The summit should never have taken place. it
was a farce; we predicted in advance it would
be a farce and it was proven to be a farce. We
also said that if there was to be a summit it
should talk about expenditure and how we
could go about cutting down the size and cost
of Government in Australia so we could restore
confidence and incentive. Without question
there will be a significant tax revolt in Australia
because small business, home owners, farmers,
and all sorts of people involved in some kind of
business or productive enterprise have simply

had enough of the level of taxation applying in
Australia and are demanding increasingly that
Governments should reduce taxation.

Yet they are not to see real reductions in
taxation. The utter cynicism of the Federal tax
package is revealed by the fact that its revenue
measures were put in place immediately
although legislation has not been introduced
and the concessions contained in the package
do not apply for a significant time. That tax-
ation package, suppiorted by this Labor
Premier, has contributed to the loss of confi-
dence. It simply is not possible for this Premier
to try to isolate interest rates from the other
economic factors which apply and have
produced those interest rates.

It is not possible, when the facts are con-
sidered, for the Premier and the Government
to isolate themselves from the policies of
Hawke and Keating, and they must bear a
substantial measure of responsibility for those
policies, which have produced and continue to
produce high interest rates. We saw the
Premier attempting during question time yes-
terday to avoid the issue of interest rates by
blaming the Federal Government. He said
severe pressure on interest rates was a direct
result of the Commonwealth Government's ef-
forts to underpin the value of the dollar. He
said the Commonwealth's support of the dollar
had gone too far. He went on as follows-

I would think that the devaluation of the
dollar was one of the main reasons why our
exporters have been able to combat, for so
long, the worsening terms of trade

What an acknowledgment of the failure of pol-
icy that represents.

The Premier continued as follows-

Under these circumstances, continuing
support for the dollar at the cost of high
domestic interest rates is not significantly
improving Australia's position in the
world.

It is difficult to understand why further
measures to drive up interest rates on the
domestic front are necessary.

Let me tell the Premier that the measure that is
most effectively driving up interest rates is the
introduction of a higher Australian Savings
Bond rate. That was done to ensure that the
Commonwealth was able in the free market-
place the Premier was advocating for the dollar
to raise the money required for the pro-
grammes put in place by the Government, be-
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cause it budgeted for such a subsequential defi-
cit. Later in his answer the Premier got down to
some fundamental truths when he said-

I do not know the answer, but if the
dollar floats freely without those Reserve
flank policies, it may be that it will not
soften much more than it will soften with
those policies in place.

Itlis all very well for the Premier, in his mo-
ment of desperation when he sees those interest
rates at their current levels because of the poli-
cies he supported, to talk about the dollar going
into a free unsupported float, but what is going
to happen in terms of discounting the inflation-
ary effects? What is he going to advocate in
relation to wages policy? Is he going to advo-
cate discounting to take away the effects of
inflation caused by the policy of letting the dol-
lar free-fall? Those policies have failed, and
this Government is responsible with the Feder-
al Government for their failure.

MR COURT (Nedlands) 112.46 a.m.]: The
Leader of the Opposition has hit the nail on the
head. The first Premier to do a back-flip
against the Federal Government was Premier
Blannon in South Australia, and now our
Premier has done the same. Until very recently
the Premier supported the Prime Minster and
Mr Keating's economic management and tax
package. Mr Keating was said to be the greatest
Treasurer in the world, not Australia. Suddenly
we see the economy crumbling, interest rates
rising, pressures on the balance of trade and
now the Labor Party wants to disown him. The
Government cannot run away from the basic
problem by kicking Canberra. The Govern-
ment must face the source of the problem and
the hard decisions which have to be made to
solve it. They include excessive Government
spending, a poor trade performance and the
reasons for it, the inflationary expectations
which have built up in the economy, and the
international perceptions of Australia.

That is an important point. One cannot put a
value on those perceptions. We have been
refusing to take hard decisions for too long and
the international perception is that the Govern-
ment no longer has the courage to do so. We
must face the fact that we have to accept some
changes including flexibility in the wage system
and not support the tax changes which the team
members opposite have put forward. People
and business and farmers in this country are
being hurt.

The Leader of the Opposition covered well
most of the points I wanted to bring up. The
building societies in this State have taken what
I consider to be a responsible approach to the
setting of their housing interest rates in a very
difficult market for them-a rapidly rising
market. I want to know if the Premier has
asked the banks to take a similar approach. I
would like to see more pressure put on the
banks; I would like them to relate their interest
rates to their book costs-their actual costs of
getting the money, rather than the market
costs. At present the banks can make consider-
able profits with rising interest rates in that
their money is being borrowed at around 14 to
15 per cent and they are lending it out at a base
rate of 18.5 per cent plus a risk factor of be-
tween one and two per cent.

We have the case, as I have mentioned in this
House recently, in which the interest rate is
rising from 14.5 per cent with a margin factor
of one-that is about 15.5 per cent-up to 18
per cent plus a risk factor of two per cent. That
is only up to September and there has been a
five per cent increase in that period. It could
well end up at seven per cent. I will be
interested to know whether the Premier has
spoken with the banks to see whether there is
any way in which they could perhaps forgo
some of their margins in this rapidly rising
market. When the market falls, banks tend to
be a little slow in reducing their rates. The
Government cannot run away from this prob-
lem or it will be judged by its failure to act in
this matter. The Government cannot push the
problem back onto the Federal scheme, be-
cause it has to contribute and pull its weight
just as the Federal Government does.

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [ 12.52
am.]: It is significant that this amendment has
been moved and very necessarily moved, be-
cause of the time it has taken for this debate to
be completed for any action to be taken. Dur-
ing that period of time some pretty dramatic
effects have occurred. As the member for
Nedlands quite rightly pointed out, it has led
not only the South Australian Premier, Mr
John Bannon, but also our Premier to do a
backflip.

I was most interested in what the Premier
had to say the other evening with regard to the
interest rate. It seems to me that there is a
fundamental lack of understanding of the econ-
omic effects of changing the Federal Govern-
ment's policy in the way in which the Premier
is suggesting. As I understand it, he was
suggesting that if the current policies of the
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Reserve Hank were changed, perhaps the value
of the dollar would not sink Very far, and per-
haps it would remain precisely at the same
level.

Mr Brian Burke: I said it might not sink as
much as some might say it would sink.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That depends at what
term one is looking. Certainly in the short
term, maybe a couple of days, that might not be
the effect. The removal of the current policies
of the Reserve Hank without a major attack on
the other fundamental difficult problems that
the Federal Government is not currently facing
up to-and that this State Government i s not
prepared to face up to-will produce a signifi-
cant drop in the dollar. The problem that needs
to be faced up to is total discounting in wage
rises with the effect of increases derived from
devaluation of the dollar. That is a fundamen-
tal factor and if it is not tackled, there will be
an increase in pressure, and the Australian dol-
lar will continue in its devaluation spiral. There
are many countries throughout the world which
have been locked into this situation.

If they try to maintain their internal cost
structures without taking account of overseas
valuations of their currencies they will be
pushed into a galloping inflation and continu-
ing round of significant devaluation of their
currencies. That has to be tackled, and the
hauling back of Government expenditure also
has to be tackled because without those two
factors, the removal of the current restraints
will only make the situation worse.

The current policies of the Reserve Bank are
funding the Government's deficit primarily out
of the domestic money market. That has the
effect of increasing competition in that market
and so raising interest rates. That also has the
effect of making investment in this country in
terms of that market attractive to overseas in-
vestors and thus maintaining a level of capital
in-flow, at least making it less likely that there
should be a capital out-flow occurring. One of
the fundamental problems we are facing at the
present time is our balance of payment deficit.
That has caused a lot of the current instability.
We are facing a situation on the international
market where our commodity prices are ex-
trmely soft, and Australia is still a country
that derives much of its wealth from commodi-
ties, whether they be agricultural or mining.

The result of that has been that we have not
had a growth in our export income commen-
surate with the cost of our imported goods be-
cause we are a very high consumer of imported

manufactured products. The result has been a
significant imbalance in the international
trading situation. That in itself could produce
significant downward pressures on the
Au~stralian dollar. If the high interest rate of
raising the funds on the domestic market was
discontinued, it could significantly worsen our
balance of payment situation. That would put
tremendous downward pressure on the dollar.

If the internal money market were not being
taken up substantially in funding the
Australian deficit on the domestic market, that
deficit would then have to be funded by the
Australian Government borrowing on the over-
seas market. The result would be that increased
loans would be available to fuel the domestic
market. In other words, the private sector bor-
rowers would be able to gain increased
amounts of money. Under the current situation
that would fuel inflationary pressures which are
already at a very high level. Our expected in-
flation rate this year is 8.4 or 8.5 per cent,
which is twice the level of our trading partners
in the EEC. If the current policies of the Feder-
al Reserve Bank were changed without tackling
the different issues of discounting for devalu-
ation in wage rises and hauling back the deficit
through reducing Government expenditure,
that would become even worse and we would
get into a situation of classic stagnation.

This has come about because the Federal
Government has been unprepared to face the
difficult issues and that unpreparedness has
been defended right along the line by the
Premier and his Government in this State. We
in the Opposition have been warning the
Government about this. I remind the House
that the Deputy Premier has continually said,
"You are gloom and doom merchants. You
always look for the worst thing, why can't you
look on the bright side? You are always trying
to knock, knock, knock." We in our turn were
saying, "Look, face reality. You are living in an
unreal fairy world. This is what has got to hap-
pen", to which the reply was always, "No, no,
you're knockers." Now the Government has to
face reality and it is trying to turn backwards.
The fact remains that urgent action is required.
The terms of this motion and this amendment
to the motion require that urgent action.

The amendment further indicates the Oppo-
sition's preparedness to work with the State
Government to see that action taken to try to
alleviate the problem. However, I must admit
that from the answer the Premier gave the
other night, I am not hopeful that he will accept
the kind of logic that we have put forward or

4646



[Friday, 15 November 1985] 44

that he would accept the offer that we have at
least made and we maintain that we are pre-
pared to work with him.

I support the motion.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [12.58 a.m.]:

The situation is so serious that we should really
be endeavouring to get Government support
for this motion. A disastrous situation is facing
the home buyers of Western Australia and this
session of Parliament is about to finish.- I think
we need a couple of clear commitments from
the Government and it should support the mo-
tion tonight. I call on the Government to in-
volve the Leader of the Opposition in any
negotiations it has with the financial insti-
tutions of this State. I think it is important
because there is a rising tide of anger against
high interest rates in this State which will
sweep away the Government and we will have
a new Government after the next election. The
Leader of the Opposition as Premier will then
be placed in a very difficult position and he will
have to sort out the mess caused by this Labor
Government.

I think it is only fair by all that is right and
proper, that those discussions taking place dur-
ing the two or three months leading up to the
election should include the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in the negotiations. I call on the Govern-
ment to give a commitment to the Leader of
the Opposition and the Opposition spokesman
on housing that they will be involved. The
Premier knows that they will be calling the tune
to him very shortly. He has held the building
societies at bay with his $72 million, but they
will call his bluff. That has blown out now and
they will be ringing him up tomorrow morning,
or shortly, and saying, "We are going to get out
of that contract. You have either got to put in
more money or we will let the interest rates rise
despite the funds that you have put in." If that
situation occurs, as I Predict, within the next
two or three days-

Mr Burkett: Predict or hope?
Mr LAURANCE: No, I hope it goes the

other way.
This morning Mr Sorensen from the Perth

Building Society gave a couple of examples of
interest rate rises of 20 per cent and more
around the world, and he said that could hap-
pen in this country in the next few months. We
are talking about a disaster. He has said already
that interest rates for new home buyers are the
highest in the history of the society- 123 years.
it is unfair for an Opposition taking Govern-
ment in three months' time to have to jump

into that situation without having any back-
ground to the negotiations. It is only right and
proper that the Government give a commit-
ment that it will involve the Leader of the Op-
position in any negotiations on the subject.

We also seek a commitment from the
Government to recall Parliament if there are
any further rises in interest rates. We are only
rising early as the Government is getting out of
the kitchen because it cannot stand the heat.
That is fair enough; other Governments have
done the same thing. However, if it gets any
hotter we want to come back.

Mr Pearce: What is your solution to rising
interest rates?

Mr LAURANCE: There are two things; we
should be a party to any negotiations over the
next few months and secondly-

Mr Pearce: What will you say at those nego-
tiations?

Mr LAURANCE: We have to be invited to
them first. Secondly, this is such an important
matter that it deserves to be aired in Parlia-
ment on behalf of all the people who are being
afflicated with these crushing interest rates. I
ask the Government to support the amend-
ment.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [1.03 a.m.]: I sup-
port the amendment moved by the member for
Greenough. For a number of weeks the Oppo-
sition has pointed out to the Government that
this nation would face many problems if the
State Government continued to support the
Federal Government's position in respect of
taxation reforms and, as I like to call it, its
taxation grab. Every time we made statements
in that regard, we were told we were knockers.
There is no question that the Opposition was
knocking; it was warning the Government that
it had a duty to take note of what was being
said to try to preserve the economic situation.

Mr Pearce: Did you vote for the City of
Stirling's rate grab?

Mr CASH: Again when I am making a sen-
sible statement in respect of economic manage-
ment the Minister for Planning starts rnnning
around in circles wanting to talk about the City
of Stirling. Every time the Minister has
mentioned "City of Stirling" he has made a
complete fool of himself. Why does he not give
up and wake up?

Mr Clarko: Ask him to tell us about the
stop-work order he was going to impose.

Mr CASH: The Minister for Planning should
tell us about that stop-work order.
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Mr Pearce: Do you deny that work has
stopped?

Mr CASH: I am asking the Minister to tell us
about the stop-work order he was going to im-
pose on the builder. He claimed on the one
hand that he did not influence the MRPA and,
on the other hand, he has influenced the
MRPA in issuing that stop-work order.

What is happening in the housing market?
Members of the House can see the glee on the
Minister for Planning's face as he talks about
stopping that building job. He does not want
progress.

I remind the House that, for weeks, the Op-
position has been saying to the Government
that it should get in touch with the Federal
Government and tell it what it is doing wrong
in respect of taxation reforms, such as the
emergence of a capital gains tax and the abol-
ition of negative gearing. The marketplace has
reacted to those reforms. The Minister for
Planning should tell me what has happened to
the Australian dollar in the last I I months. In
December 1984 the Australian dollar was rated
against the American dollar at 82.78c. Eleven
months later it is rated against the American
dollar at 67.05c. That is a reduction of 19 per
cent. Since 5 November the situation has
worsened.

This Government should contact the Federal
Government and convince it where it is going
wrong.

This Government made certain promises be-
fore the last election. One of its commitments
was that because we needed a fresh approach to
housing interest rates, the Government's way
would work. That was a pre-election advertise-
ment from 1982. What are the facts? Under
Labor, the monthly cost of purchasing a home
has increased by 32.9 per cent, and 29.5 per
cent of homebuyers are using building society
and savings bank finance. Those figures are
now worse in view of the diminishing value of
the Australian dollar in recent days. The Minis-
ter for Planning is not making any comments
now. He should go back to sleep, so he cannot
hear the truth.

