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Iuegislatiue Assemblg
Friday, 28 November 1986

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

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO
ANIMALS ACT

Amendment: Petition
MRS WATKINS (Joondalup) [10.46 am.]:

On behalf of the member for Gosnells, I have a
petition which reads as follows-

To: The Honourable, the Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in
Parliament assembled:

We, the undersigned, as concerned citi-
zens of W.A., urge the West Australian
Government to amend the Prevention of
Cruelty Act to Animals, Act 1920, 1976 as
follows:

I . In the case of cruelty, especially
GROSS CRUELTY, that the persons
be banned for life from owning any
further animals.

2. That the penalties be increased from
the current $200.00 maximum to
$4,000.00 maximum.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 3 497 signatures. I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 76.)

SEWAGE DISPOSAL
Gosnells City Council: Petition

MR MacINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [ 10.48 a.m.]: I have a petition
which-reads as follows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We, the undersigned petition the Minis-
ter for Public Health to direct that all
Liquid Salvage cease immediately at the

City of Gosnells Waste Disposal site,
Kelvin Road, Orange Grove and that steps
be taken to put into action Long Term
solutions for the Proper treatment of
wastes which will be both acceptable to the
Public and the environment.

Your petitioners therefore humbly Pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 333 signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 77.)

SHOPPING: TRADING HOURS
Meat: Petition

MR TERRY BURKE (Perth) [10.50 a.m.J: I
have a petition which reads as follows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We, the undersigned oppose any change
to, or extension of the existing trading
hours for the retail sale of meat; in the
genuine belief that it would result in:-

I . Higher operating costs for retailers.
2. Higher meat prices to consumers.
3. Reduced service to customers.
4. A marked decline in the sales of meat.
5. Provide national supermarket chains

wvith unfair trading advantage.
6. Reduce employment in the industry.
7. Reduce the number of apprentices

that can be trained.
8. Disrupt the family and social life of

employer and employees.
9. Disadvantage the majority of con-

sumers that prefer to complete their
shopping within existing hours, by
forcing them to pay higher prices for
fresh meat.

Your Petitioners most humbly pray that
the Legislative Assembly, in Parliament
assembled, should give this matter earnest
consideration and your Petitioners, as in
duty bound, will ever pray.
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The petition bears 112 signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 78.)
The SPEAKER: Before I call the member for

Vasse, I remind members of MY comments yes-
terday in respect of behaviour during the time
petitions are presented.

DAIRYING: MILK DOTLES
Abolition: Petition

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) 110.53 a~m.1: I have a
petition which reads as follows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled:

We, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia, hereby request the Government
to reverse the decision of the Dairy Indus-
try authority that led to the cessation of
milk in bottles for consumers.

We believe this action denies the con-
sumners the right of choice and will lead to
an overall reduction of total milk sales to
the disadvantage of vendors and the
State's dairy producers.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 250 signatures- I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 79.)

MIDLAND ABATrOIR LAND SALE
SELECT COMM ITTEE

Extension of Time
MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [1054 a.m.J- I

move-
That the time for bringing up this report

be postponed until a later stage of the sit-
ting.

I advise that there have been some production
problems with the report. These have been
exacerbated to some extent by the fact that one
of the members of the committee, the member
for Narrogin, was ill yesterday, and I under-

stand is probably still ill today. We have yet to
resolve how we as a committee are going to
deal with that panticular problem.

The second problem is that the committee
was hoping to be able to achieve a unanimous
report. It now appears that there will in fact be
a minority report, which has yet to be given to
the committee or me as Chairman to see
whether there are matters in that report which
the committee as a whole could accept. I hope
that the minority report will be available to
members to peruse later this morning, and that
as soon as that occurs and the other production
problems in relation to the typing of the report
itself are resolved, the report can be tabled later
today. I can assure the House that the report
will he tabled as soon as possible, given those
constraints.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [10.56 a.mn.j: The Opposition
is appalled that this motion has come before
the Parliament. This committee was appointed
by the Government, I remind the House, on 2
July 1986.

Several members interjected.

Point of Order
Mr PARKER: The committee was not

appointed by the Government; the committee
was appointed by the Legislative Assembly.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not a point of order.
If the Minister wants to make a speech, let him
get to his feet following me.

The SPEAKER: In respect of the point of
order, I find in the Leader of the Opposition's
favour-it was not a point of order.
Nonetheless, it was a fact.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Five months ago the com-

mittee was appointed by the Parliament, with
the agreement of the Government. The manner
in which this Government has treated the Par-
liament, as I indicated last night, is disgraceful.
The manner in which the Chairman of this
Select Committee has treated the Parliament
joins a growing list of ways in which this
Government-

Point of Order
Mr D. L. SMITH: Mr Speaker, the Leader of

the Opposit ion-
The SPEAKER: Just before the member for

Mitchell takes his point of order, I have some-
thing to say. Members know it is a little un-
usual for the House to be sitting on Friday. I
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am concerned about how the debate today will
progress in view of members' obvious
tiredness. If we start off at this sort of level, I
hate to think how wve will finish in the early
hours of tomorrow morning. I think members
should be a little more patient with everybody,
at least at this time o; the day.

Mr D. L. SMITH: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition referred to the way in which the Govern-
ment is treating the Parliament in respect of
this report. Members will be well aware that the
committee is not a committee appointed by the
Government; it is a committee appointed by
the Parliament. 1, as chairman of the com-
mittee, resent the Leader of the Opposition's
suggestion that the committee was directed by
the Government and that the Government has
anything at all to do with the delay in the
tabling of the report.

My point of order was to ask you, Mr
Speaker, to insist that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition withdraw the implication that the
Government is directing me, or any other
member of the committee, as to the tabling of
the report.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not prepared to
do that. Maybe members of this House do not
like what is being said, but that is always going
to be the case. It should not stop the person on
his feet saying what he wants to say.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Thank you for your guid-

ance and direction, Mr Speaker. Tempers may
be frayed by tiredness, but the fault for that lies
squarely on the shoulders of the Premier and
the Government. It is they who are making us
sit every night until ungodly hours. It is they
who are putting the Hansard reporters under
extreme pressure. It is they who have mucked
up the legislative programme of the Parlia-
ment. Now we see the chairman of this com-
mittee, a member of the Government party,
seeking leave to delay the submission of the
committee's report.

I repeat, the Parliament, with the approval of
the Government, agreed to the terms of refer-
ence. We agreed on 2 July to appoint the com-
mittee. I remind the chairman of that com-
mittee that that was almost five months ago. I
also remind the chairman that the Legislative
Council committee reported-I am not sure
how long ago-many weeks ago. It was able to
arrive at its conclusions promptly and resolve
its position. The chairman of this House's com-
mittee has come into the Parliament today and

said that the report will be delayed because the
National Party member was ill for one day-
yesterday. That was a stupid thing to say.

Mr Read. He did not say that.
Mr MacKINNON: That is exactly what he

said. He spid that the committee would not
report because a member was ill. He has had
five month3 to get it here. To blame the mem-
ber for Narrogin is a cop out, to say the least.
As I said earlier, the way this Government has
treated this Parliament is a disgrace and this is
just another example of how a member of that
Government, in this instance, the member for
Mitchell, is treating it.

We are expected, on the second last day of
this Parliament as I understand it, to agree to a
report being delayed until this evening with the
excuse that one of the members is not here and
another member cannot have his minority re-
port typed in time. It is interesting that the
Government can get its priorities right about
other matters. The Premier is going overseas
next week. There is no problem with that.
Priorities dictate that we will sit all night and
use every resource of the Government to make
sure he gets away on that jaunt.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not want to stop
the Leader of the Opposition making his
speech, but he is drawing an awfully long bow
at the moment. I do not see how he can relate
the things he is talking about now to the mo-
tion before the House. Furthermore, I am not
going to let him.

Mr MacKINNON: The Government and the
Minister for Agriculture have continually told
us that there is nothing to be concerned about
in relation to this matter. The Minister for
Agriculture has heaped personal abuse on
people outside this Parliament who cannot pro-
tect themselves. The chairman of the com-
mittee has now told the House that the com-
mittee has not yet arrived at an agreement on
the inquiry five months after the committee
was set up. I remind the House that the terms
of reference for this committee were prepared
by the Parliament and agreed to by the Govern-
ment. The wool was not pulled over anyone's
eyes. There was no problem in that regard be-
cause the Government arced to the terms of
reference.

The Minister has told us continually that
there is nothing to hide and that there is no
problem. If there is nothing to hide and no
problem, what is the delay? I put it to you, Mr
Speaker, that the Government has exerted un-
due pressure on the chairman of that comt-
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mittee, the member for Mitchell, to ensure that
the report gets into this House as late as poss-
ible in this session to stifle debate. I assure the
House that no matter when this Government
presents that report, it will be debated either in
this House or outside it. The people of Western
Australia know the truth of that deal. We will
ensure, in no uncertain manner, that the truth
of this issue comes out and that the Govern-
ment knows, once and for all, that this was the
worst decision it made since coming to office.
It was a dirty deal and we intend to show that
its hands have been sullied as a consequence.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) 11 1.05 a.m.]: I do not think, given the
circumstances of this week's sitting, that we
should spend a long time discussing this pro-
cedural motion. I want to make two points to
the Leader of the Opposition. The first is that
he is not well placed to come into Parliament
and accuse the Government of delaying the re-
port when one of the main reasons for that
delay is that an Opposition member has not
produced his minority report or even made a
statement that there will be such a minority
report. The Leader of the Opposition knows
that a minority report cannot be tabled separ-
ately. Irrespective, therefore, of whether or not
the member for Mitchell-

Mr MacKinnon: Who is responsible for sub-
mitting that report. Isn't the chairman of the
committee responsible for finding out what his
members want?

Mr PEARCE: Of course he is, but one of
your members has no: completed his minority
report.-

Mr Peter Dowding: The member for East
Melville told me he had done it but that he did
not have to show it to anyone.

The SPEAKER: Order! I request members
again to allow the member on his feet, at least
in ibis early stage of the debate, to make his
point relatively uninterrupted.

Mr PEARCE: The second point I wish to
make is that there is absolutely no truth in the
assertion made by the Leader of the Opposition
that the Government is putting pressure on the
committee to report at the latest possible mo-
ment. There is hardly a member in this House,.
particularly in the last week, who has not been
pressured by me to speed some matters up. The
Government has been asking for this report to
be produced in this Parliament at the earliest
possible time. 1 have spoken to the chairman of
the committee each day.

Mr MacKinnon: Why couldn't he produce
the report in five months?

Mr PEARCE: As Leader of the House, I
would have liked the report to be presented to
the House on Tuesday of this week. I made that
position clear to the chairman of the com-
mittee. However, I cannot accept that the
chairman of the committee, or the committee,
can be held to blame for an Opposition mem-
ber or the committee being unavailable for two
days because of illness or that a Liberal mem-
ber of the committee has not produced a min-
ority report which he said he will produce. I
want the matter completed as expeditiously as
possible so that the report is in this Parliament
well before this evening. However, there is no
truth in the proposition that the Government
has sought to delay the report.

Mr MacKinnon: You tell me when the chair-
man of the committee prepared the committee
report so that other members were able to de-
termine their attitudes to it?

Mr PEARCE: The chairman of the com-
mittee will answer for himself in responding to
his motion.

Mr Brian Burke: It is not our job to answer
for him. You have a big head, that is your
trouble. There is nothing you don't know.

Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition
ought to know a bit more than he is showing
about the way the Parliament operates. This is
not a Government committee;, it is a committee
of the Parliament. It is comprised of members
of the Government and members of the Oppo-
sition. It was set up as a result of an Opposition
motion, so it is certainly not a committee
of which the Government feels any
ownership.

As I do with all members in order to try and
expedite the proceedings of this place, I put
pressure on the chairman to produce the report
as quickly as possible. He believes he has a
responsibility to take the proper approach to
ensure that he presents the best possible report
to the Assembly. On a previous occasion I drew
the distinction between that responsible ap-
proach and the attitude that was taken in the
Legislative Council when a report was cobbled
together by two members of the committee, in
record time, without regard to evidence or fact,
to meet a political timetable. That may be the
kind of thing that the Leader of the Opposition
wants to see take place in this House; that is,
for the Government to have put pressure on the
members of the committee to cobble
together-if we consider that we have the ma-
jority of members-a political report and to
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have it thrown on the Table of the Assembly
months ago, to gain political points. That is not
the way in which the Government has ap-
proached the matter.

We have allowed the committee to have its
head and we believe that is the proper thing for
the Government to do. As Leader of the House
I have asked for the report to be produced as
soon as possible consistent with the production
of an excellent report.

1 am sorry that it has taken longer than was
anticipated, but nevertheless we have the word
of the chairman of the committee that the re-
port will be presented to the House today. I
give an undertaking that members will have the
opportunity to debate it at the appropriate
time.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [ 11. 11 a.m.]: The
Leader of the House has stated that he has put
pressure on the Chairman of the Select Com-
mittee to report. I am sure that is the truth. If it
is the truth, what is wrong with the Opposition
putting pressure on the committee to report?
The Opposition is doing the same thing. It is
palpable nonsense to protest against this situ-
ation. The fault clearly lies with the chairman
of the committee, or alternatively with the
committee as a whole.

How can I believe this morning's motion that
the report will be presented to the House after
dinner this evening? I understand the report
was due to be presented to the House on 20
November, but the chairman soughit an exten-
sion to 26 November.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The Government controls the

numbers-the brutality of numbers lies with
the Government.

The chairman came again to the House on 26
November and asked for an extension of time
to 28 November. It comes up on 28 November
and he asks for another extension of time; that
is, until later on 28 November or perhaps 29
November. That is what the Opposition is con-
cerned about. We start from the very premise
on which the Leader of the House built his
argument when he said, "I put pressure on the
chairman". The Opposition is trying to put
pressure on the chairman, and we hear the
Premier, the Leader of the- House, and the
chairman of the committee saying that there is
something wrong with what we advocate! The
Opposition is concerned, and the people of
Western Australia are concerned:

Mr Laurance: They need to know.