Mr Pearce: You are a smart alec.
Mr CASH: I am trying to tell the Minister

that he has made a mistake and should have
woken up to this matter a few weeks ago. It is
no use running around in circles and saying
that the Government does not want anything to
do with the Federal Government. I am trying
to improve the situation for some young people
in my electorate who find they cannot obtain

bank loans because they are not available any
more. When they apply for rental accommo-
dation, they find it difficult to obtain because
of capital gains and the abolition of negative
gearing.

Mr Pearce: Why did you put their rates up so
high in the City of Stiring?

Mr CASH: Do not talk rubbish. I said earlier
that every time the Minister for Planning men-
tions the words "City of Stirling" he makes a
complete and utter fool of himself. He confirms
it by the words he has just spoken. He should
give it away. Another pre-election advertise-
ment dated 12 February 1983, just before the
last election, stated-

Band-aid measures can not fix up an in-
correct strategy.

What are the facts? Let us have a look at what
has happened two years down the track. Labor
introduced a temporary measure to postpone
interest rate rises for a small proportion of
home buyers. It spent $72 million to try to buy
off the northern suburbs but it forgot about the
people in that area who have mortgages with
other credit unions.

.They have their loans with banks and other
financial institutions, but members of the
Government do not worry about them. They
become selective. On 8 October the Govern-
ment was silly enough to send out a letter
signed by the Premier which told everyone how
much they would be protected by the move the
Government would make.

Things have gone bad and people are asking
what it is all about. They received a letter ad-
vising them that interest rates would not rise
and on Friday, 15 November the headline in
The West Australian was, "PBS puts up interest
on new loans". What are people expected to
believe? The headline on the front page of The
Australian Financial Review was, "Real home
rates already jumping". What is it all about?

The Minister for Planning prides himself on
stopping work on projects in the City of
Stirling. He has to be joking!

Before the last election the Labor Party made
a couple of promises. The State Labor Party's
platform dated September 1982 stated, "L.abor
recognises that the basic problem of high
interest rates can be eliminated only by funda-
mental changes in national economic policy."
If the State Labor Party knew that in 1982, why
has it been backing the Federal Government in
what it has been doing during the last 12
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months? Why does not the Government admit
that it has failed and has destroyed the home
market?

I predict that in February or March next year
there will be a massive reduction in home
building commencements in Western
Australia, and that will cause unprecedented
unemployment. The Government will have to
live with that. It did not realise the problem at
the right time, even though the Opposition
warned it and suggested that it contact the Fed-
eral Government and try to convince it, that its
economic policy would not work.

I refer again to the statement in the State
ALP platform. Two-and-a-half years down the
track we find that despite its platform this
Government has supported the policy of its
Federal counterpart which has resulted in high
levels of interest.

Mr Pearce: My level of interest gets lower.

Mr CASH: The Minister for Planning has
probably organised a special deal if he is talking
about his housing interest rate. He is lucky.
There are a lot of people who are not in the
same position as he is.

In an article in The West Australian on 5
January 1983, Brian Burke strongly criticised
what he termed the "Record home interest
rates". It is a fact, and it is stated in the news-
paper. If we look at the facts today, we find that
the Premier's Labor Government presides over
far higher interest rates than before. Not only
are nominal interest rates higher than in
February 1983, but also real interest rates have
increased by 47.1 per cent in the case of build-
ing society finance; 27.5 per cent for home
buyers affected by the Government's recent
bandaid policy; and 77.4 per cent in the case of
savings bank finance. They are the figures and
the facts, and they speak clearly of a State
Government which is totally out of touch with
economic reality.

The amendment moved by the member for
Greenough seeks to protect home buyers and
the people interested in purchasing their own
homes to enable them to get into the residential
market. It also seeks to urge the State Labor
Government to work with the Opposition
which has proved in recent weeks that it has
been able to read the economic trends better
than this Government. Further, it seeks to have
the State Labor Government work in with the
Opposition so that together we can turn the
economy around and protect the people who

own a home instead of their being sold up in
the same way as we have seen many farmers
sold up in the rural situation today.

I support the amendment.
MR CRANE (Moore) [ 1. 16 a.m.J: I must

support the amendment because it is one of the
very few sensible things which has come before
this Parliament in my experience in this place.
The amendment is asking this Government to
accept an offer by the Opposition to really get
down to the business of solving a very serious
situation for thousands of people, particularly
in the area of home ownership.

The amendment does not criticise the
Government in any way. It offers the Govern-
ment the Opposition's assistance and its ex-
perience in coming to grips with this very
serious problem. Therefore, I believe that in
the eyes of the public the Government would
be most unwise not to seriously consider this
problem because it will be reminded over the
next few months of the seriousness of its de-
cision if it does not accept the amendment.

Some years ago when we were in Govern-
ment I made several suggestions in this House
to the member for Gascoyne, who was thei Min-
ister for Housing at that time, concerning home
loan interest and the use of private savings
which could be encouraged for this purpose.

Mr Pearce: Did he follow your suggestion?

Mr CRANE: He did take my suggestion to
Canberra, but unfortunately the Federal
Government at that time, which was of our
colour, did not take up the problem.

Mr Pearce: There is no point taking it up
with this Government when you did not
succeed in your approach to the Federal
Government which was of your colour.

Mr CRANE: Yes, we can. Members opposite
will not laugh when they find that their electors
cannot pay their home loans about February
and March next year. I think that at that time
they will realise how serious this problem is. I
am not trying to take the micky out of anyone.
I am concerned about what is happening and
what is going to happen.

If the member for .Joondalup were concerned
about her electorate, she would listen to what I
am saying because I know the situation in the
northern suburbs and I have the same concern
about Quinns Rock and Two Rocks as the
member will have about the Joondalup elector-
ate. Watch it little lady! The member for
Joondalup will find herself in serious trouble
over this.
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The Opposition has an offer which will help
the Government as much as it will help anyone
else, and the member for Joondalup would be
very wise not to let her electors know that she
laughed when I was speaking about the prob-
lem that exists. They will be interested to know
about her lack of concern and also about the
lack of concern of the member for Gosnells.

Mr H-assell: She is upset because you called
her a lady.

Mr CRANE: I called her a lady because my
mother brought me up that way-she is a lady
and I referred to her as such.

The Opposition is making a genuine offer to
the Government to help it to come to grips
with this vexed question. We are facing serious
times. Six weeks ago people would not have
predicted what has happened, but yesterday's
The West Australian has given us an indication
of the stark reality about what we are facing.

We cannot procrastinate any longer. The
people out there are asking for the Parliament
to come to grips with this problem. If the
Government does not do so when it has been
given this offer, it will pay for it with its seals of
office at the next election. It will probably pay
for it in any event, but what concerns me more
than ever is the fact that we will then be faced
with the even greater problem of extricating
these people from a position which will have
deteriorated even further.

Mr Pearce: Why arc you going around telling
people that you are not really a Liberal, but are
still Country Party at beant?

Mr CRANE: I do not tell people that I am
not really Liberal, that I am Country Party at
heart. I am Bert Crane. Don't you start that
bloody nonsense with me, old boy, or I will sort
you out very Smartly.

The SPEAKER: Order! We are not in the
front bar.

Mr Court: The Minister just made that up as
a sly interjection.

Mr CRANE: Yes. That is about the extent of
his capabilities. HeI is always interjecting. Every
time he opens his mouth he lets the people
realise how much more of a fool he is. it is a
pity he would not just keep quiet for a while,
and so let the whole world think he is an idiot
rather than open his mouth and leave people in
no doubt at all.

Mr Clarko: You are leading, 10 to nil.
Mr CRANE: I would not even go into a com-

petition with him because it would not be a
competition.

We have given an opportunity to the
Government with this motion. It is a splendid
opportunity and ought to be accepted in the
spirit in which it is offered. It is made in a
genuine spirit on behalf of the people of West-
ern Australia. If the Government does not wish
to accept it, it will most certainly rue the day.

I support the amendment.
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) 1. 21

a.m.]: The Government opposes the amend-
ment on the basis that it does not believe that
the Opposition is genuine in its stated position
in the amendment. That it is not genuine has
been demonstrated repeatedly by the fact that
the Opposition either refuses to state a position
in respect of the present limit on interest on
bank home loan rates, presently set at 13.5 per
cent, or supports the national Opposition's
position, which is that this limitation should be
lifted.

Mr Hassell: You have been desperately try-
ing to hang your hat on that peg for weeks. It is
the best argument you can come up with and it
is as weak as water.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On this fundamental
matter of approach to the problem of high and
rising interest rates, the Opposition refuses to
state a position. At the very best, or at the very
worst in our view, it supports the proposition
that the present restriction should be lifted. We
do not believe that the present restriction
should be lifted. We believe that it shauld be
maintained and in that way the majority of
existing home buyers who have bank loans will
be protected from increases above 13.5 per
cent.

Mr Hassell: No, they won't. Increasingly the
banks will do what they are doing now, which
is mixing home loans with personal loans.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-
posit ion does not even listen. I said that
existing borrowers would be protected from
interest rates in excess of 13.5 per cent. The
Leader of the Opposition said that the banks
were mixing higher interest rate loans with that
lower rate money to try to achieve a higher
average rate for the loan-I presume he means
for new loans.

Mr Hassell: Some of them are existing loans.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am talking about

existing home owners and the ability of banks
to lift the rate above 13.5 per cent on the
money that was lent to those home own ers-
not buyers or prospective buyers-six months
or a year ago or whenever it was. The Leader of
the Opposition cannot say that increasingly
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banks are mixing higher and lower rate moneys
to produce a higher average rate when I am
talking about that category of people who have
already negotiated the interest rates that they
will be bound to pay.

Mr Cash: Aren't you interested in prospec-
tive home buyers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course we are. That
is why the Federal Government introduced the
first home owners' scheme, the most fabulously
successful scheme in the history of the home
industry. But our primary concern-the Oppo-
sition will pardon us for having it-is to those
people who were committed on the basis of a
situation which has now changed and from
which change they need to be protected.

Our next consideration, a very important
one, is the building industry and prospective
home purchasers. We believe that people
should have a right to purchase a home and to
pay an interest rate they can afford. We believe
that prosperity within the building industry is
an important consideration at Government
levels, State and Federal. That has been
demonstrated time and time again in the poli-
cies that have been followed at the national and
State levels. We have a concern also for those
people who are forced by dint of circumstances
to seek public housing through H-omeswest. In
every one of those areas we can demonstrate
the concern that we have shown.

Firstly, in respect of the present limit on
bank interest rates of 13.5 per cent for housing
loans we have said loudly and publicly that it
should not be lifted. I looked through the
Mansard earlier and found that the Opposition
has refused to state the same position. it has
refused to commit itself to the same
proposition, so that is one important difference
between it and the Government. Secondly, the
Opposition, even tonight, was critical of the
decision of the State Government to invest
with building societies at preferred rates of
interest to avert an increase of one per cent in
the interest rate.

Mr H-assell: Who was critical?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Mt
Lawley certainly was not very laudatory of it.

Mr Cash: I suggested you were being very
selective by only attempting to assist those who
had building society loans. Don't try to mis-
represent the issue.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member was criti-
cal of the move.

Mr Cash: I suggested you were being selec-
tive.

Mr Hassell: It was a bandaid move.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-
position does not even understand the issue;
that is his problem. But let us see how silly the
member for Mt Lawley is, because the bank
borrowers borrowed at 1 3.5 per cent. They
make up about 64 per cent of the market.

Mr Clarko: They don't have all their money
at that rate though.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, they do not. Never-
theless, there is that 13.5 per cent ceiling. Be-
tween 30 per cent and 36 per cent of people
borrowed from building societies. Their
interest rate was already at 14.5 per cent.

Mr Cash: What about the credit unions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will get to them in a
moment. The implication of the member for
Mt Lawley's suggestion is that we should have
subsidised the bank borrowers so they could
have a rate below 13.5 per cent,

Mr Cash: You have got yourself into a real
muddle and you are being stupid.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is no other con-
clusion to be drawn from the member for Mt
Lawley's comments because he said that we did
not include bank borrowers.

Mr Court: There are other types of financial
institutions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will deal with the
other categories in a moment, but the member
for Mt Lawley, when talking about the people
who borrowed from banks, did not even men-
tion credit unions. I listened very carefully.
However, he did mention banks and said that
the scheme was selective and was restricted to
building societies. The reason it did not extend
to bank borrowers was that there was already a
ceiling of 1 3.5 per cent on their loans.

Mr Cash: What about the farmers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is another
category and I will deal with it in a moment.
But let us nail down the member for Mt Lawley
on the bank category, because he raised the
subject. I do not see why we should extend the
assistance to people who are paying one per
cent less through a bank than those who are
paying 14.5 per cent through a building society.
We were aiming precisely at that category of
people who were worst affected and had scant
resources.
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We targeted the area that was worst affected
and made sure that the assistance went to those
people. Had we done as the member for Mt
Lawley suggested, and extended the assistance
to people who had loans at 13.5 per cent, we
would not have been able to provide the relief
we did. Already the people with existing bank
loans at 13.5 per cent are better off than the
people with existing and Government-assisted
building society loans on which they are paying
14.5 per cent interest.

Let us move to the next category of other
financial institutions, including credit unions.
We have received approaches from credit
unions about the way in which they might be
helped in a similar fashion. We have given no
commitment but we have the matter under ac-
tive consideration. To the best of my knowl-
edge we have not said that we will provide the
assistance. It is a very small category taken as a
percentage of the total of home loans presently
lent to people.

The member for Mt Lawley mentioned
farmers, It might interest him to know that to
provide the same amount of funds, $72
million, at preferred rates would decrease the
average fanner's rate of interest by 0.2 of one
per cent. There is a qualitative difference in the
debt burden of farmers who are using the debt
as part of a productive unit to obtain income
compared with the situation with borne owners
who live in the house on the property and do
not use the property to earn income. There is
that qualitative difference, and in any case no
State Government has the financial capacity to
solve the problems of the rural sector by ad-
vancing funds in the manner in which those
funds are advanced to home owners.

The Opposition cannot possibly be dinkum
and it cannot be genuine in its concern. We
know that it is not. No-one believes that it is
doing any more than politicking.

I am trying to explain to the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition and the member for Mt
Lawley that the Opposition's credibility is
tested by the position it takes in respect of
interest rates. As far as the Government is con-
cerned, it is not prepared to accept that the
Opposition's refusal to state an attitude
towards the restriction on the interest rates
charged by banks for home loans can be said to
be genuine in any way. If the Opposition were
genuine, it would join with the Government
and say loudly, "Do not lift the restriction on
bank rates." That would be the first sign of
good faith, and it has not come forward.

Mr Clarko: What is the negative of that?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The negative is that

there will be a decline in housing finance. I
have tried to say repeatedly that our primary,
but not exclusive, concern is with existing
loans. It roust be. A balance must be struck
between the deflating effect on the building in-
dustry.

Mr MacKinnon: The housing industry will
be happy to hear that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was critical of the
scheme we implemented to provide that invest-
ment money at preferred rates simply because
it perceived it as something that would prevent
people transferring to new homes because they
would have to pay a higher rate of interest. I
accept that. However, our primary effort and
concern is for people with existing loans. Two
things happen, they undergo hardship when
interest rates rise and taxpayers suffer because
the people who are forced out of their homes
are forced onto the Homeswest list.

In any case, the Government does not be-
lieve the Opposition is genuine and is not pre-
pared to support the motion or the amend-
ment.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Davies

Ayes
Mr Old
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Watt
Dr Dadour
Mr Spriggs
Mr McNee
Mr Stephens
Mr Cowan

Ayes 13
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Noes 22
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
MrlHodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordonk Hill

Pai rs
Noes

Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Carr
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Jamieson
Mr Wilson
Mr Evans
Mr Parker
Mr Taylor

meler)

mreille

Amendment thus negatived.
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Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR HASSELL (Cotteslne-Leader of the

Opposition) [1.39 a.m.]: The Treasurer's
answer in the amendment tonight concentrated
solely on one point-the 13.5 per cent limit
which applies to bank home loans. It had
nothing to do with the substance of the issue,
which is the interest rate crisis in Australia.

The Opposition clearly established and
demonstrated in the debate that this Govern-
ment has consistently supported the economic
policies of the Hawke Government and
Treasurer Keating who have created the econ-
omic crisis and the interest rate crisis. Those
economic policies, of course, are founded on a
number of critical and simple factors.

Firstly, the accord mark I and the accord
mark Il. These led to the increase in wages
without discounting the results of devaluation
which led to the loss of confidence, which in
turn resulted in spiralling interest rates. Sec-
ondly, the militant trade unions are running
riot, ruining our exports in Australia, and hold-
ing back the capacity of Australia to compete in
the world. Thirdly, the taxation policies have
resulted in a loss of business confidence in and
outside Australia. What an incredible irony it is
that at a time when Australia is seeking to go
ahead and to grow and develop in order to
reduce unemployment, we are introducing a
capital gains tax which reduces investment and
reduces the confidence which would lead to
investment. At the same time, overseas
countries which have experienced capital gains
taxes for many years are moving away from
them.

That policy has been supported by Labor, by
the Premier, and by the Government. High ex-
penditure and big deficits have been supported.
The recent Federal Budget was supported by
this Government, and that Budget has resulted
in real increases in expenditure combined with
a very high Federal deficit which, accumulated
with other deficits, is creating the problem.

Those are the fundamental issues related to
interest rates. Those are the policies upon
which this interest rate crisis has been founded.
Those are the policies this Government has
supported. There is no way the Premier and the
Government can escape from the responsibility
for those interest rates policies by trying to sep-
arate the differences on some tiny little points
or subsidiary side issues.

Let me turn to the question of the limit
which the Premier has gone on and on about. It
is only a subsidiary issue, but the answer is very

simple and clear. No-one wants to see interest
rates rise. In a personal sense, no-one wants to
see it not rise more than I, because I happen to
have one of those banks loans, and I recently
increased it because I had to have some repairs
done to my house. I do not want it to rise in a
Personal sense.

But I want co point out the facts of life to the
Premier who stands there and bleats about how
much he supports those interest rates. He fails
to realise the realities of the economic situation
which faces Australia. Firstly, there are very
few bank loans where the true rate of interest is
13.5 per cent, even for existing loans. Banks
cannot survive at an unrealistic rate, so in or-
der to overcome the difficulties of artificial re-
strictions they are imposing fees and charges on
their borrowers. Secondly, the banks are not
lending at a 13.5 per cent effective rate because
they are mixing the controlled 13.5 per cent
funds with personal loans at uncontrolled and
increasing rates. So the reality is that the 13.5
per cent loans which the Premier is so desper-
ate to defend do not in fact exist in practice in a
substantial way.

Let us come to the key, critical question
which the Premier has to answer about the 13.5
per cent limit. Anyone can simply say we
should keep the limit, but Of Course it is not his
Government which has to make the decision.
When his Government was confronted with its
own policy-it said it would introduce interest
restriction rates on the building societies-it
baulked at its own policy. It was not prepared
to implement its own policy-and that policy
was spelt out in the ALP State platform in
1982-that there would be a control on interest
rates. The policy document states that the
Labor Government would put unrelenting
pressure on the Federal Government to place
restrictions on levels of interest rates charged
by banks and building societies. The Govern-
ment itself was to put restrictions on foreclos-
ures of mortgages by building societies.

The Government has total constitutional
legislative power to put restrictions on building
societies in this State, yet the Government has
refused to impose those restrictions because the
Premier recognises that if he puts them on
there will be no money for housing and the
building societies will go out of business. He
has said publicly that he will not impose
interest rate restrictions in this State.

So where is his great strength? Where is his
courage when he bleats about keeping up the
13.5 per cent restriction at the Federal level?
Why does he not put a 13.5 per cent restriction
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on the building societies? Why does the
Premier think that he is being terribly smart by
constantly challenging the Opposition to say
where it stands on the 13.5 per cent restriction
when he will not put those same restrictions
into the area where he has total control?

Mr Brian Burke: Do you want an answer?

Mr HASSELL- Because the Premier will put
them out of business.

Mr Brian Burke: 1 will tell you why. Im-
posing control is completely different from
lifting control.

Mr HASSELL: Oh, Mr Speaker!

Mr Brian Burke: Well, it is. You do not
understand that. You still have not told us
what your view is.

Mr HASSELL: I will lei the Premier rant and
rave;, he has had his time. He did not use all his
time as he did not want to deal with the
substantive issues; he wanted to make just one
point in his whole reply on the key, critical
issue of interest rates. The only point which the
Treasurer of this State had to make was that he
was not satisfied with the Opposition's answer
on the 13. 5 per cent.

Let me repeat for the Premier that I do not
want bank interest rates to rise above 13.5 per
cent. But I put to the Premier the questions
which must be faced by any responsible person.
What happens when the funds dry up? What
happens when the building industry goes out of
business? What happens when the banks are
not prepared to lend any more money for hous-
ing? What is the Premier going to do about that
situation? Does he imagine that one can have a
financial system in which I8 per cent is the
going rate at which the banks will lend money
for housing? How damned stupid can one be?
Anyone, even one of his famous children he is
always quoting, could understand that.

The fact is that no-one wants interest rates to
rise. I certainly do not want the 13.5 per cent to
rise, but I do want to have a building industry
in this State. I do want to have some new
houses constructed. The Premier was the per-
son who told us that the bank lendings
represented 60 per cent of the loans. Let the
Premier tell us now or at any other time what
he is going to do when 60 per cent of the avail-
able loans are no longer available, because an
artificial restriction on interest rates is totally
out of kilter with the marketplace. That is the
reality.

The Premier wants that restriction
maintained, come what may, yet he will not
impose the restriction on the building societies.
That shows a total lack of sincerity and under-
standing on the part of the Premier. It shows
that the Premier is a supporter of policies in
Canberra which have produced the economic
and interest irate crisis.

If this Premier were dinkumn about interest
rates he would have the courage to get up and
not to try to get a big banner headline in The
West Australian about slamming Canberra on
interest rates. He would slam them on the
whole range of their economic policies. He
would tell Canberra that its wages policy was
no good, the consensus policy was no good, the
taxation policy was no good, the deficit policy
was no good and the expenditure policy was no
good. But Of Course he will not slam Canberra
on any of those matters because he supports it.
lie has supported it all down the line. All this
business about the 13.5 per cent is just non-
sense. This is demonstrated in particular by his
failure to tell the world what he will do when
there is no more money far the 60 per cent of
people who rely on the banks for housing
finance. Hie fails to tell us why it is that it is
appropriate to maintain a 13.5 per cent control
on the banks which are controlled by Canberra
and not appropriate to impose a 13.5 per cent
control on the building societies which are con-
trolled by him.

Mr Brian Burke: What does all this mean?
Are you ever going to tell us what you think
about the restriction?

Mr HASSELL: That is the extent of the intel-
ligence and the comnmonsense of the Premier.
He has not answered the debate. He has made
no attempt to deal with the issues. The reality
is that this Government has supported consist-
ently the economic policies which have
produced the crisis and the interest rates about
which the Premier now bleats.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden

a division taken with the

Ayes 14
Mr H-assell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Treshowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

(eller)
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Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Davies

Ayes
Mr Old
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Dr Dadour
Mr Spriggs
Mr McNee
Mr Stephens
Mr Cowan

Noes 22
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mu Read
Mr Tonkin
MrTroy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr P. 3. Smith
Mr Carr
Mr Tomn Jones
Mr Jamieson
Mr Wilson
Mr Evans
Mr Parker
Mr Taylor

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

RURAL MORTGAGE PROTECTION AND
RELIEF BILL

Second Reading: Defeated
Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR CRANE (Moore) 11. 55 a.mn.]: I will reply

to comments which have been made in relation
to this Bill, but first I would like to thank those
members who did support me in my endeav-
ours to do something for an ailing rural indus-
try.

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot hear the
member for Moore. I can heat the member for
Scarborough and I am getting a bit weary of
hearing him.

Mr CRANE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I
would like to thank those members from this
side of the House who supported my private
member's Bill to alleviate the very serious situ-
ation in the rural industry.

It is quite evident that the Government does
not intend to support the Bill. The pant that
concerns me more than ever of course is that
tonight or very soon Parliament will finish-if
it does not finish today, it will do so within the
next few days-and there wilt be no oppor-
tunity for any legislation to be put in place to
assist that industry. However, I would like to
thank those members who supported me and
who had the courage to come forward and do
SO.

I would like to reply to some of the com-
ments made by members of the Government-
that is, the Minister for Agriculture and the
member for Kalgoorlie. The Minister in his re-

ply did say that he appreciated the spirit in
which I moved this legislation, but he pointed
out many reasons why it would not work. He
said that the member for Greenough and I were
quite correct in our overall exposition of the
rural situation. Of course, we know we are cor-
rect, because we live in a rural situation and we
have been very concerned about the greatly
deteriorating situation. But it is disheartening
in the extreme to find that the Government has
not got the courage to come forward, as
happened in the 1930s when the rural situation
was so bad, and take the necessary steps to
provide some relief to the rural industry.

The Minister in his reply did quote Several
letters he had received from various organis-
ations. These organisations, had told him, in
particular, that the Bill was obnoxious and that
it was not desired by them, and therefore they
could not say anything good about the Bill but
only point to its deficiencies. I know all legis-
lation has its deficiencies, but what concerns
me is the fact that neither the Government, nor
those people who wrote to the Minister, nor the
two rural organisations concerned, made any
attempt to put forward any amendments which
could be incorporated into the Bill to cater for
the areas of concern which they expressed.

I have here a statement from the Australian
Bankers Association. Oh, for God's sake, shut
up, you people. I am trying to talk. If members
cven on this side do not think this is import-
ant-

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Henderson):

Order! The member for Moore will resume his
remarks.

MrT CRANE: This is serious.
Mr Brian Burke: Can I just point out the

sensitivity of the issue? The member for
Gascoyne interjected on his leader and there
was an argument about that, and now he is
interjecting on you.

Mr CRANE: In deference to the rural indus-
tr I ought to walk out of this place right now
so that rural people can appreciate what Parlia-
ment thinks of their situation. This is a very
serious matter and if that is all the concern
members can show-and I do not give a damn
which side of the House they are on-it does
not speak very much for their intelligence or
their appreciation of a very serious problem.

I have a statement from the Australian
Bankers Association in which it points out that
additional costs would be imposed on the
mortgagee. Anyone with the slightest amount
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of intelligence would understand that that
would be so. Of course there would be ad-
ditional costs. There is always an additional
cast whenever a property owner or anyone else
wants to take action to protect his interests. In
the past it has always been the property owner
who had to bear the costs, so what is new about
their having to bear the additional costs in this
instance?

The Australian Bankers Association said the
proposed legislation would provide a prospec-
tive purchaser with the knowledge that he had
a chance of purchasing a property at only 80
per cent of the best or proper price. That is
ridiculous. Is the association assuming that
only one person will bid at the auction and that
he will not go above the 80 per cent which my
legislation proposed as the minimum amount
for which the property could be sold? We all
know how the auction system works and we
know that that is no indication of what the
property might bring.

My Bill would ensure that the property
owner would not get less than 80 per cent of the
property's value. One does not have to be a
Rhodes scholar to work that out, yet this is the
sort of unintelligent reply we get from the bank-
ing fraternity. One would not expect much bet-
ter from them, because to turn around and
write to the banks and ask their opinion is
tantamount to asking Caesar to pass judgment
on Caesar.

The member for Kalgoorlie referred to some
comments made by a farmer from Esperance, a
Mr Overheu. He said my Bill was really a regur-
gitation of two previous Bills which were
introduced in the Parliament 40 years ago.'That is not so. In fact, there were three Bills.
He was referring to the Farmers' Debts Ad-
justment Act and the Mortgagees' Rights, Re-
striction Act and there was also the Rural Re-
lief Act which was used in conjunction with
that legislation. That Act ceased to exist as re-
cently as 1979 and was incorporated into the
Rural Adjustment Authority. So Mr Overheu
was not as sure as he could have been in what
he considered my Bill was endeavouring to do.
The member for Kalgoorlie referred to him as
an expert in these matters. I do not believe
from the comments he made that he was an
expert. Therefore I do not believe there was
any great substance in the arguments put for-
ward by either speaker from the Government
side-the Minister or the member for
Kalgoorlie. They both have some knowledge of
the rural industry.

It is unfortunate the Minister for Agriculture
is not here now. The member for Kalgoorlie
was active in the rural hardship inquiry we held
a couple of years ago.

Mr Gordon Hill: Why are you still telling
people in your electorate that you are in the
Country Party?

Mr CRANE: I am not telling them that. I am
not in the Country Party. There is no Country
Party; it does not exist any more. If members
opposite are trying to be funny they are not
very successful. When have I said that to any-
one? Can members opposite name someone to
whom I have said it? I am a Liberal; I joined
the Liberal Party six or eight months ago.

Mr Pearce: A longstanding engagement!
Mr CRANE: That is what I am. Do members

opposite doubt that? Can we write finish to this
silly, stupid idea?

I was referring to the three Acts of Parlia-
ment. The Rural Relief Act was introduced to
distribute £12 million made available by the
Federal Government to the rural industry
which was suffering serious difficulties at the
time. That converts to $24 million in our
present currency, but if we were to compare the
relative value of the money with that provided
in 1935 we would find that the $24 million
would actually be worth $1.5 billion now. That
is considerably more than the amount of
money the Federal Government is making
available. It gives us an idea of how little the
Federal Government is doing for the rural in-
dustry.