Mr CLARKO: They do need to know. The
newspapers of Western Australia have shown
what a cau se celebre this matter is. All sorts of
imputations and innuendos have been applied
to this -issue. A whole series of things could
come out of this issue, including corruption
and dishonesty. As a result of the decision
which was, I presume, supported by every
member in this Chamber in July, the com-
mittee was established. It has had five months
to deal with this matter. The chairman has
come into this place almost on a day-to-day
basis asking for an extension of time.

I understand that any member of the com-
mittee can submit a minority report. Perhaps
none of them will do that. A meeting could be
held at which the member who suggested that a
minority report be submitted decides that he or
she no longer wants to do that. In my opinion,
the chairman must be charged with dereliction
of duty because of his inability to bring this
matter to a conclusion. He has had three starts
at trying to bring it to a conclusion. Are we to
believe him when he comes into this House
today, but not believe him last Wednesday or
on 20 November? He has made a mess of the
whole thing. It would not matter if the issue
was not important. It is a matter of vital
interest.

Members of the Press have been holding
their breath waiting for something to come out
of the committee. Everyone knows there is a
dubious element about the whole thing. One
only has to read the questions which have been
answered by the Minister for Agriculture.

I do not know whether it was Gladstone or
Disraeli who had in his speech notes-I have
mentioned this before in this place-
'Argument weak here, raise voice". That is
what the Minister for Agriculture has been
doing on a daily basis. Someone else in this
place has been called the angry ant, but it
applies also to that Minister because whenever
questions are asked on this issue he expresses
great irritation and annoyance, and has tried to
throw abuse at the Opposition.

Mr Laurance: Do you think they are waiting
to proclaim the superannuation Bill before'the
Minister for Agriculture has to resign?

Mr CLARKO: A number of Labor Ministers
should resign and, for a start, there is one
named Paul Keating.

This matter is of grave concern to the people
of Western Australia. Many people have had
their reputations impugned and all sorts of
claims and counterclaims have been made
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about whether this land was sold for the right
price. All sorts of arguments have been taking
place, but what has happened? A committee
has sat for five months under this man's chair-
manship, and he is not able to get it up to the
barrier. He has had three starts, and he is
hoping that the Opposition will believe him in
regard to the motion he has moved in this
House today and that the report will be
presented later on today. In the middle of eat-
ing his Christmas pudding, he might present
the report! lHe is trying to sheet home the blame
on a member of the committee who he said was
sick yesterday. The committee has been sitting
for 150 days. and a member falls ill on the
150th day and the chairman wants to put the
blame on him. He is also saying that there
might be a minority report and that it has been
delayed. He should have done something about
it.

This committee has been meeting while the
House has been sitting, so it has been cribbing
extra time. A properly conducted committee
would not sit at the same time as this House.
Members know that their first responsibility is
to sit in this Chamber, yet this committee has
been doing something else and it has niot been
done efficiently. It has not addressed the point.

The great likelihood is that when this report
is presented to this House, if he has handled it
and has used his numbers to control it, it will
be a fizzer and will not answer the question
about which we are concerned.

Mr D. L. Smith: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: Order! This is a procedural

motion and it does not attract the right of re-
ply.

MR LEWIS (East Melville) (11. 19 a.m.]: I
would like to correct some misunderstandings
by senior Ministers who should know better.

I am not in a position, and neither is the
member of the committee from the National
Party in a position, to submit a minority report
until we have had the opportunity to read the
final draft of the committee's report. It is as
simple as that.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: The propriety of the matter is

that until the committee has met and had the
opportunity to read the final report in accord-
ance with Standing Orders, it would not be
proper for me or the National Party member to
present a minority report prior to the
completion of the majority report.

For obvious reasons there are severe time
constraints on the committee. If we are to
present a minority report there are time con-
straints on me and the National Party member
who may join with me in preparing that report.
To that end, I have nothing more to say.

Question put and passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed from 26 November. The Chairman

of Committees (Mr Burkett) in the Chair; Mr
Pearce (Leader of the House) in charge of the
Bill.

Division 35: Local Government, $2 475 000-
Progress was reported after Division 35 had

been partly considered.
Item 7t Purchase of plant, equipment, etc-
Mr CLARKO: The amount spent on total

central administration last year was $401 465.
The estimate for this year is $330 000, which
represents a significant change. Could the Min-
ister make some explanation about that?

Mr PEARCE: Expenditure on item 7-pur-
chase of plant, equipment, etc.-is to increase
fmom $8 000 to $28 000. The increase of
$20 000 relates to the purchase of two new ve-
hicles. These costs previously were met from a
central fund.

Mr CLARKO: My question took a different
tack. Expenditure for total central
administration decreased from approximately
$400 000 to $330 000. That is a significant fall.
It becomes even more significant in consider-
ation of the fact that the Minister has just
pointed to a $20 000 increase with respect to
one item. There has also been a large decrease
in item 2 for other staffing costs. I will not
press the Minister if he cannot answer.

Mr PEARCE: Is the member pointing to the
reduction in overall expenditure?

Mr CLARKO: There is a big fall of $70 000,
despite the fact that expenditure on one item
increased by $20 000. That means that the total
reduction could be seen as being $100 000. 1
was just seeking some explanation of the
changes, and I put my question en globo rather
than item by item.

Mr PEARCE: The major reduction is in item
2, other staffing costs. The reduction of
$74 000 reflects the non-payment of payroll tax
of $60 000 and non-recurring travel costs-for
example, overseas trips which occurred in
1985-86. My understanding is that with the
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amendments to the Pay-roll Tax Act the basis
on which the Budget was predicated has now
been changed. But the figures at that stage did
not include payroll tax.

Item 8: Committees and Commissions-
Mr CLARKO: Again, there is a significant

alteration in actual expenditure on this item
between last year and the estimate for 1986-87.
There has been nearly a doubling of the
amount to be spent on committees and com-
missions. I thought that if the Minister for Lo-
cal Government were here he might be able to
tell me the particular additional committees or
commissions he expects will meet, and give me
some idea of what they will deal with.

Mr PEARCE: I am disappointed that the
member for Karrinyup lacks the confidence in
me to think that I might not be able to answer
that question. Indeed, I can answer it in com-
plete detail.

The increase of $68 000 relates to allocations
to the Boundaries Commission, $12 000; local
government emergency services committee
$2 000; and the joint offices committee project,
grant, $6 000. Those expenses were not in-
cuffed last year. The remaining increase of
$46 000 has been allocated to the Grants Com-
mission for the salary and on-costs of a new
chairman, $26 000; the fees and travel costs
associated with the appointment of an ad-
ditional country member, $7 000; and
increased computer costs, $ 13 000.

Item 9: Local Government Scholarship
Scheme-Contribution to Trust Fund-

Mr CLARKO: Could the Minister elaborate
on this new item for which $27 000 is
allocated?

Mr PEARCE: This reflects the transfer of
funds previously allocated to a trust fund-the
local authorities assistance fund-and there-
fore was not shown in the department's CRF
allocations.

Item 110: Local Government Advancement
Program-

Mr CLARKO: There is a $55 000 allocation
for this programme. What is its purpose?

Mir PEARCE: This reflects the transfer of the
crust fund-the local authorities assistance
fund-to the department's CRE allocation.
The allocation is the same as for 198 5-86.

Item 11: Bicycle Policy-Contribution to
Trust Fund-

Mr CLARKO: The allocation for this item is
$525 000. 1 do not want to praise the Govern-
ment too much, but I praise it for its bike pol-

icy. There has been a tremendous change in
metropolitan Perth, and perhaps in other
places in t he country, where many kilometres
of new cycleways have come into existence
over the last few years. The previous Govern-
ment did some work in that direction, but this
Government is doing more and that is very
much appreciated. The cycleways are used not
only for recreation, but also as safe paths for
children to ride to school. Certainly in the City
of Stirling there has been a significant increase
in the number of cycleways, particularly along
the beachfront. I thoroughly enjoy riding my
bicycle from Trigg to Sorrento. I have even
ridden up to inspect the marina. It did not take
long before a request was made to the Depart-
ment of Marine and Harbours to blast out the
rock in front. That will not be allowed, how-
ever.

I. commend the Government with respect to
what it is doing with its bike policy. If the
Minister has any notes giving details about it,
they would be welcome.

Mr PEARCE: The bicycle policy trust fund
does not receive money only from the Local
Government Department allocation; it also re-
ceives money from elsewhere. However, the
Local Government section of the Budget is the
means whereby $500 000 or thereabouts is
transferred for that purpose. The $25 000 in-
crease in the grants committee allocation rep-
resents a five per cent inflation factor.

Division 35 put and passed.
Division 36: Keep Australia Beautiful Coun-

cil, $184 000--
Mr CLARKO: Over recent years, I have gone

out of my way to say a few words with regard to
the Keep Australia Beautiful Council. I believe
the council does an excellent job, and it should
be encouraged by all political parties. I com-
mend the council for the informative nature of
its 1985-86 annual report, which came out only
recently. In the report, the council talks about
its mission 'to reduce the amount of litter in
the litter stream". The council says that it has
two strategies, the first of which is, "to develop
positive community attitudes for the correct
disposal of litter", and the second of which is
"to facilitate prevention control and removal
of' litter". The council works assiduously to try
to meet those two strategies.

As the Minister would appreciate, the
schools programme is an extensive one, and the
school environment has become a focus for the
council's anti-litter programmes. The council's
education officer has been particularly assidu-
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ous in her visits to schools. She was employed
for only three-quarters of' the year, yet she
visited 316 schools. That was 62 more schools
than in the previous year. The Minister would
know, as I do, it takes a fair effort to visit that
many schools. This effort will play a big pant in
the implementation of those programmes in
schools.

The education officer went a step further in
the first term of this year and visited every one
of the metropolitan high schools to speak to the
principals. That is the first time this has ever
been done by an employee of the council. She
should be applauded for her work.

Another aspect is the tidy town programme
which has proceeded in rural areas. The aim is
to improve the appearance of country towns
and to build town pride. The programme has
been very successful. The member for Vasse is
not here at the moment, but I understand that
Busselton was the overall State winner last
year. I cannot locate the member now, but per-
haps some of the praise is due to him.

The size of the town was taken into account.
Sandstone was the winner of the tidy town
award for towns with populations of fewer than
200. Gingin was the winner for those with
populations between 201 and 600; Quairading
for those between 601 and 1 500; Bridgetown
for those between 1 501 and 3000; and
Busselton for those with a population of more
than 3 000.

Those towns should take credit for what they
have done. I hope more and more country
towns will involve themselves in the tidy town
programme-

Another matter of great importance, particu-
larly at a time when we are in the midst of the
America's Cup competitions and tourists are
visiting in greater numbers than ever before, is
that during the 12 months covered by the re-
port, 2 211 kilometres of road were cleaned by
voluntary organisations in 53 of the shires of
Western Australia. That is a tremendous effort.
It is good to see volunteers doing it.

There is a programme in the metropolitan
area involving litter black spots. The local
authorities share the cost of these cleaning-up
programmes 50:50 with the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council, and eight metropolitan
councils participated.

Litter bags have been widely distributed
throughout the State. 1 do not know if members
realise how many litter bags were distributed,
but it was 2.7 million. That is a tremendous
number of litter bags to be distributed by vol-

unteers, in some cases by young people who
belong to a group called The Litter Youth
Corns. Those persons go to shopping centres on
Saturday mornings and hand out litter bags.
The cost of the litter bags was just under
$80 000.

We should look at some way of measuring
.xhe success of the KABC. The number of litter
items on average has declined in Western
Australia from 283 to 270 items per 1.6 kilo-
metres. That is actually a mile; we have to
metricate. Going back to 1975-76, there has
been a 70 per cent reduction in the amount of
litter over the last 10 years. The Credit for that
must overwhelmingly go to the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council.

I do not want to take up too much time of the
Chamber, but I would like to congratulate Sir
Bruce MacKinlay, who was the council's chair-
man. lie persuaded the Premier of the day to
set up this council. He has done a great deal for
business and for the Keep Australia Beautiful
Council. He is also an avid supporter of the
Claremont Football Club.

The deputy chairman of the committee was
Ken Dixon. He has made a great contribution
as well. Each of those gentlemen contributed 15
years to this type of work in Australia, and the
outcome is a much cleaner and more beautiful
Western Australia. All those people on that
council and those who cooperate with them,
particularly the young people in the youth
corps, deserve our outmost praise. They will
make Western Australia a much more beautiful
place, and their work helps to develop better
attitudes amongst those people who are con-
tributing to this work.

Itemn 1: Amount required for Services for the
yeakr-

Mr CLARKO: Under the community aware-
ness programme I notice that the amount is to
be increased from $151 000 to $197 000. That
is a fairly substantial increase. Perhaps the
Minister might be able to give some idea why it
has been increased.

We are all in favour of it, but perhaps there is
a new aspect. The Minister might care to touch
on the enforcement programme where the ex-
penditure has increased from $4 489 to $8 000
this year. I have deliberately avoided talking
about enforcement, because it is necessary to
have an enforcement programme in regard- to
the reduction of litter. Local authorities are
particularly encouraged to get rangers to par-
ticipate in this activity. I dwell on the encour-
agement of education for resolving the litter
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problem, but there is a need for an enforcement
ability. It would appear much better if we could
persuade people to change their attitudes.

When I was a young person, if we were driv-
ing in a car, we just threw the stuff out of the
window. To my embarrassment, I was one of
those who did that. I am proud that now my
daughters and others resist doing it. Some of
them throw it in the car instead! Perhaps the
Minister might say a few words about the en-
forcement programme.

The contribution made by industry and other
revenue last year was $458 650. This year it is
expected to be $ 510 000. Many people are very
critical of centain companies in terms of the
material they provide; it might be soft drink
cans or beer cans. It should be appreciated that
a significant sum of money-about $500 000-
is contributed by these organisations.

Can the Minister inform the Chamber if
firms are reluctant to contribute? I attended a
seminar a year or so ago where it was suggested
that some companies might be dropping out of-
the scheme. The alternative could well be a
deposit system. I do not want to open that
argument, but in South Australia recently there
was a big to-do about bringing in a deposit
scheme on beer cans-it may have involved
stubbies too-which would have affected Swan
Brewery and given a great advantage to the
South Australian brewing company.