Members can see that the Federal Govern-
ment is making a very small amount of money
available to the rural industry today compared
with that which it was prepared to make avail-
able then. That is an indictment of the Federal
Government and people should take that into
consideration when they consider how little the
State and Federal Governments are doing for
the rural industry.

Mr Blaikie: They will realise it when farmers
start going to the wall all over the State. Then
the Labor Party will realise it has done nothing,
but it will be -too late.

Mr CRANE: It is obvious it does not intend
to do anything.

Mr Brian Burke: Seriously, you people must
not be looking forward to winning the next
election with all the problems that are coming
up for you to deal with.

Mr CRANE: The greatest problem in West-
ern Australia is the Labor Government.
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One of my great concerns in introducing this
legislation on 25 September was that there has
been so little spoken about it and so little op-
pontunity for the farmers, the people who are
most concerned about this matter, to learn any-
thing about it. This was highlighted in an
article in the Western Farmer and Grazier, A
letter from two people from Toodyay, Mr
Fairilough and Mr Lee Steere, was brought to
my attention yesterday. They were concerned,
as I have been concerned, at the fact that so
little has been said about the Bill. There are
many farmers who do not know anything about
it and there has been an apparent lack of infor-
mation put forward by the Press. Obviously
they were very scared of it and I know that of
the two organisations-the Primary Industry
Association and the Pastoralists and Graziers
Association-the latter said that it would sup-
port the legislation, with certain amendments,
but neither of them has done so. It will be their
worry when they have to make account of
themselves to their rank and file because their
members are beginning to get very agitated
about the attitude of the leaders of the indus-
try.

The letter to which I refer illustrates this -and
it reads as follows-

While conceding that it is highly unlikely
that it will receive support from the Burke
Government, we are astonished that our
two estranged industry organisations saw
fit to give this Bill absolutely no support.
In fact this Bill has had such little media
coverage that it would be surprising if rural
people genuinely were aware of its exist-
ence.

I was so concerned about that aspect that some
weeks ago I wrote to the PtA and asked the
Farmers Weekly if it would print my second
reading speech in which I explained the Bill-
because it had not printed it before-and send
the bill to me, which would have been
approximately $700 for a page in the Farmers
Weekli, but it even refused to do that.

Maybe that indicates some discrimination. I
do not know whether the antidiscrimination
laws could be brought to bear here because evi-
dently the paper was not prepared to take an
advertisement from someone who happens to
have been a member of the Farmers Union, or
the PIA, since its inception in the late 1 940s
when it was brought into being as an amnalga-
mation of the Primary Producers Association
and the Wheasgrowers Union. I am a foun-
dation member of this association, yet I find
when I ask the Farmers Weekly to publish

something, which would not otherwise be
published, and I wish to pay for it in the form
of an advertisement, it will not do so. Perhaps
that suggests that the industry organisations are
a little afraid of what I was trying to do. I do
not think the truth is anything to be afraid of.

All I was asking, and all I have asked all
along, is that the farmers themselves are given
an opportunity to understand what the Bill is
about and, what it is trying to do and that they
be given the chance at judgment. It was not for
me to make the judgment, but I do believe the
farmers themselves, the persons who are con-
cerned, should have that opportunity to pass
judgment on something which is going to affect
them. Yet we find that the organisation which
claims to be their mouthpiece and to represent
their interests has refused to give them any
information regarding what we were
endeavouring to do for them.

As I explained in a letter to the President of
the PTA, I thought that we had gotten rid of
Doctor Goebbels in the 1 940s. He was the
arch-enemy of people who were trying to put
the truth across. As people who were alive in
those days will remember, he was the great nazi
propagandist in Germany who fed the German
people a pack of lies or withheld the truth. Now
we find our own rural organisation leaders fol-
lowing this doctrine. I find that that is ex-
tremely distasteful and very disturbing.

M r Brian Bu rke: ThatI is a seri ous charge.

Mr CRANE: I have the evidence here and if
the Premier would like me to read the letters I
shall do so. These papers were hand-delivered
to Mr Gargett. He rang my secretary the follow-
ing day to say that they had arrived on his desk
and the paper had just gone to print. He got
quite a shock when she said that in fact they
arrived the preceding day because they had
been hand-delivered. He was fumbling for
words because he had not realised that we had
hand-delivered them.

Mr Brian Burke: Perhaps they were on his
desk, but he did not see them.

Mr CRANE: They were on his desk-

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, the receptionist may
have put them there and he might not have had
an opportunity to look at them.

Mr CRANE: Anyway, this is not an import-
ant matter because the fact remains that the
paper did not publish them that week or the
following week, so this legislation has been
brought into Parliament when the majority of
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the people for whom it was prepared, know
very little about it. It has been very effectively
kept under wraps.

Mr Blaikie: The Farmers Weekly could well
have published it on the second week without
any trouble.

Mr CRANE: Yes, it could have published it
yesterday or the day before. That was the third
time in which it had an opportunity to publish
it but it elected not to do so. That is of more
concern to me than the fact that the legislation
has not received the support it needed and I
know that before next August there will be no
opportunity for any legislation to be brought
before this House again. As I said in a Press
release which came out the day before yester-
day, "Can the farmers tread water for that
long?"-I do nol believe they can.

This means that there will be no opportunity
to bring relief to the rural industry except by
the committee, this mythical committee, which
is a mirage the Premier has set up with people
who have not yet been named from the indus-
try. I asked the names of these people the other
day but I was not given them, and I notice in
today's paper that while Mr John Groves seems
to be in charge of the committee, he is the only
person who has been mentioned.

Just what will this committee do? It was sup-
posed to stop mortgagee sales taking place and
to make sure they were conducted in an orderly
manner. We find that mortgagee sales are Still
being conducted and that there are more to
come. A headline in today's paper reads,
"Government tips 12 more forced auctions". it
is evidently a waste of time trying to do any-
thing in this place with a Government which is
not prepared to accept, firstly, that there is a
serious problem in the rural industry.

Mr Brian Burke: We have done more to as-
sist farmers facing rural hardship in the last 21/
years than your Government did in nine.

Mr CRANE: Possibly because there are a lot
more farmers facing hardship now than there
were during that nine years.

Mr Burkett: 1t is because of seven droughts
in 10 years. You are one of the most honest
people on that side and when we went to 20
country towns, you repeatedly said that all the
ills in the rural sector were not because of this
Government but because Liberal-Country
Party Governments, State and Federal, did
little or nothing for the rural sector. That came
out of your mouth. I admired you for your
honesty and courage.

Mr CRANE: And I will say it again: Most of
the problems which are facing the rural indus-
try today are not as the result of drought or bad
seasons, which merely exacerbated the problem
faced by previous Governments. They are pri-
marily increased costs, including interest rates.

That margin is becoming narrower and
narrower. I have been saying that in this Parlia-
ment for a long time. There is no way that I
would try to defend any Government, past or
present, for what has happened. At the time I
said it previously I was a Country Party mem-
ber but now I am a Liberal Party member, so I
have said it under both banners.

I am giving the Premier notice that the com-
mittee set up by the Government will not do
the job he was hop ing it woul d do. AllI it can do
is watch the auctions go quietly by. It cannot do
any more than that. It does not have any teeth
to do more than that. It was an attempt to fob
off the farmers by saying to them, "We have set
up a seven-man committee." I think that was
deceitful by this Government. It cannot do
anything more.

Mr Brian Burke: I think you are being unfair.

Mr CRANE: I am not trying to be unfair. I
am telling the Premier that the committee can-
not do anything. What can it do in the conduct
of those auctions that has not been done be-
fore? There was a sale in Geraldton yesterday.
The gentleman, Doug Gordon, wrote to the
Premier. He wrote to John Groves and did not
get a reply from either him or the Premier. The
auction went on just the same but there was no
bid. That is how useful the committee is.

Mr Brian Burke: The committee was not set
up to handle mortgagee sales that had already
been set in place. That was made cleat. We
would not interfere with those sales that were
already scheduled.

Mr CRANE: How was the sale of Scott's
property cancelled?

Mr Brian Burke: The Minister for
Agriculture made representations to the mort-
gagor who agreed to put off the sale.

Mr CRANE: Is the committee only taking
part in any future sales which have not yet been
arranged?

Mr Brian Burke: From the time of the estab-
lishment of the committee a mortgagee can
submit valuations for a period of six weeks.
The mortgagor puts in the valuation figures
which he believes are correct and the com-
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mittee considers both positions and comes to a
figure that it recommends is the reserve price.
That is not a toothless tiger.

Mr CRANE: What happens if the property
does not reach the reserve price?

Mr Brian Burke: Special procedures are laid
down in that event. if a reserve price is
subsequently found to be too high or too low
before the sale it is adjusted by the committee.

Mr CRANE: And what happens if it does not
reach the reserve price; will it be sold?

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, but there are certain
procedures to be fulfilled. Do you remember
what your leader was saying a little while ago
about finance drying up? There is no more cer-
tain way of drying finance up for rural people
than by having a situation of selling properties
when they cannot afford to pay loans.

Mr CRANE: That is something they have
been saying. The Bill proposes to regulate all
present mortgages as well as all future mort-
gages. That was its object. It would have been a
relatively simple job to take out the words
"future mortgages" and cover those in exist-
ence at this time. I still contend, as I said be-
fore, that the committee will not do anything to
help. There is absolutely no protection for the
farmers at all. Their farms will be sold and with
interest rates going higher, the mortgagee sales
will escalate. The argument that has been put
forward about funds drying up is nonsense.
What is the use of funds to farmers at 20 per
cent interest? The industry cannot pay that. I
know this is not the Premier's problem. The
member for Scarborough made this comment
previously.

A number of years ago the Primary Industry
Bank of Australia was set up to help people
obtain loans at eight per cent. However, those
loans have now escalated to 19 per cent. That
money is of no use to farmers. It might as well
dry up.

We can remember when farmers approached
banks for loans and were told the money was
not available and that the they would have to
obtain the money from the finance companies
at considerably higher interest rates. With bad
seasons the farmers could not meet their com-
mitments and the finance companies, in
rewriting the contracts, put the interest rates
up. If the farmer could not pay the previous
interest rate, how could he pay a loan at a
higher rate of interest? If someone is
attem pting to jump over a hurdle which is set
at six foot and fails, that person would not ask
for the hurdle to he set at six foot two inches

and attempt to leap it again. We saw evidence
of people paying up to 30 per cent interest and
more. It is therefore no use saying that money
will dry up. Money at that price is of no use.

This legislation would have prevented any
sales of property and at the same time it would
have hurt lending institutions. They would
have been keen to take action to reduce interest
rates to a sensible level. Whether one likes it or
not, it is no use floating the Australian dollar.
The Australian dollar has all the floating capa-
bilities of a house brick. The only solution to
this problem is a legislative solution. We can-
not deal with the problem in any other way. We
cannot rely on the decency of people to help
because many people are not decent. The banks
will not reduce their interest rates because they
feel sorry for someone.

At one time bank interest rates were pegged
at 12.8& per cent for rural loans under $100 000.
As soon as the dollar was allowed to float those
interest rates went through the ceiling. Why has
the rate been pegged for housing loans and not
for rural loans? It has been pegged at 13.5 per
cent for housing. Is there any difference be-
tween a housing loan and a farming loan? Why
should interest rates be pegged for one and free
to float for the other? If this legislation is
passed, interest rates will be brought back into
line and we will have found a solution. The
only solution is a reduction in costs. This legis-
lation will not solve anything on its own. It
would have brought about a situation of forcing
other action to be taken.

Now we will not have this legislation and we
have nothing in its place. I am afraid that this
time next year we will all be very concerned
about the opportunity we have lost.

I am wasting my time talking to the Govern-
ment in this place. It is determined it will do
nothing about the problem, and that is its right.
It has the numbers and there is nothing the
Opposition can do about it. However, it will go
on record that when the Labor G3overnment
was called on to help, it was found to be want-
ing. That is a record it will not be able to get rid
of. The Government can talk until it is blue in
the face but it will never convince the people. It
did not take the opportunity to help the rural
industry. It is the greatest industry in this
country, it always has been, and it will continue
to be. God only knows what OUr overseas defi-
cit will be. The rural industry is responsible for
half of our export industry and it is a most
important one. It is working without the help of
Government, and the farmers will not forget it.
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The rural industry probably does not mean
very many votes to the Labor Party because it
holds only about three seats, but it will mean a
lot to the people in the metropolitan area be-
cause that is where the reaction will come from.
They will realise they have been starved be-
cause the Government has not taken any action
to help the declining rural industry. I do not
have any pleasure at all in knowing that will
happen.

My only concern is for the industry, and I am
disappointed to find that when the Govern-
ment had the opportunity to do something it
did not take it. This legislation would have
given it that opportunity. The legislation could
have been amended to do what the Govern-
ment wanted it to do, and it bad the numbers
to do it. However, the Government was not
prepared to do that and it will carry its mistake
for a long time.

Not only will the Government suffer from itsactions, but the leadens of the two rural organis-
ations will also suffer. There will be a revolt
very soon and it will not be the rural industries
against the Government. Unfortunately, it will
be the rural industries against one another, and
that is where the problem will lie. The conflict
is beginning to manifest itself now, and it is a
sad state of affairs.

It was a sad occasion the other day when
farmers went to Carnamab and objected to a
legal mortgagee sale. It was wrong that the
farmers took the law into their hands to pre-
vent the sale. It was a sad day for the rural
industry.

Mr Brian Burke: If we promise to support
this legislation, will you wind up now?

Mr CRANE: Yes, I will.
Mr Brian Burke: We are not going to promise

to, but will you wind up anyway?
Mr CRANE: I will, if the Government sup-

ports it.

Mr Brian Burke: We will not support it, but
will you wind up?

Mr CRANE: I have offered to wind up if the
Government supports this legislation. The
Premier did ask me if!I would wind up-

Mr Brian Burke: But I did not promise that
we would support it.

Mr CRANE: I will wind up. I have failed, but
at least it is better to try and to fail than not to
have tried at all. The Government did not try
and neither did a lot of other people.

A Government member: It is better to have
loved and lost.

Mr Brian Burke: It is better to have endeav-
oured, or to have committed yourself than to
always shirk the fight.

Mr CRANE: I have lost a lot of fights and I
have won a lot of them. I have only lost this
battle, but by hell I will win the war because it
is not over yet by any means. This is only the
first phase of it. It is over for only a few
months, but the problem will come back and
something will have to be done. The solution
may be different from this legislation which
could have been the start of solving the prob-
lem. As I said, I may have lost this battle but I
will win the war.

I wish the Government had supported this
legislation because the industry needs its help,
but it is obvious that it will not support it and it
is not concerned.

Mr Brian Burke: We are concerned, but we
do not believe this measure is the appropriate
step to take.

Mr CRANE: Why did not the Government
take the step?

Mr Brian Burke: We thought we did with the
committee we established.

Mr CRANE: That was not a measure; it was
absolutely hopeless. If the Government had
brought forward its own legislation, I would
have been as happy as a pig in straw.

The Government has not moved in any legis-
lative way to help the situation, and that is the
point I am trying to make. It will bear the scar
for a long time, and Western Australia will bear
it always.

1 amn sorry the Government will not support
this legislation but I know that the Government
is not dinkum.

Mr Brian Burke: I am as dinkumn as you are.
Mr CRANE: Is the Premier suggesting that I

was not din kum when I brought in this legis-
lation?

Mr Brian Burke: You are telling me that I am
not dinkurn. I am asdinkumn as you.

Mr CRANE: If the Premier is dinkum he
should do something about it, but obviously he
will not.

it is a sad day for Western Australia when
the Government allows this opportunity to
pass. At least I have had the support from
members on this side of the House, and that is
more than some people thought I would get.

Mr Tonkin: They would not have given you
that support if you were in Government.
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Mir CRANE: We will find out about that in
August next year.

Mr Davies: They will not support you unless
you become a "Liberal"!

Mr Tonkin: No Government will support
this legislation, and you will find that out.

Mr Brian Burke: It is horrendous legislation
and parallels legislation prior to the last war in
Germany.

Mr CRANE: This legislation is softer than
that which was passed in the 1930s. I was asked
by one or two people to include home loans in
this legislation because they thought the situ-
ation was so bad they believed it would be
welcome. Perhaps if I had done so, there would
have been more of a hue and cry from the
people in the metropolitan area.

Mr Tonkin interjected.

Mr CRANE: What happened before?
Mr Tonkcin: They would not have lent money

for 50 years. You do not understand basic
economics.

Mr CRANE: It was not until the 1970s that
the Farmers' Debts Adjustment Act was
repealed.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: They would not lend for a little

while, but they would eventually do what 1I said
a while ago, and that is work in the one direc-
tion.

Mr Brian Burke: I admit you are very honest
and that you have a lot of courage. Do you
believe that the present restriction on bank
home loans of 13.5 per cent should be lifted?

Mr CRANE: No, I do not.
Mr Blaikie: That upset you.
Mir Brian Burke: No, it did not. His leader

believes the opposite.
Mr CRANE: I said that I did not believe it

should be lifted.
Mr Brad shaw: By holding down interest rates

you are forcing interest rates up for other
people.

Mr CRANE: The only way to bring them
back to a respectable level is to reduce them
every few months.

I can see that I am wasting my time with
members of the Government. Not only do they
not understand the problem, which is bad
enough, but also they are not prepared to show
the courage to do something about it. They will

carry that scar for the rest of their days, be-
cause they were given an opportunity and did
not take it.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Davies

Ayes
Mr Old
Mr Thompson
Mr Wait
Dr Dadour
Mr Spriggs
Mr MeNee
Mr Stephens
Mr Cowan

Ayes 14
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Noes 22
Mr GrillI
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tonkin
M rTroy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordon Hill

Pains
Noes

Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Carr
Mr Tonm Jones
Mr Jamileson
Mr Wilson
Mr Evans
Mr Parker
Mr Taylor

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Commonwealth Legislation: Motion

Debate resumed from 9 October.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [2.44 a.m.):

This motion invites all members of the House
to stand up for Western Australia, to deny the
Commonwealth the right to legislate in respect
of land rights, and to tell it to keep its hands off
our State. That is a pretty simple proposition
that everyone can understand.

The land rights debate raged fiercely in West-
ern Australia for a long time. Good sense
prevailed and the right decision was reached
for all the people and all the State. The only
fear we have is that a Federal Government will
try to override the rights of the State and im-
pose its will on us.

Historically, Western Australians have
always rejected that proposition. I am sure that
given the chance they would reject it again. All
members in this House would be well aware of
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the feelings of the people of Western Australia
in respect of both land rights and the rights of
any Federal Government to come in over the
top of us against our constitutional rights and
try to impose lands rights on us.

Mr Grill: That's enough rhetoric. The Press
have gone home and are not going to come
back.

Mr LAURANCE: It is interesting that the
Minister has interjected in the manner that he
has.

Mr Grill: It makes good sense.
The SPEAKER: Order! If the Minister for

Transport wants to interject, he must be in his
seat,

Mr LAURANCE: I attended a conference in
the Northern Territory where the land rights
issue is white-hot.

Mr Grill: Rafferty's rules.
Mr Clarko: Is the Minister defying the

Speaker?

The SPEAKER: Order! I call the member for
Karrinyup to order.

Mr Clarko: He said it was Rafferty's rules.

Mr LAURANCE: I can understand the diffi-
culty experienced by the member for Moore
earlier.

I was pointing out that the land rights debate
is reaching a white heat in the Northern Terri-
tory, particularly now that the Federal Govern-
ment has given away Ayers Rock. At the con:
ference in Darwin only a few days ago, we
heard the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Af-
fairs, Mr Clyde Holding, in a very belligerent
fashion upbraid the people of the Northern
Territory, telling them that he still intended to
proceed with a national model of land rights
legislation. I took the opportunity to ask him
what his programme for implementing land
rights around Australia would be, and he
indicated to the conference that some amend-
ments would be made to the Northern Terri-
tory Act and that discussions would continue
with all the States until that objective was
achieved. Thus, far from going away, the issue
is still very much one for Western Australia.

Mr Crane: What about Ayers Rock? Is he
going to give that back?

Mr LAURANCE: No. Premier Sob called on
him to reverse that decision and give it back,
but the present Federal Government will not
do so. it has not given away its objective of
achieving land rights around Australia. In a

very belligerent fashion Mr Holding reminded
the conference of his and his Government's
commitments to land rights.

Mr Blaikie: You picked up a lot of interesting
information over there. Did you get any infor-
mation about Bungle Bungle?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Vasse had an opportunity to speak previously.

Mr LAURANCE: The situation is still that
Western Australia has something to fear with
land rights and the Federal Government has
made it clear it intends to pursue national land
rights legislation. That is despite the fact that
nothing will happen until after the next State
election and despite the fact that the Burke
Government has very conveniently walked
away from land rights in the last few weeks,
saying that they are not achievable-in my
parentheses-at the moment. Thus I think this
motion is most appropriate and one that
should be supported by all members of this
House who believe that there is a very clear
indication that 80 per cent or 90 per cent of the
people in this State do not want land rights and
an even higher percentage do not want any
Commonwealth interference on this or any
other matter in which the Commonwealth does
not have the constitutional right to interfere,
The choice for members when they vote on this
motion is very clear indeed.

I support the motion.

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [2.49 a.m.]: The
Government opposes this motion. It does so
because there is nothing in the motion that
gives us an opportunity in a genuine way to
support it. For the last 12 months, the Oppo-
sition has proceeded on the basis of trying to
extract every political mile that was achievable
from the debate on land rights in this State.
There are times when the debate has reached
the stage of being directed purely at extracting
votes from a society that at times has been
uninformed and therefore not aware of the
realities of this issue.

Certain aspects of this motion are in accord
with the attitudes expressed by the Premier in
his concern about the actions of the Federal
Government. H~e has made those attitudes clear
to the Federal Government in the last 12
months. We do not need this motion to alert
the Government and the Premier that it is
necessary to talk to the Federal Government
about this State's concerns.

Mr Hassell: You are opposing the motion
because you support land rights?
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Mr BRIDGE: I repeat for the benefit of the
Leader of the Opposition that I have not
drifted away from my position of supporting
land rights. I feel that inevitably this nation will
be faced with the realisation that land rights
must be granted. We may not face that in 1 985
but the reality will be faced in the future,
whether it be 1995, 2005, or whenever. History
will prove that myjudgrnent is correct. The day
will come when this nation will for better, and
not worse, accept that proposition. I do not run
away from the issue.

When the motion was introduced, the Leader
of the Opposition talked about the prevention
of divisions in our society and said that in
order to do so we had to make our position
clear to Canberra. This Government attempted
to prevent those divisions in our State and
presented a form of land rights that we believed
was reasonable, realistic, and workable, and
which would not show preference to any one
group. It was a balanced package which was
fair and workable, but the Opposition
ultimately rejected it.

We were conscious of the issues involved
when we embarked on the land rights legislat-
ive programme, and we were aware that it was
necessary to ensure that divisions were not
created in this State by the arguments for and
against land rights. The Government faced its
responsibilities in a very effective way, and as a
member of the Government I indicate that it
deserves great credit for the courage it
displayed in the introduction of the legislation.

The Government has always been aware of
the delicate and sensitive nature of this issue
which a large group of people in Australia, who
are uniformed, can easily become very scared
of. The Leader of the Opposition made a delib-
erate attempt to frighten people about the ef-
fects of land nights. HeI did so in an unfair way
because he indicated that the Aboriginal people
had certain aspirations and objectives which,
in fact, were certainly not shared or sought by
the Aboriginal people in this State. The Leader
of the Opposition was quite wrong to indulge in
such propaganda around the State, to play on
the great fear that people had, and to indicate
that some people were in danger of losing their
homes,

The member for Gascoyne knows that what I
am saying is true because he knows and has
associated with many Aboriginal people in his
electorate. He knows that Aboriginal people do
not want to grab the land or chase

non-Aborigines out of the State. Unfortunately
members opposite, such as the member for
Gascoyne, were not prepared to support the
Government on this issue. The Government
tried to address this problem in such a way that
we could put an end to this festering sore. It
will not go away but will continue to haunt us
until a solution is found.

I indicate on behalf of the Government that
this motion contains nothing new which at-
tracts us to the point that we would support it.

As a matter of fact, some of the measures
contained in the motion are those which the
Government has attempted to achieve in the
past. We have made our position clear to the
Federal Government, and have indicated that
the responsibility for matters of this nature lies
with the State. The Premier has made that
abundantly clear to the Commonwealth
Government. It is not necessary for the
Government to take this matter any further
and, therefore, we do not support thie motion.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden

Mr Bamnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
M rTerry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Davies

Ayes
Mr Old
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Dr Dadour
Mr Spriggs
Mr McNee
Mr Stephens
Mr Cowan

Ayes 14
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKin non
Mr Mensaros
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Noes 22
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr H-odge
Mr Hughes
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr GordonllI

Pairs
Noes

Mr P.J. Smith
Mr Carr
Mr Torn Jones
Mr Janmieson
Mr Wilson
Mr Evans
Mr Parker
Mr Taylor

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.
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HEALTH AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from 25 September.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.58 a.m.]: This Bill is brought on
at this late hour to obtain a response from the
Government and a vote.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for
Health) [2.59 a.m.J: The Government opposes
this Bill.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarke
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Blegg
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Davies

Ayes 14
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Noes 22
Mr Gritl
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tonkin
MrlTroy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordon Hill

(Telle)

Ayes
MrOld
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Dr Dadour
Mr Spriggs
Mr McNee
Mr Stephens
Mr Cowan

Pairs
Noes

Mr P.]J. Smith
M rCarr
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Jamieson
Mr Wilson
Mr Evans
Mr Parker
Mr Taylor

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [3.01 a.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
a date and time to be fixed by Mr Speaker.

Question put and passed.

(Tell-r) House adjourned at 3.02 a.mi. (Saturday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet:
Discussions

1543. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premnier:

(1) Is it fact that the Parliamentary Sec-
retary of the Cabinet had discussions
with at least one of the persons
interested in the development of the
Perth Technical College site, prior to
the final decision being made?

(2) In such discussion, was the member
for Perth acting on behalf of the
Premier or the Government, or on his
own behalf'

(3) If he is not aware of any discussion,
will he take the necessary action to
become aware of the details?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) I am informed that the Parlia-
mentary Secretary of the Cabinet was
approached on this matter but he ad-
vised that he had no involvement in
the project, and took no further ac-
tion.

SIR LENOX HEWITT

In vestment Opportunities: Development

1547. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) Under the terms of the employment
contract relating to Sir Lenox Hewitt,
is Sir Len ox Hewitt required to de-
vote a minimum period of time to
developing investment opportunities
for Western Australia?

(2) Does he receive reimbursement for ex-
penses incurred in addition to his
consultancy fee?

(3) If so, what is the total amount paid to
Sir Lenox Hewitt since the inception
of the consultancy?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) No.

(2) No. However, certain expenses in-
j;urred by Sir Lenox Hewitt are met by
the Government.

(3) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Development: Tenders
1550. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) When was he personally made aware
of the persons and companies
interested in tendering for the devel-
opment of the Perth Technical College
site in St George's Terrace?

(2) By whom was he personally made
aware?.

(3) Did he discuss the matter with any of
the interested parties before a decision
was made by the Western Australian
Development Corporation?

(4) Did he discuss the matter with the
Chairnan of the Western Australian
Development Corporation, the Chair-
man of the Superannuation Board, or
any person employed by the Western
Australian Development Corporation,
before the final decision was made?

(5) If so, with whom did he discuss the
proposal and on what basis were such
discussions held?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (5) The management of the Perth

Technical College site tender process
and the selection of the successful
ten derer was undertaken by the
WADC.
I was aware of the names of many of
the organ isat ions-of whom I under-
stand there were some 40 to 50-that
originally expressed interest in
tendering for the site, following the in-
vitation to tender issued by the
WADC in December 1984. The
names of some were published in the
Press, and others advised me person-
ally of their intention to bid. I am not
sure I can accurately recall the details
of such knowledge, based as it was
upon conversations extended over a
period of nearly 12 months.

RAY O'CONNOR CONSULTANCY PTY
LTD

Agreement
1555. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premnier:

(1) When did the Government enter into
an agreement with Ray O'Connor
Consultancy Pty Ltd?
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(2) What was the main purpose of that
agreement?

(3) What concerns has the Government
about the agreement?

(4) How much has the Government paid
to date to Ray O'Connor Consultancy
Pty Ltd under that agreement?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Informal arrangements commenced in

approximately December 1984.
(2) To employ Ray O'Connor

Consultancy to look into
opportunities for holding sporting
events incidental to the America's
Cup over a period ending March
198?.

(3) I am not aware of concerns being
expressed about the informal arrange-
ments.

(4) This matter is privy to the parties con-
cerned.

1595. Postponed.

MR AND MRS W. HEMSLEY
Settlement

1598. Mr TUBBY, to the Premier:
(1) Referring to the meeting he had with

Mr and Mrs Hemsley in Geraldton on
18 October 1985, concerning rare
flora, land, and compensation, what
progress has been made towards settle-
ment as a result of this meeting?

(2) Is he aware he promised settlement
within three months of the Cabinet
meeting held in Geraldton in 1983,
following a meeting with the
Hemnsleys?

(3) Does he recall introducing Mr Terry
Burke MLA, Cabinet Secretary, to Mr
and Mrs Hemnsley, as his
troubleshooter who would deal with
their problem, the Hemsleys provid-
ing name and address, and the Cabi-
net Secretary promising immediate ac-
tion?