Mr MacKINNON : Can the Minister give an
indication of whether he knows of any plans
the brewery has to bring in a non-returnable
bottle? I was contacted in my office yesterday
by a marine dealer who indicated that he
understood the brewery plans to bring in new
bottles which I understand were non-return-
able. He was most concerned about the effect it
would have on his livelihood, and also the
potential pollution problem that might occur.
As the Minister is aware, the biggest pollutant
would have been the old steel cans and
stubbies, because there is no deposit for them
and no incentive to return them. They are not
reuseable-stubbies are, but they have to be
crushed and that is not cost-effective.

A would like the Leader of t -he -House to
outline the Government's plans in that regard.
Has the Government had discussions with the
brewery, and is it concerned about the impact
the use of these containers will have on marine
dealers and the environment?

Mr PEARCE: The programme of the Keep
Australia Beautiful Council is essentially the
same as has been maintained for several years.

There has been a reasonable increase in
funding for both the community awareness
programme and the enforcement programme,
but I am not aware whether that is because of
any major new step or a slight stepping-up of
the activities already undertaken. To some ex-
tent it represents a slight realignment of the
council's operations because the increase in
that area to some extent has been funded by the
decrease in the special projects area. In effect,
the council is being gently steered onto the
community awareness and enforcement pro-
grammes rather than special projects. However
I am not aware of any particular new project in
either of those two areas.

As to industry contribution, I understand
there was some concern in the Cabinet a year
or so ago about the possibility of some of the
contributing firms dropping out; but I believe
that matter was resolved and that there has
been no withdrawal in recent times. In fact, the
increase in contribution reflects a kind of in-
flation factor in the basis on which those
people contribute.

With regard to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's question about the non-returnable
bottle from the Swan Brewery, I am not aware
of any move by the brewery to do that, and it
has not been the subject of Cabinet discussions.
It may -be that the Minister sought those dis-
cussions and has some awareness I do not have.
If that is the case I will ensure he informs the
Leader of the Opposition of that.

During its time in office the Government has
been concerned to have recyclable containers,
particularly liquids containers; and there has
been a move away from steel towards alu-
minium cans,, which are recyclable. Efforts
have been made to recycle stubbies. Although
that is not a remarkably cost-effective process,
having some small capacity to get payment for
those stubbies means there is incentive for chil-
dren and others to assist in their collection.

I understand the position of marine dealers,
who I guess would prefer everything to be in
bottles and-not have anything which they could -
not turn over in the normal way.

I will ensure that the Minister responds in
writing to the Leader of the Opposition-on that
matter.

Division 36 put and passed.

Division 37: Regional Development and the
North West, $2 594 000-put and passed.
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Division 38: Education, $782 303 000-
Mr MacICINNON: While I have the oppor-

tunity, I express again to the Minister my con-
cern at the Government's decision to dispose of
the proposed North Willetton high school site.
As the Minister would be aware, there has been
a good deal of active representation to both the
Minister and me from residents within my
community about the Government's decision.

I have not given a commitment to that com-
munity that I do not believe the site should
ever be disposed of, but I have indicated to the
community and to the Government that I think
this decision is premature. My electorate is the
largest in terms of population of any in this
House, and is also one of the fastest-growing.
The area in which this high school is sited is
midway between two high schools which have
extremely high enrolments-among the top
half-dozen of high school enrolments in this
State-and the prediction is that the numbers
will not decline for a few years yet.

My view is that the Government should post-
pone its plans to dispose of the site until it is
crystal clear that the site will not be necessary
or used; however, the Government has
unfortunately rejected that approach. I place
on record my disappointment at the Govern-
ment's decision in that regard, and also indi-
cate to the Parliament that my electors share
my disappointment.

Mr RUSHTON: I could not let this oppor-
tunity pass without raising the question of the
Oakford Primary School, about which the Min-
ister knows a considerable amount.

Prior to the last election, the point was made
throughout the campaign that the Government
would place the school on a new site. The new
site was purchased, and it was only after Some
questioning following the election that we
discovered the Minister, with his department,
had re-examined the options and decided he
would not proceed with the resiting of the
school.

We are continuing to press this matter, be-
cause there is nothing in place for this year
regarding the school. The Minister rightly ac-
knowledges that the old school site would need
a terrific amount of attention to make it worth-
while, Or that the school should be resited. A
growing number of people are going to this
area. I will not stress the point, but much has
been made of the fact-and the Minister him-
self has used it several times-that the people
in the area, who are politically naive, thanked
me and the shire for making representations for

a new site. We had already expressed pleasure
to the Government for the new site being
granted, but the Minister used that as an excuse
for not continuing with the resiting of the
school. However, that is behind us now.

Likewise, my opponent at the last election
said constantly that the construction of the in-
itial stage of the new Oakford Primary School
would be brought forward. The election came
and went, and shortly after that we learnt that
the matter had reached a stalemate. What can
we expect in the way of school facilities for the
Oakford people? Will the present site be
improved in order that they may get by with
that, or will the school be transferred to a new
site? I believe the latter course would be the
responsible one to take. The initial costs
disturbed the Minister-and me, for that mat-
ter-but they have been examined and we
realise there could be savings.

The construction of the Oakford Primary
School on the new site should proceed
immediately. If that is not to be, I ask the
Minister to indicate what will take place in the
immediate future as regards that school.

Mr WATT: During the Budget debate, when
I needed the Minister and had some pearls of
wisdom for him he was not here; yet when I did
not need him he came in, took a point of order,
and shut me up. Now that he is here, I would
like to debate with him in the Parliament the
matter of the schools music tuition programme
because it is a matter of great importance to
many people in my electorate. I have already
written to the Minister about it.

Briefly, an instruction has been issued to the
effect that the students participating in the
schools music tuition programme and learning
on a lower-valued instrument will be expected
to purchase their own instruments after one
year. The instruments are specified, and cover
those instruments up to a retail cost of about
$1 100.

The students who are learning on more ex-
pensive instruments will be expected to buy
their own instruments after three years. The
cost of those instruments rises to just under
$4 000. Certainly that is the 'recom mended re-
tail price of an average quality instrument. I
think one could get them cheaper, but it would
be a bad investment. I have suggested to the
Minister a scheme whereby those instruments
already in Albany in particular, but in other
schools as well, can be taken over by the
schools on a contractual basis and they can run
their own scheme by charging a hire fee. Half of
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that fee could be returned to the Government
to go towards recurrent funding of staff in the
schools music branch, and the other half
towards a repair and replacement programme
for instruments in schools.

The two youth concert bands in Albany have
operated successfully-the senior band has
been highly successful in competition-and
everyone wants that to continue, but the
scheme will be doomed to failure because
parents who want their children to learn an
instrument will say that if it is -a choice of
buying a lower-priced instrument or paying
$3 000 or $4 000 for an instrument they will
buy a trumpet or clarinet or violin, and the
bands and orchestras will be full of lower
priced instruments, and the system will not
work.

I ask the Minister if he will examine seriously
the proposal the department has put forward
because I have a real concern, and so do the
parents involved, that it will wreck a highly
successful music scheme.

Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition
raised the question of the North Willetton high
school site, and although the position he takes
may seem reasonable-that is, let us hold the
site for a while and see what happens to student
numbers and whether the department's plan-
ning predictions are wrung-the department's
planning predictions show quite clearly that the
site will not be required and that the sur-
rounding high schools have sufficient capacity
to deal with projected student numbers in that
area. If we owned the site I would probably
agree with that approach. We do not own the
site; we own a proportion of it-about 60 per
cent, if I remember correctly-and the owners
of the other 40 per cent want to be paid for the
land. That is fair and reasonable.

I have been very firm in making sure the
department pays people for land because it has
been something of a practice, I suppose for
budgetary reasons, to reserve land for high
school or primary school sites which may not
be needed until 10 years down the track,' and
not paying people for the land. They have to
pay land tax on it and rates, and they cannot
use it or sell it. Wherever a problem of that
kind has been taken up with me and people are
in difficulty, I make the department pay. If
necessary I go to the Treasury to get additional
money to do that. One cannot do that if it looks
as though the site will not be required. I gave
an undertaking that I would hold up processing
of that particular site-that is, the rezoning
and sale-until the P & C had an opportunity

to come back and put a firmer case about its
view of the numbers. My understanding is the
P & C has not done that, so a final decision has
not been made. I will be very surprised if the
decision is different from that which has been
proposed.

I have taken the view also that the Education
Department should not hold land indefinitely
when clearly it is not going to be needed for
schools. One of the difficulties with Govern-
ment departments generally is that if they get a
possession they want to keep it, just because
they have it. They do not see any good purpose
in disposing of it, so the Government is sitting
on an awful lot of land around the place, in-
cluding high school and primary school sites,
which will never be used, and they are lying
idle and are useless assets. I have taken the
view that where a school site can be identified
as one which will not be used it should be
disposed of.

With regard to the Oakford. Primary School,
the Government was prepared to allocate
$400 000 to build a new school for the 63 chil-
dren who go there. I accept that the school is in
very poor condition. The member for Murray-
Wellington probably believes the Waroona Pri-
mary School is the worst in the State. but it
might be worth his paying a visit to Oakford.

Mr Bradshaw: 1 pass it quite often.

Mr PEARCE: Something needs to be done
there. We put aside $400 000 to build a new
school for 63 children. That is a fairly
substantial part of the capital works pro-
gramme. I was stunned when the quotes for the
capital cost of the school came in at $1.1
million. Sympathetic as I am to the needs of
Oakford children, one cannot justify the expen-
diture of $1.1 million on 63 children. A
cheaper alternative must be considered. The
member himself is involved in trying to find
cheaper ways of solving that problem, and I am
grateful for his involvement. He has ap-
proached it in a very sensible and helpful way,
and I am sure we can find an acceptable level of
cost solution to the problems of that school.

In saying that the needs of the children are
being approached I am ignoring some of the to-
do about the parents and, whether the member
agrees or not, the work I have done for that
school has not been appreciated by some mem-
bers of the P & C. I suppose when the member
was Minister and Deputy Premier he got used
to the fact, as I am getting used to it, that one
does not expect gratitude in this business.
However, some members of the P & C, despite
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the fact that I have been helping them, have
gone out of their way to publicly and very
unfairly and untruthfully criticise me.

That came to a head when they ran an adver-
tisement in the paper during the course of the
last election campaign-not just a little thank
you, but it included a drawing of the school-
which said, "Thank you Mr Rushton for our
new school". The member has been working on
that, and I do not deny that for a moment, but
the advertisement was certainly designed in an
election period to convey to people-a very
expensive and lavishly produced advertise-
ment-

Mr Rushton: You used Press statements
which thanked you.

Mr PEARCE: All right. People can run ad-
vertisements if they like. Maybe I am still a
young and naive lad, although not many people
say that these days.

Mr Clarko: You are naive, but I am not too
sure you are young any more.

Mr PEARCE: Okay, I am old and naive, but
I am not so naive not to know what it means
when an election is called and two days later a
P & C group runs an advertisement in the
paper which thanks the member for Dale for a
new school, and there is a beautiful drawing of
what the school might look like. I can put two
and two together; maybe sometimes it equals
five, but I do not think it does in this particular
case. Nevertheless, I have made my remon-
stration to the P & C, and it did not affect one
iota the course of action the Government took
with regard to that school. I was very angry
with what I thought was dishonest action by
some people in the P & C, but the Government
and I would not penalise children because of
the foolish action of parents.

Mr Rushton: You wrote a threatening letter.
Mr PEARCE: I did not. I wrote a letter

which pointed out-and I did not do it at the
time; I let the whole thing go through the elec-
tion period because I could obviously have
made a strong point in that marginal seat about
the actions of the P & C in a way which would
have reflected very badly on the member, and
the reason I did not do it was that I thought it
was probably unfair to the member-

Mr Rushton: The reason is you had a pam-
phlet out for your own candidate which said
what you were going to do.

Mr PEARCE: I know the member was very
worried about the Dale campaign; it was an
extremely good campaign. It was not good

enough. I have congratulated the member. My
view of the Dale campaign is that we went in a
bit for overkill, and the same in Albany, and
everyone expected the Labor Party to win both
those seats so conclusively that they thought,
"We had better vote for poor old Leon and
poor old Cyril so they are not too humiliated by
the result", and enough of them did that to
push those two members over the i ne.

Mr Clarko: They won on their ability.
Mr PEARCE: It may be they won on their

ability. Members should concede that on ABC
television on election night I paid a small trib-
ute to those members for the work they had
done in their electorates which enabled them to
hang on to their seats. All of that has nothing to
do with anything in particular.

The member for Albany raised the point of
the instrumental music system. I had long dis-
cussions with the music branch of the depart-
ment before I allowed it to go ahead with this
scheme. I was convinced for two reasons that
what it was proposing was right. The first is
that the instrumental music scheme is a very
expensive operation in terms of instruments
and tutors. It is something which students get
over and above their normal education. It is a
very good scheme, and one which is worthy of
support, but it is very expensive and it is an
extra we give to people with talent in that area.

The music branch put it to me that it could
expand the scheme to cover more students if it
did not have to carry the instrumental cost for
a small number of students. So we are looking
at ways of expanding the number of students in
the scheme. The department also said that if we
were taking an elite out of our schools-a very
small number of talented students-and giving
them special assistance at a cost to the taxpayer
which is not available to the normal run of
students, there ought to be some expectation
that they will carry on that learning. Thai is, we
will not teach them some expensive instrument
which they will play while they are at school,
the school gives them the instrument, and
when they leave they never play it again.

Mr Watt: They could not give that sort of
commitment. How many people outside a
school, with all the best intentions in the world,
learn the piano and never make the grade or
carry it on?

Mr PEARCE: That is true. We do have piano
tuition in schools, but not to a great extent
because it is so wellI catered for outside. No-one
would expect us to provide a piano for every
student. The principle is the same. If someone
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wants to learn the piano they have to have a
piano. The view of the music branch is that it ls
reasonable, after a year's trial to see whether a
student is committed, for the student to make a
commitment to match the State investment. I
believe that is fair and reasonable.

Mr Watt: Have you had a chance to read
my letter yet?

Mr PEARCE: I have received and read the
member's letter and have asked the music
branch to give me a comment on his proposal. I
have not ruled out his approach, but I am
explaining why I agree with the music branch's
attitude. I was consulted first and I gave it
approval for that course of action because I
thought it was the right thing to do. Neverthe-
less, the member's proposal is being considered
and when a decision is made I will enlighten
him as soon as possible.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr CASH: I refer to the Mt Lawley Primary

School. The Minister will be aware that during
the year 1 wrote to him and asked him if he'
would be good enough-

Point of order
Mr PEARCE: I did wait for a member to rise

before I sought to close the debate. Surely we
cannot allow general debate on an item that
refers to the capital requirements of a school.
We do not want to get into a mess when dealing
with this. The member will have an oppor-
tunity to raise the question of the Mt Lawley
Primary School during the Loan Estimates
when he can seek to know why there is not a
general allocation.

Mr CASH: I would have thought the com-
ments I was about to make specifically related
to the conditions of teachers, which affect
salaries and items listed. I have only just
returned from a final year assembly at the Mt
Lawley Senior High School. It was not a case of
my sitting in my office and not wishing to con-
tribute. It was a case of arriving a few minutes
before the Minister finished his summing up. I
will speak generally about the schools in my
area as they specifically relate to the salaries
item.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
Given the fact that the general debate has been
held, there is another section in the education
vote where the member can address the specific
question of the Mt Lawley Primary School. We
are dealing with item I and the specific section
is salaries, wages, and allowances of a general
kind.

Mr CASH: I accept your ruling. In order that
I might raise certain issues in respect of the
schools in my area, would it be appropriate to
raise them under item 10?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, if it re-
lates to the running costs of schools.

Committee Resumed

Item 10: Running Cost of Schools-

Mr CASH: Last year I wrote to the Minister
and invited him to come to the Mt Lawley
Primary School in order that he could have a
look at the premises and consider allocating
funds to assist in the construction of additional
toilets and staff facilities. The Minister did pay
a visit to the school and the staff were very
appreciative of that action. The P & C associ-
ation wrote and asked me specifically to thank
the Minister for the time he was prepared to
give to that school.

Mt Uai'ley Primary School has been in the
area for more than 50 years. There is no ques-
tion that there is a need to spend money on it.
The items to be funded this year Were con-
sidered in previous years, but regrettably insuf-
ficient funds were available at the time. We are
appreciative of the funds so we can put in hand
some of the very urgent work which needs to be
done at that particular school.

Mrs Watkins interjected.

Mr CASH: It was Senator MeKiernan's ex-
wife Jean who initiated the action, when she
was secretary of the P & C association. She
asked me to pass on the appreciation of both
the school and her P & C committee for the
work the Minister did in that area.

I refer to the Coolbinia Primary School
which the Minister visited earlier this year. For
some time, its P & C association has been
pushing for a covered area. Each year, in
January or February, the P & C association
writes to .the Minister and me to point out the
current unsatisfactory situation with the play-
ground. The school has a huge quadrangle-type,
bitumen playground with very little cover. The
Minister was good enough to have a look at it
this year. Some semi-guarantees were made,
but I note in the funding this year there has
been no allocation to the Coolbinia Primary
School. That is a disappointment to the
students who have made a point of writing di-
rectly to the Minister. The problem has not
gone away. It still gets very hot and the children
are in need of a covered area. I implore the
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Minister to give that matter consideration
when Budget allocations are made early next
year.

I now refer to the Dianella Primary School.
My negotiations with that school indicate that
the people there would be pleased if the Minis-
ter would give consideration to joining them in
an inspection of the school as soon as possible.
I leave it with the Minister to make arrange-
ments in due course. Obviously, I will confirm
it in writing and he can come along with his
officers to assess the current situation at that
school.

The lack of adequate library staff at the
Dianella Primary School is causing a problem.
Earlier this year the P & C association and I
wrote to the Minister and asked him, firstly, for
the staffing formula in respect of the assistant's
time in the library and, secondly, whether or
not that could be reviewed if it was on the
maximum level. Regrettably, the Minister has
seen fit not to increase that amount at this
stage. Both the local paper and the P & C
association have written to me and asked me
where they stand in that area. I have had to
write back and say the Minister has not been
able to find sufficient funds or alter the existing
policy. It is something I will keep working for
on their behalf. We have a resource centre at
that school which is not fully utilised, and if
that is not to be, it is a waste of school money.
The Library is empty for four days a week.
That does not seem to be a reasonable way to
staff it.

Mr Pearce: If that is the case, we will take it
somewhere else. There is no excuse for a library
in a school to be empty four days a week. There
are teachers and students; they should not re-
quire somebody there full-time to make it
work. A lot of schools throughout this State
don't have libraries at all and they would love
that library.

Mr CASH: Is the Minister advocating the
closure of the library at the Dianella school?

Mr Pearce: I am not. I am suggesting that
there are a lot of schools which do not have
libraries at all.

Mr CASH: The P & C association wrote to
the Minister asking him for additional staff to
utilise the facilities.

Mr Taylor: Why don't the parents get
involved as volunteers?

Mr CASH: The parents are More than happy
to become involved. Iz would be quite wrong of
the people involved in the P & C Association of
the Dianella Primary School not to draw this

matter to the Minister's attention. Obviously if
the Minister for Health is in one of his particu-
lar moods-as he seems to be today-we will
not be able to get much sense out of him.

However, I point out that the P & C Associ-
ation of the Dianella Primary School is not
happy with the reply it received, and, as the
local member and someone who has listened to
the Premier, the Minister for Education, and
other Ministers talking about the need to utilise
to the full potential all the resources at the
various schools in Western Australia, I believe
that this Minister is shirking his duties some-
what by saying, "We will shift the library some-
where else if they are not happy with it." The P
& C association at Dianella will not be happy
about the Minister's response.

The Yokine Primary School is another
school within my electorate. At a recent P & C
meeting a matter was raised in relation to four
rooms within the school, which for the past five
or six years have been used for the Yokine
language development centre. Next year the
language development centre is to shift to
alternative premises and the P & C at Yokine
believes those four rooms could be used for a
pre-primary school centre. I understand the
Minister is currently looking at that matter; I
say that because I have a copy of the letter sent
by the P & C association to him. There is no
question that a number of petitions have been
circulated in the general area in respect of the
demand for a pre-primary centre. There is no
doubt that such demand exists. I hope the Min-
ister will give some support to that proposition
as soon as possible.

Another matter raised at a P & C association
Meeting at Yok ine recently concerned the prob-
lem of the tiling in one of the school ablution
blocks. For some time the Minister for Works
and Sexrvices and the people within the Edu-
cation Department itself were not able to find
the funds to deal with this matter. However, I
have been asked by the P & C association of
that school to convey to the Minister for Works
and Services the association's gratitude for the
fact that the tiling was done recently. The as-
sociation also asked me to extend its thanks to
the Minister for Education who became
involved with this matter, as I did, in order to
see that this job was completed. It may seem to
some that this is a minor matter-it is not the
biggest capital works sum expended during the
year by the Education Department-but to the
teachers, the P & C association, and the
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students of Yokine Primary School-it means
a lot, It means that the school's ablution block
will be brought to a proper standard.

Another point raised recently by the Yokine
Primary School P & C Association dealt with
the problem of asbestos cement cladding within
the roof of the school. Some time ago the
Government Chemical Laboratories were
asked to analyse some samples which were
taken from the roof of the school at the request
of the Building Management Authority. I have
a copy of the Government Chemical
Laboratories report which indicates that the
sample examined was ceiling insulation. The
method of analysis used was polarised light mi-
croscopy, and the Government Chemical
Laboratories report indicated that no asbestos
could be found in that particular sample. The
Education Department advised the school that
there was no asbestos cement cladding at all in
the ceiling. That may be the case on the sample
that the Government Chemical Laboratories
analysed recently, but 1 can assure the Minister
that some people, who are well-qualified in the
area of construction and building, have had a
look at the materials used within the ceiling of
that school and there is no question, in their
minds, that asbestos cladding has been used.

I ask the Minister to look at that if he would.
The Government Chemical Laboratories obvi-
ously examined a different sample last time.
There is asbestos in- the ceiling of Yokine Pri-
mary School, and that is something which
should be drawn to the Minister's attention and
the Minister, either through his department or
in conjunction with the BMA, should have a
look at it as soon, as possible.

I rose a little late in this debate today because
I have just returned from a year 10 final as-
sembly at the Mt Lawley Senior High School.
Three-hundred students attended that assembly
today, and it is pleasing to note that all but 30
of them intend to continue their studies next
year. That is not a bad rate of continuation at
that particular school. Members would be
aware that the Mt Lawley Senior High School
enjoys a very high scholastic record within the
State. This morning..I had the pleasure of
presenting the Dux of the School award for
year 10 students to Jennifer Yeats and James
Provan, and they were obviously pleased to re-
ceive that award. It was interesting to see the
way in which the deputy principal, Mr Ton',
and Mrs Hosford, the deputy principal female,
ran that final assembly because they turned it
over to the students themselves. The students
ran the assembly and did an excellent job; it

was a credit to both the staff and the students
of that school to see the way the year 10
students have turned out this year.

I would refer quickly to another point in re-
spect of the Mt Lawley Senior High School, and
that is the access route used by school buses in
bringing students to school and picking them
up after school. At the moment the school
buses use Thurston Street, which is a fairly
quiet residential street. This usage is causing
the residents in that area some concern. I ask
the Minister, as I have asked his department
previously, to look at this situation because I
am quite sure that if the buses were to use the
road to the rear of the high school, there would
be no need to take the students through a resi-
dential area. That is a proposition I will leave
the Minister to comment on in due course.

Mr MENSAROS: My comments revolve
around the member for Subiaco, and this
places me in a somewhat embarrassing position
because the member is now the Deputy Chair-
man. I do not know whether it is proper for me
to address my comments to the Deputy Chair-
man in this respect. Perhaps, Madam Deputy
Chairman, you could seek the advice of the
Clerks.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
I think it is appropriate for the member to
continue.

Mr MENSAROS: I would like to address the
Minister, if I may, and ask him whether we are
to retain the unwritten parliamentary ethics
which have prevailed in this place for a long
period of time. I believe that I have the benefit
of some years' standing as the member for my
electorate. I also believe that the member for
Subiaco's encroachment-she has less than a
year's standing as member for that electorate-
into my electorate went down like water down
a hole. A responsible Minister of the Crown
should adhere to the unwritten ethics of this
place. If a member requests him-in this case
the member for Subiaco-to visit a school in
the member for Floreat's electorate because the
member for Subiaco claims that her electorate
supplies students to that school, the Minister
ought to have the courtesy to inform the local
member that he is visiting the school instead of
going there with a member in whose electorate
the school does not lie and make promises for
which I have made representations for many
years in writing and which have been refused.

That all sounds nicely political, but I can
assure the member for Subiaco that she will not
pick up a single vote in that area, in fact she
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will lose some;, I will not lose a single vote, in
fact I will gain some. Members of the P & C are
not unintelligent, even though one had to play
the game because he is a public servant. Mast
of them remember what happened in the past
and how fairly we behaved as a Government
and, indeed, how fairly previous Labor Gov-
ernments behaved.

I received many representations from the
member for Subiaco's electorate because pant
of the old suburb of Floreat was canved from
the Floreat electorate and transferred to the
Subiaco electorate after the last electoral redis-
tribution. The people living in that area were
used to their local member who has been the
member for Floreat for 19 years. They inadver-
tently write to me, even though they would not
have voted for me in the last couple of elec-
tions. Invariably, I send their letters back and
tell them that they are now represented by the
member for Subiaco and request them to make
representations to her. If somebody is adamant
that he or she wants to be represented by a
Liberal member of Parliament, which is often
the case, I still do not deal with the matter but
tell them to make representations to either
member for the Metropolitan Province in the
upper House and they will be represented by a
Liberal member.

I feel it was worthwhile to place this matter
on the record. I do not care about it because it
does not affect me. In fact, if it affects me at all,
it affects me in a positive way. I believe it is a
sad time if we depart from the unwritten ethics
of this place and poach into each other's. elec-
torates.

Mr PEARCE: Dealing firstly with the memn-
ber for Floreat's complaint, I was invited by the
member for Subiaco to visit the Floreat Pri-
mary School to look at some of its needs. I had
a meeting with the P & C which showed rue
it required at the school. We have made a con-
tribution towards meeting that need.

I have had a brief discussion with the mem-
ber for Subiaco while the member for Floreat
was speaking. The sequence of events was that
the P & C wrote to the member for Subiaco
asking her to invite rme to attend the school. I
understand the school is on the boundary of the
two electorates and the catchment area lies
equally on either side of that boundary. There
was no playing of political games orany inten-
tion of being discourteous to the member for
Floreat. In all fairness, I hope that he under-
stands that. I have never been discourteous
about going into his electorate. In fact, when I
was first appointed as Minister for Education I

was invited to open a gymnasium at the City
Beach High School, which the member for
Floreat, as the local member, had been respon-
sible for having constructed. I invited him to
j oin me i n th e open ing of that gymnasiu m.

Maybe we were a little careless. I went on the
invitation of the member for Subiaco. It is not
my habit to have a look at electoral boundaries
when visiting schools.

Mr Peter Dowding: You should not feel em-
barrassed because they used to do it all the
time. When the member for Pilbara was a Lib-
eral member and I was the member for that
area in the upper House, I was never informed
of any visits. The member for Karrinyup is also
one of the bad ones for doing this.

Mr PEARCE: I believe the member for
Floreat has higher standards in that regard than
many of his colleagues. I certainly have had
Liberal candidates come to schools in my elec-
torate accompanied by the then Premier, Mr
Ray O'Connor, to do exactly the same sort of
thing without extending any invitation to me.

The member for Floreat is punctillious with
regard to that and I apologise to him for my
discourtesy in that regard. I believe, though,
that the member for Subiaco did what she did
because the P & C asked her to do it and her
electorate forms the catchment area for that
school. She did not do anything wrong. When I
went to the school, I believed it was in the
electorate of the member for Subiaco.