Mir BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) There are two remaining matters to be

finalised from the six points in the
terms of settlement accepted by Mr
and Mrs Hemsley on I August 1984.
Progress on these two matters since 18
October 1985 is as follows-

(a) The transfer of location 6815 to
Mr and Mrs Hemsley has been
subject to the following-
(i) notice that location 6815 was

open for selection appeared
in the Government Gazette of
1 November 1985 with appli-
cations closing on 6
November 1985;

(ii) the application from Mr and
Mrs Hem sley was the only
one lodged at the Depart-
ment of Lands and Surveys;

(iii) on 12 November 1985,
Executive Council approved
that His Excellency the
Governor sign the Crown
grant;

(iv) the Crown grant was signed
by the Minister for Lands
and His Excellency this
morning;

(v) the Crown grant is being
processed at the Office of
Tithes this afternoon, and Mr
and Mrs Hemnsley should
have the Crown grant by
early next week;

(b~) on 24 October 1985, the Under
Secretary for Lands sent to the
Shire of Chapman Valley the no-
tice for the closure of the two road
reserves; these road reserves and
the cancelled railway reserve
should be amalgamated with the
adjoining land of Mr and Mrs
Hemnsley within the next five
weeks.

(2) I do not recall a specific promise of
settlement within three months, but
no doubt I gave assurance of giving all
possible assistaiice.

(3) I recall introducing Terry Burke to Mr
and Mrs Hemnsley as a member of the
Government whom they could contact
if they needed further assistance.

WATER RESOURCES
Mandurak: Mains Pressure

1609. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is he aware of the problems facing 50

residents in the Leybum Drive area of
Mandurah with regard to inadequate
pressure in mains water?
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(2) Has he any plans to rectify this
position?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) The only complaint received

recently was from a person who
refused to identify himself or his prop-
erty but indicated there was a poor
pressure problem in the Leyburn
Drive area.
There were pressure problems in this
general locality several years ago and
the situation was investigated by the
local member, Mr John Read, MLA,
and Public Works Department staff in
December 1983.
This investigation confirmed that the
water pressure to properties in
Leyburn Drive was satisfactory. This
situation is unchanged.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION:
MONEY MARKET OPERATIONS

Bank Bills: Borrowings

1617. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is the Western Australian Develop-

ment Corporation using funds
borrowed from the Treasury to trade
in securities including Government
bonds and bank bills?

(2) If "Yes", does the Treasury follow
these trading activities?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The Western Australian Development

Corporation has acquired bank ac-
cepted or endorsed bills as assets with
funds received on deposit from
Treasury. The WADC has not
acquired any Government Bonds up
to 14 November 1985.

(2) Treasury receives reports daily on all
transactions by the WADC relating to
funds received on deposit from
Treasury and the assets subsequently
acquired.

SUPERANNUATiON BOARD
Investments: Total

1623. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is he aware that-

(a) at 30 June 1985 the total invest-
ment by the Superannuation
Board in property-as per

its tabled accounts-toialled
$113 596 285 or 28 per cent;

(b) the total projected investment by
the State Superannuation Board
in the David Jones and Perth
Technical College sites would
commit the board to a total
announced additional investment
of $235 million;

(c) this could mean that property in-
vestments will make up 86 per
cent of the fund as it now stands?

(2) Does he have any concern about this
investment exposure by the board and
did he take this into account before
authorising the investment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) and (2) The Superannuation Board's

freehold property investments com-
prise 23 per cent of the total portfolio.
The Education Department building
represents a further 5 per cent. It is a
leasehold property and for this reason
is shown separately in the board's
annual report.
The board's proposed investments in
the David Jones and Perth Technical
College sites are long-term projects.
The David Jones development will
take about four years to complete and
the Perth Technical College proposal
even longer.
By the time these projects are
completed, the board's investment
portfolio will have grown consider-
ably. The overall effect will be that the
property sector will. not be excessive.

AMERICA'S CUP CONCERT
Mr Paul Gadenne:- Contract

1624. Mr MacKiINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government a contract with

Paul Gadenne or any company
associated with him for the conduct of
the concert to be conducted at the
time of the America's Cup?

(2) If so, is that contract now to be taken
over by the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation-based West-
ern Australian Events Foundation?

(3) If so, why?
Mr BRIAN BURK.E replied.
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.
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WA EXIM CORPORATION

Housing Project Thailand

1625. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Did the Exirn Corporation have any
involvement in a construction con-
tract for a low-cost housing project for
Thai military personnel in Thailand?

(2) If Exim Corporation was involved,
what was the contract value?

(3) If Exirn Corporation was involved,
were tenders called from Western
Australian construction contractors
who have experience in this type of
project?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (4) 1 am not aware of the details of
this matter, but I will approach the
Exim Corporation and advise the
member in writing in due course.

TRANSPORT

Independent Review of Economic Regulations
of Domestic Aviation

1628. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has the State Government made a
submission to the Federal Govern-
ment's independent review of econ-
omic regulations of domestic avi-
ation?

(2) If so, will that submission be made
public?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (3) I will advise the member in
writing in due course.

ENERGY

Fremanle Gas and Coke Co Lid: Charges

1638. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Would he state whether he gave ap-
proval for the increase in gas rates
from 1 November 1985 by the
Fremantle Gas and Coke Co Ltd?

(2) If so, could he please state the basis of
the approval?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Fremantle Gas and Coke Co Ltd

is not required to seek my approval to
adjust gas prices and did not do so on
this occasion.

(2) Not applicable.

INSURANCE: STATE GOVERNMENT
INSURANCE OFFICE
Agents:, Appointments

1639. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Premier:
(1) Why wiUl the State Government In-

surance Office not appoint agents who
have dealings with multiple under-
writers, as is the custom with most
other insurance companies?

(2) Is he aware that because of this policy,
the State Government Insurance
Office loses many thousands of dollars
worth of policies it should be writing
each year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The Commonwealth Insurance

(Agents and Brokers) Act is to be
enacted early in the new year, and this
places responsibility on insurers for
the action of their agents. In view of
this, there is now a trend towards
underwriters appointing exclusive
agents.

(2) SGIO commercial opportunities are
maximised through its direct market-
ing, exclusive agents, and branch net-
work.

ALUMINA REFINERY (MITCHELL
PLATEAU) AGREEMENT

Extension of Time
1640. Dr DADOUR. to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the Government considering

granting an extension of time to the
venturers under the Alumina Refinery
(Mitchell Plateau) Agreement Act to
permit them to formulate and submit
detailed development proposals as
required under that Act?

(2) If 'Yes", will he please state-
(a) what individuals or organisations

and Government bodies have
been or will be consulted prior to
the granting of such an extension
of time;
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(b) under what conditions such an ex-
tension of time is likely to be
given;

(c) until what time such an extension
is likely to be given;

(d) when a final decision on the
pranting of an extension of time is
likely to be made;

(e) how, in the absence of an
adequate system of conservation
parks and reserves on the
Mitchell Plateau, the Govern-
ment can justify granting ap-
proval for an activity which will
lead to large-scale clearing and
mining of an area of such high
biological diversity and conser-
vation value?

(3) If "No" to (1), is the Government con-
sidering the purchase of Mitchell
River Station, or part thereof, to per-
mit the establishment of a viable
system of conservation parks and re-
serves?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) The member's attention is
drawn to the provisions of the Bill that
was introduced by me on Thursday, 7
November to amend the Alumina Re-
finery (Mitchell Plateau) Agreement
Act of 197 1.

(3) Not applicable.

MINERAL: BAUXITE

D wdlingup: Alcoa ofA ustralia Lid

1644. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Is it a fact that the Government will
defer for another 12 months its de-
cision on the future mining pro-
gramme for Alcoa at Dwellingup?

(2) If "No", how does he intend to give
adequate consideration to the local
community committees' recom-
mendations in the time available?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) No.

(2) 1 am in the process of extensive con-
sultations on this matter.

MINERAL.GOLD
Boddingion: Decision

1645. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) When is it expected a decision will be

made for the gold mine at Boddington
to be approved or rejected?

(2) What is holding up the decision being
taken now?

(3) Has a decision been taken to integrate
the social developments flowing from
the project proceeding within the town
of Boddington?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) As far as the Government is con-

cerned, the only outstanding matter
which remains to be resolved on the
Boddington gold project is the infra-
structure negotiations.

(2) The final decision to proceed with the
project will be made by the joint ven-
turers involved who have not as yet
completed their own evaluation.

(3) The project workforce will be based in
Boddington and the town will there-
fore benefit considerably from the
project.

1649. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAY
Fremantle-Perth: Maintenance

1650. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How much was the cost of upgrading

and maintaining the Perth to
Fremantle railway line in-
(a) 1982-83;
(b) 1983-84;
(c) 1984-85;and
(d) estimated for 1985-86?

(2) What was the passenger revenue de-
rived on the Perth to Fremantle rail-
way line in-
(a) 1983-84;
(b) 1984-85; and
(c) estimated for 198 5-86?

(3) What was the operating cost on the
Perth to Fremantle railway line in-
(a) 1983-84;
(b) 1984-85;and
(c) estimated for 198 5-86?
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(4) What was the estimated loss on the
Perth to Fremantle railway line in-

(a) 1983-84;
(b) 1984-85; and

(c) estimated for 1985-86?
Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (4) 1 will advise the member in
writing in due course.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS

Companies: South African Shareholding

165 1. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Will the Government's new policy of
refusing to give contracts to
companies having a 50 per cent or
more South African shareholding af-
fect any companies currently
operating in Western Australia?

(2) How many of these companies cur-
rently have contracts with the State
Government?

(3) Which Government department will
be responsible for investigating
allegations and suspicion against
companies operating in Western
Australia with possible South African
connections?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) It is not possible to anticipate which
local companies having a 50 per cent
or more South African shareholding
will be affected as the policy only
applies to future contracts.

(2) See (1).
(3) All relevant purchasing agencies will

be responsible for the effective appli-
cation of the policy.

RAY O'CONNOR CONSULTANCY PTY
LTD

Contract

1656. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

Has the Government a contract with
Ray O'Connor Consultancy Pty Ltd?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

See reply to question 1555 of
Thursday, 14 November.

TRANSPORT

Boat Moorings: Swan River

1657. Mr MacK]NNON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) With reference to question 1505 of
6 November concerning temporary
moorings in the Swan River, who will
make the final decision in this matter?

(2) Will the Melville City Council be
consulted prior to the decision being
made?

(3) lf not, why not?

(4) How will local residents be consulted
about the proposal prior to the final
decision being made?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The Department of Marine and Har-
bours.

(2) Yes.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) A public meeting is being held at the
East Fremantle Yacht Club on 19
November 1985.

A number of letters expressing con-
cern have been received by the depart-
ment and are being answered in the
normal manner.

MINERAL

Gold Tax: Inquiry

1664. Mr PETER JONES to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) As the Federal Treasurer announced
on 1 9 September that the Federal
Government "had established an in-
quiry to consider" taxing gold, did the
State Government seek to be
represented on this inquiry?

(2) If so, have any approaches been suc-
cessful?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Telexes have been sent to both the
Federal Treasurer and the Prime Min-
ister but no replies have been
received.
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MINERAL
Gold Tax: Inquiry

1665. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Has the State Government been asked

to participate in the proposed inquiry
into taxing gold production?

(2) As the Federal Parliament was ad-
vised on 8 November that member-
ship of the inquiry and terms of refer-
ence have been "largely agreed", was
the State Government able to influ-
ence these decisions?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No.
(2) The State Government continues to

endeavour to influence these de-
cisions. The Premier and the Minister
for Transport have telexed the Federal
Treasurer and the Prime Minister
advocating a broadly-based inquiry by
a working party drawn from State and
Federal Governments and the
goldmining industry.

1666. Postponed.

MINERALS
Tenements: Applications

1668. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to mineral claims

45/10258 and 45/10259, and dredging
claims 45/1358-1361, 45/1364, and
45/1368, when were these tenements
applied for?

(2) Is it a fact they were pegged on 16
December 1980?

(3) Is it also a fact that these applications
were refused by him on 19 August
1985?

(4) Was an approval given by the Aborigi-
nal Affairs Planning Authority to en-
ter the Aboriginal reserve containing
the above tenements?

(5) Has any approval referred to in (4)
been revoked?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) 23 December 1980.
(2) and (3) Yes.

(4) Yes, a permit to enter Aboriginal re-
serves Nos. 31427 and 31428 has been
issued for the period 9 March 1985 to
31 December 1985, but in respect of
mining or prospecting on the reserves,
the permit is restricted to prospecting
licences 45/560 and 45/561.

(5) No.

The member is referred to the answer
to Legislative Council question 328.

ENERGY

Liquid Petroleum Gas: Increased Production

1669. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is it anticipated that increased liquid

petroleum gas production in Western
Australia could lead to lower price
levels?

(2) If so, by what factor could such lower-
ing occur?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The maximum wholesale price of
LPG is established nationally by the
Prices Surveillance Authority. It is
currently $262.21 a tonne. LPG
produced in Western Australia is sup-
plied to distributors on that basis.

Small quantities of LPG are also
imported from South Australia and
Victoria to make up local production
shortfalls, but that entails a consider-
able cost penalty due to transport. The
level of imports is expected to increase
considerably with market growth in
the absence of the proposed LPG ex-
traction facility to increase local pro-
duction.

LPG from the new facility will be
made available to the general WA
market on the same basis as existing
local production. It will allow for mar-
ket expansion without the present
price penalty-around $200 a
tonne-associated with transport
from South Australia and Victoria.

(2) The benefit to Western Australian
users generally will depend on the ex-
tent of new market growth and the
ongoing level of production available
from the Kwinana refinery.
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ENERGY
Liquid Petroleum Gas: Price

1670. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the Government concerned at the

level of liquid petroleum gas prices in
Western Australia?

(2) Is liquid petroleum gas pricing in
Western Australia the same as other
Australian States?

(3) If not, what variation exists between
Western Australia and other States?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) Yes, the Government is always

interested in the level of commodity
prices in the State but in the case of
LPG is satisfied that prices are at a
reasonable level, taking into consider-
ation distribution costs.

(2) The maximum wholesale price of
LPG is set by the Prices Surveillance
Authority and is the same in all States.
The retail price depends on distri-
bution costs and commercial pressures
and thus varies from State to State. In
particular, LPG prices are lowest in
Victoria where there is an abundance
of locally produced product and a par-
ticularly high level of competition be-
tween Marketers.

(3) Current retail prices for automotive
use in capital cities are as follows-
Adelaide 26.5c/litre
Brisbane 28.5cllixire
Sydney 27.Scflitre
Perth 28.4cllitre
Melbourne I 9.6c/litre
Prices in country centres will vary
depending on distribution costs.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet:
Contact

1671. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-

tion 1543 on Thursday, 7 November
1985, with whom did the Parliamen-
tary Secretary of the Cabinet have
contact regarding the development of
the Perth Technical College site?