With regard to the comments made by the
member for Mt Lawley, I continue to be
impressed by the clear asessment that mem-
bers have of my capacity in the portfolio in that
they raise the smallest of matters to do with
any of a thousand schools in this State and
expect me to be able to respond. In fact, I can
respond to most of the matters the member for
Mt Lawley raises. I am pleased that we were
able to assist with the Mt Lawley Primary
School with regard to Coolbinia and some of
the other matters he has raised with me. I hope
that in future years we will be able to make
some contribution. I know that covered areas
are always contentious. I go to all the schools
that ask for covered areas, .but there arc so
many of them and the budget is so small that I
cannot cover all of them in a year. However, we
do our best to meet their needs.

Mr Cash: They have passed on their
appreciation.

Mr PEARCE: I understand that. With regard
to libraries, though, I want to be very clear.
Most schools have libraries, but very small
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schools do not have a discrete library resource
Centre and have the books scattered through
the classrooms. No school gets a teacher-li-
brarian over and above the formula for staffing
of the school. A school makes its own decisions
about whether there will be a teacher in the
library full-time. Basically, schools use their
support teachers in that capacity. Either they
will allocate a support teacher on a full-time or
a part-time basis Or they will make some other
arrangements for staffing the library, maybe by
way of parent volunteers or maybe each of the
classroom teachers will take a certain responsi-
bility for the library.

This school is asking for us to give it all the
support teachers to which it is entitled and,
differently from any other school in the State,
says, "Because we have a library we want a
librarian." In the best of all possible worlds,
every school library would have a full-time
school librarian without making any dimin-
ution on staffing elsewhere. However, I under-
stood the Liberal Party to have a policy of
restraint on expenditure in the public sector. It
is simply not possible to restrain expenditure
while at the same time seeking massive in-
creases in funding.

The reason I have not been prepared-it is
not a question of being able-to make a separ-
ate arrangement for this school is that I expect
it to do as every other school does, and that is
define the use of the library out of the resources
which it has which are the same as every other
school has. I did not say that the library should
be taken away.

Mr Cash: Would you concede that the school
was right in raising the matter with me?

Mr PEARCE: I do not mind it raising the
matter with you. I said that, in the best of all
possible worlds, we would give not only that
school, but also every other school, a full-time
teacher-librarian. That would mean putting on
approximately 500 extra teacher-librarians in
the education system and would lead to a cost
of hundreds of millions of dollars which would
have to come out of the taxpayers' pockets. We
are not prepared to do that.

The member said that the library was empty
four days a week. I said it would be irrespon-
sible if the library is not being utilised for four
days a week because of staffing. problems that
exist at every other school. I would not want to
see that kind of facility empty for four days a
week. I believe it is not empty for four days a

(161)

week. I believe that classes and students use it
normally and the member is not properly
informing the Parliament.

Mr Cash: I am quoting from the local paper.
Are you saying it is wrong?

Mr PEARCE: I will find out whether the li-
brary is empty for four days a week. If this
school is not making use of the facility it has,
advice will be given to the school about how it
might use it within the staffing constraints
available.

Mr Cash: Would you comment on the
Vokine school?

Mr PEARCE: I am not aware of any asbestos
problem at the Yokine Primary School, but 1
will have it investigated.

Division 38 put and passed.
Divisions 39 to 45: Western Australian Post

Secondary Education Commission, $989 000;
Secondary Education Authority, $3 861 000;
Academy of Performing Arts, $2 232 000;
Hedland College, $3 658 000; Kalgoorlie Col-
lege, $3 460 000; Karratha College, $3 315 000;
Country High School Hostels Authority,
$1 677 000-put and passed.

Division 46: State Planning Commission,
$13 209 000--

Mr CLARKO: It is the ultimate goal of major
political parties to achieve Government. They
find, when they do, that there are many
objectives that they cannot readily achieve and
this is because of the system of Government we
have which is heavily based on various checks
and balances. When a party is elected to
Government in Western Australia it soon finds
that the checks include the Governor, the bi-
cameral system-particularly this Govern-
ment-past legislation, the State and Federal
Constitutions, regional and local feeling, vari-
ous interest groups, the bureaucracy, tradition,
public opinion, the civil code, and the ju-
diciary.

Ever since the Burke Government was
elected in 1983 it has sought, more than any
other State Government since World War 1I, to
eliminate obstacles which it perceives will in
some way inhibit its capacity to achieve its
goals. We have seen the appointments of a vast
range of partisan political advisers, and they
have assisted the Government in identifying
the obstacles and to take the steps to make the
plans to eliminate them.

Other appointments which have been made
by this Government to organisations which are
an adjunct to Government have been carefully
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arranged to expand the Burke Government's
power and influence. Certainly the public and
media of Western Australia believe that. The
appointments which have been made to these
organisations are more contrived than ever be-
fore in Western Australian history. Under the
Burke Government, cronyism has reached an
ant form. This Government is ruthless in mak-
ing changes and appointments which will make
it easier for it to get its way.

Planning is one of the areas where the
Government has rigorously sought to expand
its powers, and it has done so by authoritarian
legislation and by the appointment of its
friends to key planning positions. Also, it has
deliberately reduced public input, especially
that of local government.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: If members want me to refer

to the various planning commissioners I will do
so.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.
Mr CLARKO: Laurie O'Meara did not ap-

point the planning commissioners. Mr Deputy
Chairman (Mr Thomas), do I have, to tolerate
the Minister for Employment and T raining,
who, ever since he brought his carpetbag to this
Chamber from the other place has spent his
time making longer speeches by way of inter-
jection than do members when speaking to a
Bill! He is a whinger and he is Western
Australia's equivalent to Paul Keating. He can
say black is white, make all sorts of outrageous
statements, and he can interfere with what a
member is trying to say. I can handle him. His
reputation is already known to the public of
Western Australia. The Opposition could say
all sorts of things about him, but it chooses not
to. I advise him not to test the Opposition too
much or it will trot out some of his record. He
was called "ankles" in the other place and
attracted more abuse as a result of his abuse
than has any person in the history of the other
place. He should not try to bring that sort of
thing to this Chamber.

The Burke Government is waging a guerilla
war on the independence of local government
as part of its planning process. On the surface it
preaches goodwill to local government. The
Minister is courteous and he interacts well with
people in local government, but he has the task
of implementing Labor's draconian electoral
practices.

This Government has taken away from local
government its ability to operate in many criti-
cal areas of planning. The State Planning Coin-

mission has been given increased central plan-
ning powers and this has concentrated the
powers in the Minister and the five friendly
commissioners.

When the State Planning Commission Bill
was before us 12 months ago I sought to in-
crease the local government representation on
the metropolitan planning council. My amend-
ment that we should have two representatives
for each district was treated with contempt. It
was not considered, even though the City of'
Wanneroo, and the City of Stirling, which have
populations of 300 000, would have then had
two representatives on the metropolitan plan-
ning council instead of one. Now we have one
representative only from these two local
authorities. It showed that this Government
does not care about the views of local govern-
ment councillors who stand for election by the
public every three years. It is an easy task to
put a councillor out of office if he is unsatisfac-
tory. Under the State Planning Commission
Act the country planning council has no more
than token regional representation.

Western Australians know the dubious tech-
niques the Burke Government has used in try-
ing to achieve many of its planning objectives.
The most outstanding was the infamous Labor
Party's Chinese restaurant at Nollamara. The
Government made many promises to the now
Deputy Leader of the Opposition about the use
of the land and said it would be for party meet-
ings and the like. The Labor Party considered
that a private political party dining room and a
public restaurant were one and the same thing.
It appears they are doing the same thing regard-
ing the issue at Mosman Bay; a tearoom for a
few people is the same as a restaurant for 140
people.

I have been told that the lessee of the
proposed Chinese restaurant lost thousands of
dollars on that project. A fortune was lost by
the people who attempted to have their land
rezoned for "other purposes". The rezoning
proposal met all the planning requirements, but
the project was held up because the Minister
refused to sign the City of Stirling town plan-
ning scheme No. 2 so he could bludgeon the
City of Stirling into agreeing to the Noliamara
Chinese restaurant. It did not work, but many
people lost small fortunes. One fellow had land
at Osborne Park which backed on to a very
large swamp area. He had been filling in the
land for many years in preparation for erecting
large blocks of flats. Eventually, he decided to
sell the land to somebody else, but the outcome
for him was that he had to pay huge interest
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costs on the project month after month because
it was held up over the Nollamara Chinese res-
taurant matter which had nothing to do with
him. Many other people also lost money be-
cause of the restaurant deal. That is a disgrace-
ful reflection on all those involved in planning
at State Government level.

The City of Stirling was intimidated also
with regard to the Scarborough Beach Observa-
tion City development. Mayor Tyzack was
regularly berated in the media and questioned
as to why the City of Stirling wanted to take a
panicular course of action with respect to that
high-rise development on the beach front. The
MRPA powers were used in a way in which
they had never been used previously and in a
way in which they were not meant to be used.

I turn now to the Spindrifter project. I do not
know whether the Government is proud of the
fact that the man who was the principal of that
development is now in serious financial diffi-
culties. Planning decisions with respect to the
Spindrifter development provide another de-
plorable example of the Government's attempt
to subjugate local government.

Even the driveway to the Observation City
hotel resort -which has just been opened in re-
cent days provides yet another example of
Government interference. Engineers from the
City of Stirling refused, on grounds of safety, to
allow that driveway to be located at the en-
trance to the Observation City resort because it
was too close to the traffic lights at the intersec-
tion of Scarborough Beach Road and the West
Coast Highway. I have been driving along that
road for 30 years, and although I am not an
engineer, I agree with the engineers that the
driveway is too close to the l ights.

Mr Pearce: There have not been traffic lights
at the intersection for 30 years. However, plan-
ning approval for the driveway was given with
the driveway in a different position. The
builders, Austniark, sought to obtain approval
to put the driveway at the entrance. The City of
Stirling Council refused that permission.
Austmark appealed to me. A ministerial appeal
is a normal thing. I looked at the argument of
the builders and compared-the proposed drive-
way at Observation City with others, such as
the driveway at the Merlin Hotel where the
same conditions apply. I felt it would be un-
reasonable not to give the builders approval.

Mr CLARKO: The engineers from the City
of Stirling said that the driveway was too close
to the lights, as did engineers from the Main
Roads Department.

Mr Pearce: I looked at the reports made and
at the submissions presented. The position of
the driveway to the .Merlin Hotel is in a much
more difficult situation, but it works. There-
fore, I could not see that it would not work at
Scarborough.

Mr CLARKO: I put it to the Minister that
the engineers of the City of Stirling and the
Main Roads Department have said that it is a
hazardous position. Although an extra lane has
been put in, there are two traffic problems with
respect to the driveway. One is the entry and
exit to the hotel's lobby and the other is the
third lane that has been put in near the en-
trance. That is already causing traffic conflict-

Mr Pearce: Think of the implications of what
you are saying. You are saying that if the engin-
eers give advice to the Council, the Minister
has no right to uphold an appeal. That means
that there should be no appeal system. Also, a
similar system works at the Merlin. You go to
the Merlin.

Mr CLARKO: I rarely go to the Merlin. It is
all right for Ministers of the Crown to drive in
and out of there in their ministerial cars, but
the rest of us struggle along. I would rather go
to the Castle Hotel in North Beach, where there
is no traffic problem.

Engineers from the City of Stirling-one of
the biggest authorities in Australia with highly
professional engineers-and from the Main
Roads Department have said that it is not an
appropriate position for a driveway, yet the
Minister overruled their opinions. Anybody
who drives up and down that road would agree
that the position of the driveway is inappropri-
ate from an engineering point of view. The
point is that the public believe that the Govern-
ment is in bed with the Bond organisation and
that these sorts of decisions are being made for
that reason. I am not making that accusation,
but that is what the public think. Members of
the Labor Party in Scarborough are the prime
carriers of that rumour.

Mr Pearce: With respect to the accusation
that the Government is in bed with the Bond
organisation because I allowed a dri -veway to be
moved, I point out that I also knocked back
that organisation's applications to build two
extra high-rise towers. So people can make
their own judgments about whether the Bond
organisation has come out well with respect to
my decisions on Scarborough.

Mr CLARKO: It is my impression that the
organisation no longer wanted to develop those
high-rise towers.
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Mr Pearce: The organisation applied for its
application to be renewed, and I knocked it
back.

Mr CLARKO: I was told six months ago that
the organisation no longer wanted to proceed
with the projects because they were not appro-
priate economically. I think the organisation
was trying to keep alive its planning appli-
cations so that if it wanted to flog off the proj-
ects to another developer, they would have
more value if there were approvals for the de-
velopments.

My position with respect to high-rise devel-
opments on the Scar-borough beach front is
quite different from that of the City of Stirling
councillors. I have alw~ys been opposed to
high-rise developments there. Many people in
the Labor Party have said that they were
against such developments, but having given
approval for them must now try to clear their
consciences. Everyone knows that just before
the 1983 election the then Leader of the Oppo-
sition, the present Premier, spoke at the beach
front to Labor members of the local progress
association. A blimp was run up to the same
height as that of the planned development and
the then Leader of the Opposition stood up in
front of this rent-a-crowd-all of whom were
against high-rise developments-and said that
under a Labor Government there would be no
high-rise developments at Scarborough. That is
not denied. It was reported in the Press. When
Labor subsequently attained the Government
benches, planning approval was given for the
high-rise on the excuse that it would help em-
ployment.

It is very easy to tell a crowd, the members of
which hold one point of view, what they want
to hear. However, anyone who looks at that
hotel knows that the now Premier said that it
would never be built under a Labor Govern-
ment, but that it is there because of Labor.
With respect to the Minister, he does not help
the argument by saying that approval was not
given to the Bond organisation to build two
other high-rise buildings in the area, because
that one was already agreed to.

The Spindrifter affair proved another de-
bacle for the Government.

Mr Watt: What did the member for
Scarborough say about it?

Mr CLARKO: His position is quite a separ-
ate one. The real issue is about the Govern-
menit making planning decisions without taking
proper cognisance of the normal rules that ap-
ply. The new State Planning Act centralises

power so much in the hands of the Govern-
ment that it can do more than ever before. The
Minister now has the power to do what he likes
without having to use sleeping provisions of the
metropolitan planning legislation. The Govern-
ment treats the people of Western Australia as
fools with respect to planning matters. It ig-
nores local authorities and plays a very remark-
able trick. It says that it will perform some
action to suit its friends. It gets objections from
the community and it then says, "Just a min-
ute. Whoops, gee, heavens above, we do not
want to spoil that sacred cow; we will bring in
some new legislation." It is a double-barrelled
hook because bringing in new legislation would
simply mean that the Government will put
more power for central planning into the hands
of the narrow group controlling planning in the
State.

That reminds me of the situation with re-
spect to the tearooms at Mosman Bay. My
parents many years ago bought me an ice-
cream at those tearooms. The Government can
say what it likes, but there is egg on the face of
Government Ministers. The Minister for
Transport was reported in the paper as having
said that the project would not go ahead. He
said that it had to go through four or five
governmental bodies and that it did not have
his support. About two days later, the whole
thing was suddenly over and the project was
away and running. I am told that through the
intervention of the Premier and others this de-
velopment was approved. I was telephoned by
a member of one of the bodies who told me
that he received a letter from a Government
body to say that he had to give an answer
straight away.

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr CLARKO: When we both retire I will
show the Minister my telephone message from
this very responsible person on this body who
said that this is what happened.

Mr Pearce: I am not denying someone rang
you up. I am saying what he told you is not
true.

Mr CLARKO: What went on down there
smells. The people of Western Australia think
something rotten happened down in Mosman
Bay. Rightly or wrongly they believe undue
duress was exerted by various arms of Govern-
ment so that this development could be
achieved. How can it be said that it is a tea-
room for a few people when I am told there will
be 140 restaurant seats?
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Mr Pearce: That is not true. The Press are
reporting people like John Trout, or Tout, or
whoever he is, and the sorts of things they are
saying. What they are saying is not true. I sat in
at the meeting with the Premier, the Mayor of
Mosman Park, and the Town Clerk.

Mr CLARKO: Please!
Mr Pearce: You have unlimited time. The

clerk made a statement that the Premier had
instructed two Ministers, presumably me and
the Minister for Transport, to do certain things.
That is totally untrue. I told this chap it was
untrue, and I said, "What evidence do you
have?" He said, "I thought it might have
happened." He made a defamatory statement
on that basis.

Mr CLARKO: May 1 have a go now?
It has now been decided that having given

approval in a very unusual way to this project,
the project has been changed from its Original
application without obtaining, the necessary
approvals, and when they did get them they
were obtained in a rather unusual fashion.

Many people want green parks and so on
along the Swan River, and they are very con-
cerned about it. The Government says, "We
will set up a new process to speed up various
mechanisms by which we make decisions about
the Swan and Canning Rivers." It is just a little
more centralised power. The public does not
look too closely and it says, "These people are
looking after the river", but the people in
Mosman Park think that the Government has
taken a very retrograde step.

When we come to the question of having a
local government person on the working party
to look at this matter, whom do they appoint-
George Bray instead of one of the 1 400 elected
councillors of this State. If we want some input
from the Local Government Department Mr
Bray could come forward to sit alongside the
elected representative. Because the Govern-
ment does not have faith in these councillors it
is not allowing them to take part.

When the Liberal Party is returned to
Government, if local authorities have been
excluded from having a say in regard to the
river banks, we will take steps to give them that
say again. We are not saying they should have a
say on their own. All sorts of things take place
now. Is the member for Fremantle (the Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy) not happy about
what happened recently at North Fremantle?
The Fremantle City Council is not happy about
what happened with the water police station on
the North Fremantle bank of the river. It is

difficult to know what should go on the shores
of the Swan and Canning Rivers. The Minister
is very quiet.

Mr Parker: Your former leader is very quiet
on the whole issue. I was quite active.

Mr CLARKO: The Swan River has been well
looked after by the Swan River Management
Authority. About three weeks ago I travelled
down the river in company with Common-
wealth Parliamentary Association representa-
tives from various places around Australasia
and the South Pacific. Those people were
enthralled with the way the banks of the Swan
River have been developed with parks, fine
homes, and all the things which create a truly
beautiful sight. This is largely due to the local
authorities and the Swan River Authority
having made the right decisions. I would be
concerned if an all-powerful body were set up
and it ignored the views of all these people who
have done these things so successfully.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected
Mr CLARKO: The Minister says rubbish. He

would be an expert on rubbish. In another hour
he will be down in the dust. He sits here and
grumbles away all day. He carpetbagged his
way out of the upper House where he
represented the north-west. His associations
with the north-west were pretty long. I wonder
where he will move-west, hopefully soon.

When the Liberal Party returns to Govern-
ment we will make many changes to the plan-
ning system. There were supposed to be no
fiascos like the high-rises at Scarborough when
the Premier turned around and approved it and
said we needed it for employment. We have a
grossly over-centralised planning system as a
result of the Act introduced last year.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The Minister for Employment

and Training is going to deny responsibility for
the Bill introduced in this Chamber by his
Government- He should not talk nonsense.
Whether it was Laurie O'Mcara or anybody
else, it is wrong. The Act and the report are not
identical. When he was Minister for Planning
for the short time he was left there, he had to be
taken away because he was a failure; he could
not even get a Chinese restaurant up and going.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I have said many times that

the planning process should be based on de-
cision-making'being located as nearly as poss-
ible to the source of the issue. As many de-
cisions as practicable should be made by the
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local authority. Only those decisions which are
necessary should go to the regional planning
authority.

I agree with the need for regional planning
authorities, but we need to look very carefully
at their extent and role. A central planning
body should involve itself only in those plan-
ning matters which relate specifically to the
overall planning interests of the State.

Today the exact reverse applies. Decision-
making power is put into the hands of a few
whom we cannot trust, and the public and
Press of Western Australia are very suspicious
of the credentials of some of these people who
are playing a key role in planning today. The
public of Western Australia are concerned that
planning matters are under the influence of all
sorts of wheelers and dealers in Perth. They can
get the decision through by making the right
telephone calls to their friends in the present
Ministry.

We will turn the situation back so that once
more planning is largely in the hands of those
people who are near to the decision and can
make the right decision. We do not want to see
this great State of Western Australia under one
single planning process which denies local
people their rights and opportunities to make
decisions to meet most properly the objectives
and needs of Western Australia.

Division 46 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again

at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Pearce (Leader of the House).

(Continued on page 5131.)
Sitting suspended from 1.0010o2.15 p.m.

NURSES' CONDI17IONS,
Ministerial Statement

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Health) [2.15 p.m.]-by leave: I felt it was im-
portant that I should make public at this time
the Government's response to the current
claims being made by the nurses in Western
Australia with respect to their case, part of
which will be heard by the Industrial Relations
Commission on 1, 2 and 3 December.

The Government, in recognising the import-
ance of nurses to the provision of health care in
this State, has introduced a number of initiat-
ives during the past four years aimed at im-
proving the Status and working conditions of
nurses.

These include-

A 10-hour night shift, which incorpor-
ates a 9.5 hour break between shifts, has
been progressively introduced. As a result
of this new night shift being introduced
wherever requested, the equivalent of an
extra 162 full-time nurses have so far been
employed in Government hospitals at a
cost of $2.8 million.

A 38-hour week for nurses employed
public hospitals has been implemented
from 1 January 1985 at a cost
approximately $9.3 million per annum.

in
as
of

The new arrmngement gives nurses an
extra 12 days' leave a year, bringing the
annual total to nine weeks and two days.

A 38-hour week has also
introduced for community
occupational health nurses.

been
and

Re-allocation of non-nursing duties: As a
result of the recommendation of the joint
working party on nurse staffing, the Health
Department established a task force to
work with the Royal Australian Nursing
Federation towards the removal of non-
nursing duties from the duties of nurses.

The elimination of non-nursing duties is
estimated to cost $7 million. A programme
to eliminate non-nursing duties over three
budgetary years- 1985-86, 1986-87 and
1988-89-has been approved by the
Government. The first two phases have
been implemented, with phase 3 due for
implementation on I July 1988.

The State Government has agreed, in
conjunction with the Commonwealth, to
the transfer of nurse education to the ter-
tiary sector, fulfilling a long-cherished am-
bition of the nursing profession. It is
hoped that the move to tertiary training
will encourage more people to select the
Profession for their future careers and so
help increase the number of nurses trained
annually. This transfer is costing the
Government $5 million per annum.

The Government is making a concerted
effort through the capital works pro-
gramme to improve accommodation for
nurses in the country.

In response to recent industrial claims from the
Royal Australian Nursing Federation, the
Government has developed a comprehensive
package. The package, which has now been
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offered to the Royal Australian Nursing Feder-
ation, was developed on the basis of the follow-
ing criteria-

Expenditure was to be contained within
the limits set for the 1986-87 budget.

The package was to be phased in over
three budgets with the major cost impact
arising in 1988-89.

Wage rates were determined having re-
gard for wage movements in Victoria and
New South Wales. New South Wales and
Victoria normally have the highest razes in
Australia. Western Australian rates have
traditionally been close to these.

I have set out in Appendix A, which I will seek
leave to table at the conclusion of my
statement, the comparative rates for the nurs-
ing profession throughout Australia.

The package contains the following
components-

an interim wage increase;
a trial of the career structure for six~
months in four hospitals;
progressive improvements in conditions of
employment over three Budgets;
phases 3 and 4 for the reallocation of non-
nursing duties;
implementation of the career structure
from 1 September 1987 in all hospitals.

The cost to the Governiment of implementing
the package over three Budgets is in excess of
$70 million. Of tha t $66.04 million is for wages
and career structure, with $7.6 million for
other benefits. 'In this financial year $7.59
million has been allocated for wage increases
and $4.16 million for other benefits. Details of
proposed expenditure are included in Table 1,
which I will seek leave to table at the con-
clusion of my statement.

The RANF has rejected the Government's
offer and seeks instead-

Wage increases to bring nurses into par-
ity with other health professionals.

A career structure with progression
based. primarily upon. possession of qualifi-
cations and peer group review for hands-
on nursing. In the administrative area, the
claim is that the Directors of Nursing
should have parity with the Adminis-
trators or Chief Executive Officers of pub-
lic hospitals.

Improved conditions of employment
which reflect the best of "wage and salar-
ied" conditions.

The RANF and other unions have elected to
take the matter to the Industrial Relations
Commission and a hearing has been set down
for 1, 2 and 3 December.

The Chief Commissioner of the Industrial
Relations Commission held a conference with
the parties-RANF, Hospital Service and Mis-
cellaneous Workers Union, Psychiatric Nurses
Association and employer representatives-on
25 November to discuss how the unions, par-
ticularly the RANE, intend to proceed with
their cla ims at the hearing.

I am informed that, as a result of the confer-
ence, the unions intend to pursue a claim for an
initial eight per cent increase for all nurses.
This would cost the Government $20.3 million
per annum; that is, $ 10.2 million in 1986-87, as
opposed to the $7.6 million cost in 1986-87 of
the interim wage increase in the Government's
package offer.

The RANF also intends to pursue its major
work value case, its claim for a career structure,
and significant improvements in conditions of
employment in the new year. The additional
costs of just the wages and career structure
component of these further claims would add
at least $30 million per annum to the Govern-
ment's wage bill for nurses in the first year of
its implementation and would escalate in sub-
sequent years.

As pant of its work value claim, the RANE is
seeking to reach wage parity with other health
professionals such as podiatrists and
radiographers. The Government believes that
comparison with nurses in other States who
have recently received significant increases is
more reasonable, given the fact that since the
mid- 1930s nurses in Western Australia have
always received wage increases in line with
nurses in other States. The Government's offer
to the nurses recognises this traditional re-
lationship. in seeking to achieve parity with
other health professionals, the nurses are
putting in jeopardy the Government's ability to
deliver the package of improvements that has
already been offered to them.

The Government has made it clear that it has
always been willing to negotiate the claims for
nurses within the context and financial limits
of the three-year package offer. Should the offer
to negotiate be accepted by the relevant unions,
the negotiating team will be expanded to in-
clude Hon. Tom Butler, MLC, Dr Judyth
Watson, MLA and two directors of nursing
from Government hospitals.
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Industrial decisions have already put the
health budget under severe strain. Over the last
four Budgets, 61.2 per cent of the total increase
in health expenditure was accounted for by in-
dustrial decisions; that is, of $218.8 million
increase in the health budget in that four year
period, $133.8 million has gone to meeting in-
dustrial demands of different groups of em-
ployees in the health system. In that same
period only $16.8 million has been added to
the Budget for new or improved services. The
Government cannot do both-it cannot meet
spiralling industrial claims at the same time as
making real improvements or expansions in
health services in Western Australia.

If the Industrial Relations Commission hear-ings result in costs to the Government in excess
of the package, we will no longer be able to
maintain the current level of health services in
this State. We will have no option but to effect
real and painful savings from within the health
budget by significant cuts in services and in-
creases in health-related charges. The sorts of
moves we may be forced to take include-

continuation of a job freeze;
closure of some country hospitals;
contracting out of catering and cleaning
services;
deferral of the implementation of phase 3
of non-nursing duties;
deferral Of improved employment con-
ditions for nurses;
introduction of theatre fees in public hos-
pitals; and
reduction in financial support for edu-
cation/in-service training programmes.

We do not want to make any of these moves
but we will have no option if settlement of the
nurses' claim costs more than the Govern-
ment's package offer. Employees within the
health industry have to understand that expen-
diture on health care is finite-meeting their
claims for more will be at the expense of the
level of services to the community.

The Government remains hopeful that the
nurses' claim can be settled within the limits of
our offer. We remain willing and available to
negotiate on the elements of the package but I
repeat, the bottom line of the Offer is f ixed-i t
represents what the Government believes is a
realistic offer to nurses which recognises their
valid industrial concerns.

I now seek leave to table a document relating
to the three-year cost of the Government's offer
to nurses, and a further table showing a corn-

pa rison of wage rates between Western
Australia, Tasmania, Victoria, NSW, South
Australia, Queensland and the Common-
wealth.

(See paper No. 597.)