(2) Did the Parliamentary Secretary of
the Cabinet immediately advise him
of this contact?

(3) What action, if any, did he take fol-
lowing any advice regarding the con-
tact referred to in the reply?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) A meeting between a member of Par-

liament and representatives of an or-
ganisation is a matter for the member
concerned.
I am sure the member would not ex-
pect me to have responsibility for
disclosing the details of meetings be-
tween members of Parliament and in-
dividuals or organisations.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

1672 to 1675. Postponed.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Consultants:- Costs

1676. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier
(1) With regard to the sum of $51 500

paid by Exim Corporation for
consulting services, and appearing in
note 22 ont page 16 of the 1985 annual
report, to which companies was the
sum of$ 51 500 paid?

(2) Who are the principals of the
companies concerned?

(3) What was the nature of the
consultancies?

(4) What services were provided to Exim
Corporation and what benefit did
Exim Corporation derive from the
consulting services referred to?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) 1 am unaware of the details

required by the member. However, 1
will write to Exim and request that it
respond. As soon as I have that infor-
mation I will reply in writing to the
member.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Directors: Emoluments

1677. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(I) With regard to the directors' em-

oluments, appearing as note 22 on
page 16 of the 1985 Exim Corporation
annual report, how has the sum of
$23 265 been deter-mined?
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(2) What emoluments other than fees are
included in the $23 265 prior to the
non-executive directors?

(3) What fees emoluments are involved in
calculating the $2 200 paid to execu-
tive directors?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am unaware of the details

required by the member. However, I
will write to Exim. and request that it
respond. As soon I have that infor-
mation I will reply in writing to the
member.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Powerlines: Duranillin-Moodiarnep

1680. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Have improvements and upgrading

been undertaken to improve the State
Energy Commission transmission
lines serving the Moodiarrup and
Duranillin districts?

(2) If so, what works have been
undertaken?

(3) What works remain to be commenced
or completed?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Construction of 25 kmn of three-phase

line from Muradup to Cairlicup
commenced on 5 June 1985. Thirty
poles have been erected. Work on the
project ceased following objections
from the local community due to
boggy ground.

(3) 180 poles remain to be erected and
25 kmn of conductor to be run. It is
anticipated work may recommence at
the end of the month.

ENERGY: STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Staff Great Northern

1681. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What is the number of State Energy

Commission Personnel stationed in-
(a) Narrogin;
(b) Wagin?

(2) What was the number of State Energy
Commission personnel located in-
(a) Narrogin;
(b) Wagin,
in 1982-83?

(147)

(3) Are any further reductions in numbers
of State Energy Commission person-
net located in-
(a) Narrogin;
(b) Wagin,
proposed?

(4) If so, what reductions are proposed?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) (a) 22;

(b) 10.
(2) (a) 20;

(b) 12 June 1983.
(3) (a) No;

(b) yes.
(4) In the long ternm, the Wagin staff will

be reduced to resident lineman status
with two employees servicing the local
community.

TRANSPORT: WESTRAlL
Regional A dminist ration Office: Narrogin

1682. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is any consideration being given by

Westrail to closing or downgrading the
Westrail regional administration
office in Narrogin?

(2) If so, what changes are proposed and
when are they to be implemented?

(3) What are the details of any proposed
changes in numbers of administrative
staff stationed in Narrogin?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (3) 1 will advise the member in

writing in due course.

TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL
Staff. Wagin

1683. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With regard to Westrail personnel

stationed in Wagin, what reduction in
total numbers has been implemented
since 1983?

(2) What further reductions are
proposed?

(3) What is the present number of
Westrail personnel located in Wagin?
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(4) When will any further reductions be
implemented?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Nil.
(2) 1.
(3) 38.
(4) At the present time no further re-

ductions are envisaged other than the
one position which will be deleted as
soon as the employee can be
redeployed elsewhere.

TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL
Staff Narrogin

1684. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it intended that further reductions

in Westrail staff in Narrogin will be
implemented in the near future?

(2) If so, what changes will be made and
what numbers are involved?

(3) Is it fact that Westrail staff from Perth
are currently located in Narrogin and
receiving living expenses?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A reduction of one position of car and

wagon examiner will occur soon, and
as part of the rationalisation at
Narrogin reductions of 54 positions
are envisaged to be implemented dur-
ing the next five years.

(3) Yes. Relief staff from either Perth or
Albany are currently being used to fill
positions vacant pending permanent
appointments, and it is also normal
practice to provide such staff for
periods of annual leave or for
operating requirements such as a build
up in the traffic task, etc.

1686 and 1687. Postponed.

SHOPPING
Computerised Checkouts: Monitoring

Committee
1688. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:
(1) Does the committee to monitor

computerised checkouts, announced
in January 1984, still meet?

(2) What recommendations has it made
to the Government?

(3) If so, when was its last meeting?
Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) to (3) No committee was formed to

monitor computerised checkouts. A
working party was formed to "discuss
issues related to the computerisation.
of checkout systems in supermarkets".

ROADS: USER CHARGES
Working Party: Report

1689. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) Has the working party announced by

him in June 1983 to study road user
charges reported?

(2) If so, what were its main
recommendations?

(3) What action has the Government
taken to implement these
recommendations?

(4) If not, when is a report expected?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.
(4) Early 1986.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Stress: Working Party

1690. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the working party into teaching

profession stress, announced by him
on November 1983, submitted a re-
port to him?

(2) If "Yes", what were its main
recommendations and what action has
the Government taken to implement
these recommendations?

(3) If not, when does he expect to receive
a report?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The data have been gathered and

analysed and the three parties
involved in the project-the Edu-
cation Department, Teachers' Union,
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and an outside consultant-are
presently negotiating as to the final
form of the report.

1691. Postponed.

MINERALS: WESTERN MINING
CORPORATION

Throssell Range Agreement: Exploration
Licences

1692. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What special circumstances applied, if

any, to the granting of exploration li-
cences for the Throssell Range West-
ern Mining Agreement?

(2) Was the decision recommended by the
Department of Mines?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The exploration licences under the

Western Mining Corporation Limited
(Throssell Range) Agreement Act
when granted will be exempted from
the mandatory drop-off requirements
of the Mining Act 1978 applying to
exploration licences.
The licensees, however, will be
required to expend on exploration
amounts being twice that applying
under the Mining Act for year one,
three times the amount for year two,
and four times the amount for years
three, four, five, and six with the ex-
tension of year six being at the Minis-
ter's discretion.
For further information, I would refer
the member to my second reading
speech which I delivered on 30
October 1985.

(2) This was not a specific
recommendation of the Department
of Mines, but that department was
involved in discussions concerning the
agreement.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS
Mining: Policy

1693. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(I) Further to his answer to question 3430

of- 4 July 1985 concerning Western
Australian national parks, would he
please state-

(a) the Government's current policy
on mining in national parks and
nature reserves;

(b) the number of mining tenement
applications which have been
made during 1984-85 over land
which is reserved as national park
or nature reserve?

(2) Are all applications for mining tene-
ments in national parks and nature re-
serves referred to the National Parks
and Nature Conservation Authority?

(3) Can the National Parks and Nature
Conservation Authority lodge formal
objections with the mining warden to
applications for mining tenements in
national parks and nature reserves?

(4) When does he expect resources will
become available to collate data on
mining tenements in national parks
and nature reserves?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) (a) On 30 October the Government
announced that all proposals for
production mining on "A"-class
reserves-which includes almost
all national parks and many
Nature Reserves-will be subject
to approval of both Houses of
Parliament. This will require
amendments to legislation. Mean-
while formal approvals will be
held in abeyance. Existing ten-
ements will continue according to
previously made conditions.

(b) I am not able to answer the ques-
tion immediately because it is
necessary to check and cross-
check through a number of
systems of records. I will write to
the member with an answer as
soon as possible.

(2) No. Applications for new tenements in
national parks and nature reserves
have been held in abeyance for some
months. The system is currently under
review.

(3) No. I refer the member to section 22
of the Conservation and Land Man-
agement Act where the functions of
the authority are described.
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(4) Collation of data has commenced. As
I have earlier explained, the work
involved in this exercise is substantial,
requiring considerable liaison with the
Mines Department.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

Research Studies: Funding
1694. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for the

Environment:
(1) Who assesses priorities for funding re-

search studies to be carried out by the
Department of Conservation and
Land Management?

(2) Who prepares the case for research
funding into wetlands?

(3) In which metropolitan wetland areas
are research studies being carried out
in 1985-86?

(4) Would he please detail the research
studies being carried out in each of
these wetlands?

(5) In which wetlands have waterfowl
been found which have been affected
by starvation?

(6) Are investigations being carried out to
determine the causes of starvation of
waterfowl?

(7) What measures are planned for the
metropolitan area to ensure that the
feeding habitats of wetland birds
are-
(a) not reduced in size;
(b) not degraded?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) The department's policy directorate.
(2) The director of research and planning

and the director of nature conser-
vation.

(3) Most of the important wetlands in the
metropolitan area-for example,
Forrestdale and Thomsons Lakes,
Alfred Cove, Lake Jandabup.

(4) Monitoring of waterbird populations
at the important bird habitats-Con-
seration and Land Management; gen-
eral limnology at five lakes-
Murdoch; water levels and water qual-
ity at most wetlands-Western
Australian Water Authority-

(5) As far as I am aware, none.

(6)
(7)

No.
The Department of Conservation and
Land Management is developing man-
agement plans for several of the most
important wetlands, and is negotiating
agreements over many others. The
Department of Conservation and En-
vironment has a wetlands referral sec-
tion which assesses any developments
considered likely to have an adverse
effect on any wetlands identified in
the system 6 report.

LAND
Reserves: Northern Jarrak Forest

1695. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Will he list the reserves in the north-

emn jarrah forest and the individual
vestings of those reserves?

(2) What is the total area of hardwood
forest within the northern forest re-
gion?

(3) What is the total area of jarrab forest
in the northern forest region within
the State forest?

(4) What per cent of the jarrab forest in
State forest in the northern forest re-
gion is-
(a) unlogged;
(b) selectively logged;
(c) clearfelled?

(5) What is the total area of the jarrah
forest in State forest in the northern
forest region that is-
(a) unlogged;
(b) selectively logged;
(c) clearfelled?

(6) Of the jarrah forest within State forest
contained in reserves in the northern
forest region-
(a) what percentage; and
(b) what area,

is contained with in-
(i) national parks;

(ii) "A"-class nature reserves;
(iii) conservation reserves;
(iv) conservation management

priority areas;
(v) recreation management pri-

ority areas;
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(vi) road reserves;
(vii) river and stream reserves;

(viii) scientific study and edu-
cation areas;

(ix) other?
(7) Of the unlogged jarrab forest in State

forests contained in reserves in the
northern forest region-
(a) what percentage; and
(b) what area,
is contained in-

(i) national parks;
(ii) "A"-class nature reserves;

(iii) conservation reserves;
(iv) conservation management

priority areas;
(v) recreation management pri-

ority areas;
(vi) road services;

(vii) river and stream reserves;
(viii) scientific study and edu-

cation areas;
(ix) other?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (7) The information requested by

the member will take considerable
time and staff resources to provide. It
is not possible to collate the infor-
mation immediately but I will do so
and reply by letter as soon as con-
venient.

FORESTS
State Forests- Holdings

1696. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) For the financial year 1984-85-

(a) what was the area of land held as
State forest;

(b) what was the area of land under
timber reserves;

(c) what was the area of freehold land
held in the name of the Conser-
vator of Forests or his successor?

(2) What was the combined area in (1) (a),
(b,) and (c) of-
(a) jarrah;
(b) karri;
(c) wandoo;
(d) mallet;

(e) tuart;
(f) goldfields species;
(g) Pinusradiata;
(h) Pinuspinaster,
(i) very open areas?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) (a) 1 897 950 hectares;

(b) 119 180;
(c) 25541.

(2) (a) 1 461 C100;
(b) 153 000;
(c) 106 000;
(d) 10 000;
(e) 3 000;
(f) 30 000;
(g) 31000;
(h) 28 000;
(i) 221 000.

1697 and 1698. Postponed.

MINERAL: GOLD
Hamersley Range National Park: Proposals

1699. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the proposal to mine

for gold in the Hamersicy Range
National Park, what is the distance be-
tween Milli Milli Springs and the Milli
Milli Creek mine site?

(2) Is this distance shown correctly in-
(a) the proponents' environmental

review and management pro-
gramme;

(b) the report and recommendations
of the Environmental Protection
Authority on the Armway Mining
Pty Ltd gold project, Hamersley
Range National Park
(Department of Conservation and
Environment Bulletin, No. 143)?

(3) (a) How different will tailings from
the operation be from the original
base material in terms of physical
size;

(b) if very fine, will they be subject to
erosion;

(c) if very fine, will they be suitable
for vegetation rehabilitation?
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(4) (a) Will the proponents require water
for their operations;

(b) if so, from where will the water be
obtained?

(5) (a)- Are grazing leases held within
l-amnersley Range National Park;

(b) if so, by whom?
(6) Where are the leases?
(7) (a) Is it proposed to terminate them;

(b) if so, when?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Approximately three kilometres-
(2) (a) Yes;

(b) Yes.
(3) There will be \no significant difference

because the process is to extract gold
from screened ore in a washing plant
with the resultant slurry of spent al-
luvium being directed to tailings
dams. The proposal is to progressively
dewater the tailings and, when
sufficiently dry, bacload them to the
mined areas.

(4) (a) Yes, if stage 2 of the proposed ex-
ploration programme is ap-
proved;

(b) this has not been determined.
(5) to (7) Not known. Grazing leases are

not granted under the Mining Act.

SCM CHEMICALS PTY LTD
Titanium Dioxide Processing Plant: Con version
1700. Dr DADOLJR, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) In view of the statement in the

Laporte effluent disposal stage I en-
vironmental review and management
programme to the effect that conver-
sion of the SCM titanium dioxide
processing plant at Australind from
the "sulphate route" to the "chloride
route" would require expenditure in
the order of $50 million, and the
company's apparent reluctance to
adopt that course of action at that
time, can he please explain why the
company is now apparently seriously
considering the conversion proposal?

(2) Does the Government intend to offer
any assistance to the company,
whether through direct grants, utility

subsidies, tax incentives, or other
means, to encourage the conversion of
the plant to the chloride route?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), will he please give de-
tails of any such assistance?

(4) Has any detailed consideration been
given to the relocation of the plant
from Australind to a less
environmentally sensitive location in
conjunction with the conversion of the
plant from the sulphate to the chloride
route?

(5) If "Yes" to (4), what were the results
of any such studies?

(6) Have the deep well injection trials
recommended in the stage 1
environmental review and manage-
ment programme been carried out?

(7) If "Yes" to (6), what were the findings
of the trials?