MIR BRADSIIAW (Murray-Wellington)
(2.26 p.m.]: I thank the Minister for giving me
some notice of his statement, which I app reci-
ate.

The Government has regularly rejected
deregulation of the industrial system to allow
negotiations to take place between employers
and employees. It has steadfastly said that the
industrial arbitration system should be in place
through which to negotiate wages and con-
ditions of employment. In this case the Minis-
ter has departed from that belief and I wonder
whether the Government's industrial relations
policy is a set policy or one of convenience.

The statement made today is an insult to the
registered and enrolled nurses of Western
Australia, as is the letter the Minister recently
sent to the nurses. I do not know whether he
has had the same feedback that I have had on
this subject. They were certainly not impressed
by the letter.

Mr Taylor: The federation suggested to the
nurses that they send those letters back to me
and from a total of 10 000 sent, at the last
count 230 have been returned.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is not bad bearing in
mind the silent majority in the community.

Mr Parker: A silent majority of 9 770.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is probably par for
the course bearing in mind that the vocal mem-
bers of our community are generally in the
minority.

The Minister is trying to prejudice the Indus-
trial Relations Commission hearing, due to be-
gin on I December. It is quite wrong for the
Minister to make a ministerial statement just
prior to that hearing which will determine what
the nurses should or should not get.The nurses
know that the claims are substantial and they
have said they are prepared'to phase them in
over a long period. However, the Government
does not seem to appreciate that. It comes up
with these figures, which certainly are
substantial, but gives no recognition to the fact
that the nurses are prepared to phase in the
increases. The nurses feel overworked and
underpaid, as many people do. However, it is
recognised that nurses are in that situation.
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Considering the undersupply of nurses in
Western Australia and throughout Australia,
their worth should be recognised. We should be
encouraging them to stay in the profession
rather than, as happens at present, their quali-
fying and then going into other areas because
they are dissatisfied with the career structure,
pay, and conditions. It is important that the
proposed career structure be implemented
when one considers the number of nurses drop-
ping out of the profession to go into other
areas.

Mr Taylor: We have nurses from Victoria
applying to work in Western Australia.

Mr BRADSHAW: A reasonable career struc-
ture for hands-on-nurses will stabilise the pro-
fession; fewer nurses will drop out and fewer
nurses will need to be trained. Overall, a
reasonable career structure will save money.

It leads to greater costs, but that is offset with
more stability and more nurses staying in the
profession,

Mr H-odge: This concern for nurses is a very
recent thing in the Liberal Party.

Mr BRADSHAW: I would not say that. My
wife is a nurse.

Mr Hodge: I remember them leading protests
around the city against the last Liberal Govern-
ment.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Minister did not do
much for them when he was Minister for
Health.

Mr Hodge: You are joking! They had the best
deal in their history.

Mr BRADSHAW: In his letter to the nurses
the Minister for Health brought out a lot of old-
hat stuff like nan-nursing duties.

Mr Hodge: Old-hat stuff! That was the burn-
ing issue 12 months ago.

Mr. BRADSHAW: It has been promised to
the nurses already, and the Minister keeps
bringing it up as though it is part of the pack-
age. He talks about tertiary education, and that
has been in the pipeline for many years.

Mr Hodge: Which this Labor Government
gave them. -

MrT Taylor: I only signed the deal a few weeks
ago.

Mr BRADSH-AW: It has been in the pipeline
for many years, regardless of when it was
signed. The Minister said it would attract more
nurses into the profession; I have strong doubts
about that because most of the 'people I have
spoken to want to do hospital-based training.

Mr Taylor: Because they are paid to go
through that system. It is being phased out.

Mr BRADSH-AW. Yes, that is why they are
attracted to it. They need lower qualifications,
and they are paid for going through. I do not
believe the Minister will attract more nurses
into the profession because it will become a
tertiary-based course.

Mr Pearce: The nurses pressed for tertiary
education.

Mr BRADSH-AW: I know that, but I do not
believe what the Minister says about attracting
more people to the profession. I believe it will
have the reverse effct. The hierarchy of the
Royal Australian Nursing Federation wanted
that to improve the lot of people in the
profession.

Mr Pearce: There is no problem attracting
them; it is keeping them there.

Mr BRA DSH-AW: The colleges of advanced
education would not agree with that. They
could shut down some areas on the numbers
they are attracting.

Mr Hodge: When we opened tertiary edu-
cation for nurses at WAIT we had hundreds
wanting to take up a small number of positions.

Mr Court: Do you think that situation will
reverse in a few years' time and they will go
back to nursing in hospitals?

Mr Taylor: It is a matter of concern, and in
the US things are going that way. It is a prob-
lem.

Mr Gordon Hill: I hope you will tell us your
alternatives.

Mr BRADSHAW: I will get onto that eventu-
ally if members Opposite Stop inteujecting.

Mr H-odge: We are trying to help you out.
Mr BRADSHAW: I do not need help.
Mr Court: There are two Ministers here.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, two Ministers for

Health who have mucked up the health system
in Western Australia.

The Minister also referred in his statement to
nursing accommodation. It is a. matter of
supply and demand, and one has to make con-
ditions attractive to keep people- in the pro-
fession. Obviously nurse accommodation was
not as adequate as it should be, and it is one of
the conditions which should be upgraded to
keep nurses in the profession, panticularly in
remote areas.

Mr Peter Dowding: Your Government's in-
action for so long caused that problem. Port
H-edland was a classical example. What your
Ministers did was a tragedy.
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Mr BRADSHAW: This Government has
been in office for four years. Ministers cannot
keep blaming the previous Government.

Mr Peter Dowding: We have done some-
thing; that is the difference.

Mr BRADSH-AW, All I get is how bad we
were for nine years. Members apposite have to
get over that and start looking at their own
inadequacies.

The Minister's statement referred to pay
equivalents in the Victorian and New South
Wales nursing profession. I do not know
whether he does not read the papers, but nurses
have been on strike in Victoria for many weeks,
and I do not think it is because they are happy
with pay conditions and career structures.

Mr Peter Dowding: A bit of bipartisanship
would not do you any harm, because in the end
result everyone has to bear the consequences.

Mr BRADSH-AW: I realise that. I believe the
Minister has gone about it in the wrong way by
making this statement. It will inflame the situ-
ation.

Mr Taylor: It is not meant to be inflamma-
tory; it states the position.

Mr HRADSHAW: I think the Minister will
find it is inflammatory. We will have to await
the reaction of the Nursing Federation. I have
not spoken to that organisation, but I am sure
it will put out a statement in the next day or
two.

Mr Taylor: I just had lunch with the presi-
dent.

Mr Peter Dowding: Political bipartisanship
can help everybody. There is no point in taking
a line from some of these other people.

Mr BRADSKAW: I agree it should be a bi-
partisan approach because it will be a long,
ongoing problem and cost. I believe the Minis-
ter's statement will be inflammatory and that
nurses will react fairly strongly, as they did
to his letter.

Mr Taylor: They did not react strongly to the
letter.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Nursing Federation
did, and it is negotiating on behalf of the nurses
of Western Australia.

Mr Peter Dowding: On this issue it would be
better if you got the detail because you would
see what a reasonable package it is.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am not trying to say the
package is right or wrong. The nurses are not
happy with the package and they have rejected
it, and now it should go to the Industrial Re-
lations Commission.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is.
Mr Taylor: We have offered to continue

negotiations within the context of the package,
and that is in my statement, and the matter is
going to the commission.

Mr BRADSHI-AW: Then I cannot see any
point in the statement. The Minister is still
trying to prejudice the Industrial Relations
Commission hearing.

Mr Peter Dowding No. An employer is
entitled to state his position.

Mr BRADSKAW: I do not think the Minis-
ter should be stating it publicly a few days be-
fore the Industrial Relations Commission is
about to sit.

The Government is prepared to put one of
the parts of the career structure into place on a
six-month trial, but the Nursing Federation
does not believe six months is long enough. It
believes two years would give a true indication
of whether the career Structure is worthwhile
and working to the satisfaction of all parties.
That trial period certainly should be increased.
The Nursing Federation and the other nursing
unions which wish to lake part in the trial as
observers want to make sure it is working prop-
erly and that a biased or partisan result is not
reached at the end of the trial. Delaying the
implementation of the career structure to I
September 1987 is putting it a little too far
away. Nurses are demanding it now, although if
the Minister can negotiate with the federation
and the other unions to put it off until next
September, 1 can see no problems because it
will upset the budgetary requirements this
financial year. If the career structure is
introduced it will add $30 million to expendi-
ture in one financial year.

The Royal Australian Nursing Federation
has rejected the Government's Offer. It is Up to
the Government to allow its package and the
demands of the federation and the other unions
to go to the Industrial Relations Commission.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, but the Government

is trying to prejudice it by saying what it wants
and threatening what will happen to the health
system of Western Australia.

Mr Taylor: It will be up to the commission
next week.
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Mr BRADSH-AW: I am running out of time,
and I did not interject when the Minister was
making his statement, so I think I should have
the chance to give my side of the story.

The Minister, in his statement, said that as a
result of the conference, the three unions
involved intended to pursue an increase which
would cost the Government $20.3 million per
annum and 330 million for the actual structure.
That is dependent upon whether the Industrial
Relations Commission agrees to what the
nurses want. I have no idea whether it will. The
Minister is putting up airy-fairy figures which
may not be relevant.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you saying we should
give it to them?

Mr BRADSHAW: It is up to the Industrial
Relations Commission. I do not know what the
nurses are demanding or whether the sum is
fair and reasonable. The Industrial Relations
Commission has people with knowledge and
expertise in this field, and they should decide
whether the figure is justified.

The Government says it is willing to keep
negotiating. That is an admirable trait. Obvi-
ously, negotiations have broken dawn between
the Government and the Royal Australian
Nursing Federation, and the other two unions
have rejected the package put up. The addition
of two more members of Parliament and two
directors of nursing from Government hospi-
tals to negotiate on that committee, will only
make the meetings spin out further and a few
more people will have something to say.
Allowing another four people on that com-
mittee will not help further negotiations.

Mr Taylor interjected.

Mr BRADSHAW: They might be genuine.
but the Minister knows what committees are
like. They take a long time to come to finality.

The Minister also said that the industrial de-
cisions will put the health Budget under severe
strain. I can appreciate that, but what has it to
do with the nurses? They are not worried about
other people in the health field. They are
worried-only about themnselves.-

Mr Taylor- They should be.

Mr BRADSHAW: 1 suppose they are in some
ways, but anyone who is underpaid and has
substandard conditions will go out and bat for
himself.

Mr Peter Dowding: The Minister is batting
for them.

Mr BRADSH-AW: This statement has a
threatening tone. It tries to put the nurses in a
situation where they feel intimidated. If the
nurses are to demand more than is offered in
the package, the health system in Western
Australia may suffer as a result. The Minister
has indicated he might continue to close some
country hospitals. I would like to know which
country hospitals he is interested in closing.
There would be an outcry from not only me but
also all the people in the country if the Minister
were to do that.

Mr Peter Dowding: You have all the sol-
utions!

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not have time for that
now. I have already indicated I do not know
whether the nurses are demanding too much.

Mr Peter Dowding: Summarise what you are
saying. I think you were criticising the Minis-
ter.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am in a sense because I
believe he is trying to intimidate the Industrial
Relations Commission and is trying to influ-
enc the outcome of the hearings. The Minister
should go along with the decision of the Indus-
trial Relations Commission.

Mr Taylor: Of course we will.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is fair enough, but'it
does not read that way in the Minister's
statement.

Mr Taylor: Have you ever known any
Government not to go along with, its decision?

Mr BRADSHAW: If the Minister is going
along with the decision of the Industrial Re-
lations Commission, this ministerial statement
is a waste of time.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs
Henderson) in the Chair, Mr Brian Burke
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after Division 46 had
been agreed to.

Division 47: Conservation and Land Manage-
ment, $61 652 000-

Mr BLAIKJE: I refer to the Government's
policy in relation to the issue of softwood plan-
tations, and in what direction it intends to pur-
sue its softwood planting programme.
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When the Government came into office it
made certain commitments in relation to soft-
wood development and indicated that it did
not want to follow a policy of having native
species for the planting of softwoods in future
State forest areas.

The softwood planting programme has been
very important in meeting the State's timber
requirements. It has saved the State enormous
sums of money because it has not had to
import timber from other States and overseas.
The Donnybrook sunklands is situated within
the area I represent. The area is located within
the triangle of flusselton, Margaret River and
Augusta. It has been singled out by previous
Governments as being the centre of a major
softwood plantation area. In the mid-1970s it
was envisaged that 150 000 acres of pine would
be planted in the Donnybrook sunklands re-
gion.

When it was decided that this area of
degenerated State forest was to be set aside for
the planting of softwoods a number of environ-
mental factors needed to be taken into account,
and, more importantly, social factors and the
financial advantages to the State.

As I said, the Donnybrook sunklands is an
area of degenerated forest. It has been attacked
by dieback and the bulk of the area is dead. I
come from that area, I have lived in it and have
seen much of the area concerned. From the
point of view of soil productivity, logging, or
productive forest, the forest has no potential,
but selected areas of the forest could be cleared
and softwoods progressively planted.

This scheme has existed for a number of
years and in my view it was very successful in
adding to the future of the State's timber re-
sources.

Only a few weeks ago I asked the Minister a
question in respect of the Government's future
plans for the Donnybrook sunklands. The reply
was that the Government was planning to stop
pine planting in the area. That pine planting
programme employed hundreds of people over
the years-it employed people during the pine
planting time, during the pruning and thinning
stages, and during the log production stage;
then the cycle started all over again with
further replantings, rethinnings, and so on. The
Government indicated that it would not pro-.
ceed with the plans for the Donnybrook
sunklands. Somewhere along the line there
must have been a review of the available re-
sources-what I would regard as being a global

overview of the decisions taken in respect of
the next 50 or 60 years in the State's timber
industry.

The development of the Donnybrook
sunklands would surely have been pant of this
global overview for Western Australia; cer-
tainly it would have been a global overview for
the south-west. The Government has said-no
doubt meeting its own policy demands and the
demands of the more radical environ-
mentalists-that it will continue with its
present plans. This raises an important point in
respect of the ongoing planning and develop-
ment that was put in train, Wharncliffe Pro-
prietary Limited, for example, was established
in order to mill the pine logs, or the residue of
those logs, into particle board. More companies
could be established to take over more millings
as those pine plantings came to maturity and
this could increase the level of productivity.