(8) If "No" to (6), why were no such trials
carried out?

(9) How much of the additional 100 hec-
tares on the Leschenault Peninsula
allocated for the disposal of waste
from the Laporte factory has already
been utilised?

(10) For how much longer is it intended to
continue using the Leschenault Penin-
sula for disposal of the waste?

(11) Has he received the Environmental
Protection Authority's report on the
Laporte stage I environmental review
and management programme?

(12) If "Yes" to (11), will he please explain
why the Environmental Protection
Authority's report has not yet been
publicly released, and when it is likely
that the report will be released?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) Since the preparation of the

stage I ERMP SCM has been
conducting a detailed study into the
feasibility of conversion to the
chloride route, details of which are
currently being supplied to the
Government.
Adoption of the chloride process
would relieve the Government of its
responsibilities for disposal of
sulphate plant effluent. This would
justify the Government's considering
a submission from SCM for financial
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assistance with the conversion to the
chloride process should this be necess-
ary to make it economically viable.

(4) and (5) No detailed consideration has
been given by the Government. The
justification for this would be a matter
for the company to consider.

(6) and (7) Further theoretical studies
have been carried out on deep well
injection, but practical trials have not
been cardied out pending the outcome
of SCM's feasibility study into conver-
sion of its plant to the chloride pro-
cess.

(8) Not applicable.
(9) Two lagoons out of a possible five for

the area have been constructed and
have been in use for the past two
months.

(10) The Government's policy is to discon-
tinue effluent disposal on the
Leschenault Peninsula as soon as prac-
tical. The timing of withdrawal from
the peninsula will depend on whether
the SCM plant is converted to use the
chloride process or whether the
sulphate plant is maintained but using
an alternative effluent disposal
method. However, the Government's
aim is to discontinue effluent disposal
on the peninsula by December 1988.

(11) and (12) The EPA has not issued a
report on the stage I ERMP. I under-
stand the EPA considers this would be
inappropriate until the company's
studies on conversion to the chloride
process are complete and until further
information is available on alternative
disposal methods.

LAND: RESERVES
Shannon Basin: Management Priority Areas

1701. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) In view of his answer to question 1162

of 22 October concerning re-
classification of' flora, fauna, and
landscape conservation management
priority areas in the Shannon Basin,
will he please give details of any and
all alterations which have been made
to the nomenclature or boundaries of
management priority areas in the
Shannon Basin?

(2) In view of the Government's commit-
ment to public involvement in land
use planning, why was there no public
consultation or even public notice
prior to the making of this decision?

(3) Is the Government still committed to
the establishment of a national park
comprising all of the Shannon Basin?

(4) What other changes to the
nomenclature or boundaries of forest
management priority areas have been
made during the past 18 months?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) The Shannon basin has been redefined

as a conservation priority manage-
ment area for flora, fauna, and land-
scape purposes. Within such a classifi-
cation no other priorities can exist.

(2) This classification follows the require-
ments of the Cabinet decision for fu-
ture use of the Shannon forest. The
forest working plan was amended ac-
cordingly.

(3) Yes.
(4) The northern jarrab reserve-

Lane-Poole reserve-has also been
reclassified to the conservation pri-
ority of flora, fauna and landscape and
also amended in the general working
plan.

1702. Postponed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MINERALS: BATT'ERY

Paynes Find: Tailings Ret reattnent
473. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
-(1) For what reason has the Government

given the WADC's right to treat the
tailings at the Paynes Find dump to
Mr Chris Savage, who I understand
is a Labor Party supporter, and to his
father, and not to a company as orig-
inally indicated?

(2) Did the Minister approve of this ar-
rangement in accordance with his
ministerial responsibility?

(3) Is it now correct that the Savages are
to receive a percentage of the
recovered gold which could return
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them up to $1I million and not the $1 a
tonne as indicated in this House on 4
September?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) As has been previously

announced on many occasions, the ar-
rangement which was made was be-
tween the Department of Mines and
the Western Australian Development
Corporation for the purpose of
treating, as a pilot project, tailings at
the Paynes Find battery which is an
operating battery. The position is that,
in the past, Governments of both pol-
itical complexions have refused to al-
low any private sector involvement in
the treatment of the tailings with two
exceptions which were not to do with
a departure from that policy but were
rather to do with the financial circum-
stances applying to two companies at
the time, North Kalgurli and one
other, the name of which I forget,
North Kalgurli was allowed to go into
it at the time it was in financial diffi-
culties by, I think, either the member
for Narrogin for the member for
Floreat.
Apart from that, I no allowance has
been made by any Government for the
treatment of batteries-tailings. There
has been increasing pressure on the
Government to allow the tailings at
operating batteries to be released in a
similar manner to that which takes
place at non-operating batteries. This
is not a new measure; it has been going
for some time but it has been increas-
ing in intensity as More people be-
come involved in the gold industry
and see the potential in those tailings.
The Government's aim was to try to
assess precisely what returns could be
available to it given that the tailings
are the property of the State and, as
part of its assets management pro-
gramme and as pan of the responsi-
bility of the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation to make the
best use of Government assets, it was
determined that a very small volume
of tailings-only about 60 000 ton nes
or thereabouts-would be allocated to
it to supervise the treatment so that
the Government could get an idea of
what precisely the return on that
would be. The Mines Department em-

ployees have, over many years, treated
battery tailings at most of the
operating batteries. At Paynes Find
there was a small and rather unsuc-
cessful heat-leaching exercise being
undertaken, but there was no CIP of
CIL programme undertaken at Paynes
Find as was proposed by the WADC.

A whole range of people wrote asking
for the opportunity to treat the tail-
ings. I insisted that the Government
would make its arrangements with the
Western Australian Development
Corporation, with a fairly nominal
royalty payment to the Government of
$1 tonne by the WADC. Then, of
course, the profit would inevitably
come back from the WADC because
the Government is its shareholder and
it pays it its dividend. That would en-
able us to see what was the true profit
availability in relation to those tail-
ings.

There are no arrangements between
the Government and anyone other
than the WADC. I understand the
WADC has made arrangements with a
company the name of which I think is
Pro Goult, but it has nothing to do
with me because my arrangements are
with the WA DC.

Mr Peter Jones: As Minister for Minerals
and Energy, you sold a dump for $1 a
tonne.

Mr PARKER: That is not true. The
position is that the aim of the exercise
is for the WADC to come back to me,
before any further decision is made
about any further battery tailings, with
a fully itemised account of the profit
and loss on those tailings, what the
recovery rate is, and what the Govern-
menit can expect to get, so that when
in future it looks to the other State
batteries' tailings it can decide
whether to release them or to continue
to have them dealt with by State bat-
teries' employees.

I am not quite sure what the Oppo-
sition's attitude is. We are evaluating
the potential return on those tailings.
Before any further decisions are made,
the WADC is to prepare a report for
me to indicate, apart from the Si a
tonne which the State will already re-
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ceive automatically, the total
profitability of the tailings. That re-
port has not been received..

In fact, I understand the tailings have
not yet been fully treated and as a re-
suit, it is impossible for me to say. But
what I have said is that there is no
doubt that we will not be proceeding
any further with any other operating
battery tailings until such time as we
can finalise the arrangements at
Paynes Find, until I have received a
report, and until the Government has
considered the policy options avail-
able to it. I do not know about any
figure of millions of dollars. I would
find it extraordinary that there are
60 000 tonnes of tailings.

Mr Peter Jones: I did not say millions. I
said they stand to get up to $1 million.

Mr PARKER: I am getting a report on the
whole thing before I take any further
action. I would be astonished if that
were the case because I do not see how
60 000 tonnes of tailings would make
chat possible. It would not be possible
to get anything remotely approaching
that. I will look at the matter. As I say,
I am expecting a report from the
WADC at the completion of the oper-
ation.

ECONOMY
Stle Performance

474. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Premier:
Has the Premier sighted the latest
major Australian economic indi-
cators? If so, can he report to the
House on the comparative perform-
ance of the Western Australian and
Australian economies?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

It gives me the greatest pleasure and
pride to review Western Australia's
economic performance in the context
of the rest of Australia.
In regard to employment, WA experi-
enced an increase of 5.8 per cent over
the last year. 11 was the largest increase
in Australia and represented 34 800
jobs. It was well above the national
rate of 3 per cent, and the rate of other
States like NSW at 1.8 per cent and
Victoria at 1.9 per cent.

At the same time we experienced the
biggest decrease in Australia in the
number of unemployed. There were
8 100 fewer unemployed in October
1985 compared with October 1984.
This 14.7 per cent decrease is almost
twice the national rate. Our unem-
ployment rate is the second lowest in
Australia and well below the national
average.
Inflation in WA was the second lowest
in the September quarters 1984 and
1985, and similarly below the national
average.

Mr Blaikie: You should be Prime Minister
the way you are going.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Industrial disputes
were down 62 per cent for the year
ended June 1985. It is the best rate in
Australia and an incredibly good
achievement given the national aver-
age decrease of only 1.6 per cent.
Apart from Tasmania, all other States
experienced an increase. Queensland
had a 64 per cent increase.
WA had the equal highest increase in
new housing commencements be-
tween the 1983-84 financial year and
the 1984-85 financial year. Its 19.2 per
cent increase was more than double
the national increase. Predictably
Queensland experienced a decline in
newbhousing.
WA had the highest increase in the
number of car registrations in the last
year compared with the previous year.
Queensland had the lowest rate. The
WA rate was well above the national
average of new registrations.
And finally, WA experienced the
largest increase in retail sales-signifi-
cantly above the national average-
over the year August 1984 to August
1985.

Mr Mensaros: You forgot to say, "Vote for
Burke."

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I left off the "Vote
for Burke" because I knew I could rely
on the member for Floreat to put it on
for me.
Seriously, politics aside, the perform-
ance of the Western Australian econ-
omy has been excellent when
compared to the performance of the
other States or regional economies.
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That is not to say that this State
Government is entitled to all of the
credit for that performance.
Objectively, the performance is on the
board and all Western Australians
should be proud of what they have
been able to achieve together.

"PACIFIC BOLD"
Fremantle Port Banning

475. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Is the Minister aware that the vessel
Pacific Bold, which has a Government
cargo contract and pays approved
Singapore flag crew rates, has been
banned from Fremantle by the Sea-
mens; Union? If so, what action is he
taking to correct the situation? If not,
will he act to become aware and en-
sure that this vessel is allowed to con-
tinue trading and be serviced in
Fremantle?

Mr GRILL replied:
No, I am not aware that the Pacific
Bold has been banned. It is probably a
question that should be directed to the
Minister for Industrial Relations. If
the member puts the question on no-
tice I will certainly get his answer for
him.

ECONOMY
Federal Policy

476. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
Does he still believe-as indicated to
the Parliament yesterday-that the
Federal Government is pursuing the
wrong strategy in its approach to econ-
omic policy? If so, will he accept the
Opposition's offer of a joint bipartisan
approach to the Commonwealth to
convince it of the need to change its
policy? If not, how does he propose to
convince the Prime Minister to
change direction with respect to his
economic policy when he, the
Premier, has supported unreservedly
the Commonwealth Budget,
supported the tax package, and
supported the 3.8 per cent wage in-
crease handed down recently by the
Australian Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Commission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
It is very difficult to see how there
could be a common approach to the
problem when the Opposition, in this
Parliament, wants, as one example,
the present restriction on bank home
loan interest rates to be lifted. The
Government opposes that very
strongly. It is hard to see how we could
have a joint approach when the
Opposition says that banks should be
allowed to increase rates on existing
loans.

Mr MacKin non: When did the State Op-
position say that? Lie No. 1.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: About a week or two
ago in question time the Leader of the
Opposition confirmed the matter.
Prior to that, publicly, and I do not
have the reference with me-and I am
happy if the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position contradicts that statement-

Mr MacKinnon: I certainly do not recall at
any time the Opposition making such
a statement.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What is the Oppo-
sition's position?

Mr MacKinnon: I have asked you the
question. I thought you were supposed
to be answering it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to answer
the question but there seems to be a
divergence of a fundamental nature. If
I have misrepresented the position
and the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition supports the retention of the
present curb on bank home loan
interest rates, now is his opportunity
to say so.

Mr MacKinnon: Now is your opportunity
to let us know exactly what you think
is wrong.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least we can say
this about a fundamental question:
The Opposition refuses to state its
position on the present limit of home
loan interest rates charged by banks.

Mr MacKinnon: I am not refusing to state
it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: State it.

Mr MacKinnon: I am not answering the
question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: State it.
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Mr MacKinnon: I am not going to stale it-
I asked you the question and you
should answer it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least we can say
that while we have, as of tonight, a
stated position an bank home loan
interest rates and the restriction of the
maximum rate to 13.5 per cent, the
Opposition does not have a stated
position. We cannot be any more
honest than that.
In the absence of the commonality of
approach, how serious is the Oppo-
sition in seeking any joint approach to
the Commonwealth Government?
The Opposition is not prepared to say,
on an issue of fundamental import-
ance-

Mr MacKinnon: We are prepared to say
that at the appropniate moment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot say that any
moment is more appropriate than
now.

Mr MacKinnon: Question time in the Par-
liament is for the Government to
answer questions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition is
against it.

Mr Laurance: They are 18.5 per cent under
your Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition is
against it.

Mr Laurance: Against the cocktails that are
being offered under your policy-you
get a little bit at 13.5 per cent and the
rest at 18.5 per cent. The building so-
ciety rates are the highest for 125
years.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What the member
for Gascoyne is saying is that he is not
stating his position on the 13-5 per
cent money.

Mr Laurance: Are you happy with 18.5 per
cent?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not happy about
that. The difference between the
Government and the Opposition is
that the Opposition does not have the
courage to say what it believes about
the bank home loan interest rates.

Mr MacKinnon: It is not Opposition ques-
tion time; it is Government question
time!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am answering a
question.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Gascoyne and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition will remain silent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My challenge to the
Opposition is simply this-

Mr Laurance: My challenge to you is-

The SPEAKER: Order! I have just asked
the member for Gascoyne to remain
silent. I warn the members who want
to interject that if they want question
time to continue they know what to
do. If they do not want it to continue I
will take the appropriate action.

Point of Order

Mr LAURANCE: It is very difficult when
we ask questions not to have them
answered. The Premier should answer
the question.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point
of order.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr Burkett: there are leadership chal-
lenges everywhere.

The SPEAKER: Order! My patience is
tested to the limit. We can go on with
the Consolidated Revenue Fund Esti-
mates if members want me to.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have every right at
question time to answer the questions
as I believe they should be answered.

Mr MacKin non: I am not disputing that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a strange Oppo-
sition that wants to run and hide from
the answers that it seeks. My single
challenge to the Opposition is to state
its position in respect of the present
limitation on bank home loan interest
rates. That is the challenge, Mr
Speaker, nothing more difficult and
nothing more complex-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will
resume his seat.
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