The plan was initially developed and ap-
proved-approved basically by the Parlia-
ment-so as to enable the pine planting pro-
gramme to continue in the Donnybrook
sunklands. Had this plan come to fruition, it
would have led in the end to the employment
of literally thousands of people, the investment
of literally tens of millions of dollars and the
eventual possibility of literally thousands of
millions of dollars in export earnings for this
State. This would have come about as a result
of products which could be used not only
within this State, but also could be exported
through Australia and overseas. That was part
of an ongoing strategy which was put in place
initially. Members will realise that the Govern-
ment came in and made commitments in re-
lation to the northern jarrah forests. Legislation
recently came before the Parliament which al-
lowed the Lane-Poole Reserve to become part
of a national park; in addition, the Govern-
ment has made decisions in relation to the
Shannon River Basin and a number of other
conservation management areas within the
State forests. My assessment is that possibly
300 000 to 400 000 acres of land which were
available for saw log production have now been
taken out of productivity for saw logging,
probably for ever.

It is all very well for the Government to do
this; the Government has won consecutive elec-
tions and it can well make those decisions, but
what of the future? What commitment does the
Government have in respect of the future of
saw logging in this State? When the Liberal
Party was in Government, it followed very
definite policies of conservation and manage-
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ment for State forests and reserves. In addition,
the Liberal Government ensured that saw log-
ging continued because it recognised the
potential benefits to the State of that industry.
This Government has taken a huge slice from
the hardwood areas and I doubt that a number
of millers will now have any future At all.

This legislation certainly favours the big
companies which have the capacity to deal and
to negotiate with Government-that is
probably what the Government wants and
what it is banking on. However, I doubt
whether the small mill operators will be able to
stand the pace and meet the conditions which
this Government is going to impose. In a total
overall situation-and I am talking about hard-
woods as opposed to the softwood planting
programme-if the Government decided
tomorrow that there needed to be, as a result of
decisions made by the Liberal Party when in
Government in relation to the State milling
industry, a 20 per cent increase in the avail-
ability of log production for State foresters, I
have little doubt that companies such as
Bunnings would complain bitterly but they
would get by because they are big enough and
resourceful enough to be able to extend their
operations into other areas. Such companies
can either import their timber or take other
action, but I venture to say that the Powers mill
at Busselton, the Worslcy timber mill at
Margaret River, Gandy's timber mill at
Manjimup and a whole host of other small
mills in WA could not survive a 20 per cent
reduction in saw log production. They would
have to close down eventually because when
one operates on the barest minimum of avail-
able timber resources, a time finally must come
when one cannot operate on 'less than the
amount necessary to provide some economic
throughput.

In my opinion many of the Government's
decisions have led to a downturn in the avail-
ability of saw log production and that
downturn will reflect most dramatically on the
State's small saw mill operators. What is the
Government's policy in this regard and what
steps has the Government undertaken to give a
guarantee in this respect? That is, that the small
milk owners will be guaranteed a throughput Of
production which is at least the minimum
necessary for them to remain economically vi-
able. I believe the small saw millers have given
this country good service. By that, I do not
want to decry the Bunnings group because that
group has stood the test of time and has
rationalised and economised scale and it is cer-

tainly very important in the context of the tim-
ber milling industry in WA. However, the
Bunnings group has an ability to negotiate di-
rectly with Government, and this ability is not
available to small saw milling operators. I be-
lieve there is a very special need for those small
mill operators to be given positive consider-
ation by this Government.

1 would return briefly to my point in relation
to the softwood plantings the Government has
indicated will not now proceed in the
Donnybrook sunklands. I asked the Minister to
detail the area's future use and what will hap-
pen, under the Government's plans for the
area, to the saw mills which were to be located
in the south-west in order to mill that 150 000
acres of pine that was to be planted in the
Donnybrook sunklands. if this plan is not
implemented, there will be a dramatic re-
duction in the number of logs available.

At the same time the Government made de-
cisions in relation to the Shannon River Basin
in effect saying that it would no longer be avail-
able for saw log production. There was a great
deal of concern in the Manjimup area and, for
that matter, in the whole of the timber indus-
try, that a substantial amount of saw log pro-
duction would be lost if that Shannon River
Basin were closed. It produced about 25 per
cent of the State's total saw log production and
was gone.

I was at a very important meeting at
Manjimup attended by the Treasurer when he
was Minister for Forests The meeting was held
at the time the Government undertook to have
a programme of pine plantings on private
properties within the Manjimup region. The
Government also made a commitment to en-
sure that about 15 000 acres of pines would be
planted in the Manjimup region, sufficient to
allow a pine sawmilling operation to accept
timber from the Shannon River Basin, but that
timber has now been lost. It attempted also to
negotiate with farmers the leases of properties
to be developed jointly with the farmers pro-
viding the land and the Government providing
the resources. I understand that, while there
was plenty, of activity and encouragement by
the Government to get that scheme underway,
it has been less than successful to say the least.

The Government stopped the pine planting
programme in the Donnybrook sunklands
which totalled about 2 000 hectares a year.
Everyone knows that what is planted today is
felled in about 30 years' time. The Government
stopped these plantings two or three years ago
and while it is living on the assets of today,
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nothing is being done to plan for the 25 years
down the track and we will pay a very sore
price for that.

I request the Minister to give a clear under-
taking of the Government's direction. An
amount of $61.5 million has been allocated in
the Budget for this purpose.

Three years have now elapsed since the De-
partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment was set up following amalgamation of the
Forests Department and the national parks
body. I was extremely critical of those changes
at the time. I did not believe that the two would
meld and that it would prove, in due course, to
be disadvantageous to the State. I must be fair,
though, and say that, with the passing of time,
some of the fears I had have not materialised.
However, I am still not satisfied that the amal-
gamation has been a saving to the State or has
proved to be of benefit to the State.

There have already been rumblings in my
electorate about the overbearing levels of influ-
ence of the Department of Conservation and
Land Management in relation to private prop-
erty ownership. Farmers need to be able to
carry out their normal farming operations such
as clearing firebreaks and poisoning vermin.
However, they now have to meet a different set
of rules. And the demands being made of them
are different from those which were made pre-
viously by the former Forests Department.
Things are proving very difficult. A couple of
weeks ago a constituent approached me con-
cerned that he had cleared a firebreak around
his property and, because his property adjoins
a national park, he assumed he had cleared pant
of the national park. He said he had done it
inadvertently. H-e was told that he could be
fined $1. 000. The local officer told him that in
his judgment he had made a mistake and he
would not press charges.

There needs to be that sbrt of understanding
of difficulties faced by farmers by officers and
departments. It is important to have cooper-
ation. It existed with the old Forests Depart-
ment and I hope that the Minister ensures that
his officers understand the difficult circum-
stances that farmers are in.

A forests officer has a slightly different view
of things from a national parks officer. They
have different attitudes on fire control. They
now come under the one umbrella of a single
department. The simple transfer of one officer
with an enlightened national parks philosophy
could bring about a set of circumstances differ-
ent from an officer who was trained purely in

the regime of forest management. It is import-
ant that officers take the extra trouble to under-
stand and cooperate with the community.

The other night we debated the Environmen-
tal Protection Bill. I think all parties agreed
that we could write all the legislation in the
world, but it would be useless without
implementing its intent properly. I still have
nagging feelings about the separation of State
resources from production areas purely and
simply for posterity purposes.

The amount of $61 million allocated in this
Budget is a Car cry from the allocation in 1983
when the Department of Conservation and
Land Management was set up. At that time we
considered a budget of $27 million for the re-
spective departments making up the new de-
partment. The areas amalgamated included, as
I said previously, forests, national parks and
wildlife. The argument of the Government of
the day was that the amalgamation would lead
to dramatic savings. Since then we have seen
substantial increases in expenditure and I hope
that there has been a corresponding net benefit
to the taxpayer.

Previously there has been much criticism of
the management of national parks. Before the
Minister blames previous Governments for
their lack of attention-

Mr Court: He would not do that.
Mr BLAIKIE: I know. The Minister is

usually reasonably fair but I know he had a late
night last night like the rest of us.

In the last 10 years the State has come a long
way in the development of national parks. We
have seen the System 6 report and various
systems reports which have led to the setting
aside of huge areas of parks in the State for
which I believe future generations will be
thankful.

During that period expenditure did not keep
pace with the number of parks that had been
created. It would be preferable to have two
separate bodies controlling the management of
the national parks and forests. Now that those
two bodies have been lumped together it is dif-
ficult to make overall assessments about how
the individual sectors are progressing.

While I am critical about the increase in ex-
penditure to the amalgamated bodies, I believe
that previous Governments should have
increased the subsidy to the national park area.
Had it done that there would have been an
opportunity to assess how the money was
spent. I look forward to hearing the Minister's
comments.
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Mr HODGE: I thank the member for Vasse
for his comments and I take it that he was
supporting Division 47 in Pant 8 of the Esti-
mates of Revenue and Expenditure.

The member for Vasse made a lengthy
speech and covered, in genera! terms, a whole
range of aspects. I will commence by replying
to the latter pant of his remarks.

In the short time I have been Minister for
Conservation and Land Management I have
been impressed with the operation of the de-
partment. I cannot speak about how well it
operated before the amalgamation of the For-
ests Department, the National Parks Authority,
and the Wildlife Authority. I can see advan-
tages in the way in which the present depart-
ment Operates.

The member for Vasse spoke about fire con-
trol and suggested that it varied in different
areas depending on the points of view of the
officer in charge. I am surprised he made that
comment because I know that the Department
of Conservation and Land Management makes
a science out of fire control. It has many highly
qualified professional officers who do nothing
but undertake full-time research into the latest
techniques of fire control. They adopt policies
which go through a prescribed mechanism in
CALM. The policies are drawn up by the senior
officers of the department and are based on
expert advice. Once they become official de-
partment policies they are Circulated to all sec-
tions of the department throughout the State.
There should not be any inconsistency in the
way the officers approach the question of fire
control. I am surprised that the member has
made such an observation about this matter. I
hope that if inconsistencies do occur they will
be eradicated gradually as the department
settles into its new role and becomes better
established.

It is still early days for such a large undertak-
ing and the depantment has many teething
problems. Many of the department's functions
have not yet been integrated and amalgamated,
and this is something which cannot be done
overnight. The senior officers are working as-
siduously to complete the. amalgamation pro-
cess.

I am impressed with the dedication and pro-
fessionalism of the senior officers of CALM.
They really are a dedicated bunch of men. I am
unable to say men and women because
Unfortunately none of the senior officers is a
woman. In my previous porifolo of Health
there were a few women in senior management.

I hope that during my term as Minister for
Conservation and Land Management so me-
thing can be done to include women among
senior officers.

Mr Blaikie: The level of fire control and co-
operation between the department and the land
owners is excellent. However, land owners in
this State are concerned because of the Ash
Wednesday disaster in Victoria. The Ash
Wednesday disaster can be attributed to the
changing policies when the department in that
State changed its role. They are concerned
about that sort of holocaust occurring in West-
ern Australia.

Mr HODGE: I hope that if the department
has those variations they are eradicated. I know
the departmental officers are working hard
towards integrating all the officers from pre-
vious departments into one work force and to
having one approach and policy. We cannot
achieve that overnight. The department was es-
tablished approximately two years ago and is
making good progress. As I have mentioned
already, I am impressed with the enthusiasm
and hard work that the senior officers are
putting into bringing that about.

I would not agree that there would be any
conscious effort on the part of senior officers
niot to work in close association with farmers
and land owners in the various districts. I have
met most of the regional officers of CALM and
am impressed with the calibre of those officers.
They enjoy good cooperation from the local
farmers and the community in general and are
held in high regard and treated with great re-
spect.

The member for Vasse mentioned, in some
detail, his views about the future of the timber
industry and he made a number of general ob-
servations. I have gone out of my way to try to
establish a good relationship and rapport with
representatives of the timber industry. Only
today I had lunch with senior members of the
Forest Products Association (WA-Mr Bob
Bunning from Bunnings. Forest Products Pty
Ltd, Mr John Oldham from the WA Chip and
Pulp Co Pty Ltd, Mr Cam Knenn who is a full-
time executive officer of the association, and,
Mr Brian Ray from Whittakers Ltd. I am going
out of my way to meet regularly with represen-
tatives from the timber industry and to listen to
their points of view and, as far as possible, I am
trying to accommodate their wishes.

Obviously this Government is conscious of
the need to balance the interests of the timber
industry and the interests of conservation in
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the State. I see as a most difficult task the
challenge to achieve that sensible balance in
order to have a strong viable timber industry
which will bring investment to the State, pro-
vide money for the State, create jobs and make
the south-west towns viable and vibrant com-
munities.

Mr Laurance: You are saying all the right
sorts of things. I just want to make the point
that what you always need to remember with
the timber industry is that despite all the ben-
efit it brings to our economy, its operators have
very short security of tenure and it is a great
worry for a very strong industry.

Mr HODGE: I appreciate the interjection of
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. What he
says is quite true and it has been pointed out to
me by the representatives of the timber indus-
try. I acknowledge that it is one of its concerns.
Obviously, the industry is becoming more and
more a high technology industry. Operators
have to invest large amounts of money on ex-
pensive equipment. Obviously they want to
have some certainty about the future, about
supplies and where they are going if they are to
invest large amounts of money.

I had the pleasure of going out to the
Bunnings plant in Welshpool some months agoand being part of an opening ceremony there. A
large new plant and very high technology
equipment was installed at a cost of many
millions of dollars. I am very much aware of
the investment that the companies are making,
particularly the larger companies, in the future
of the- timber industry. Naturally, they are
apprehensive about what the future holds for
them.

Mr Laurance: No other industry is required
to put in so much capital on such insecure
tenure.

Mr H-ODGE: I appreciate that point. The
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement is working on a new timber strategy
document which we are hoping will be avail-
able in the first quarter of next year. We are
running late with it. We were hoping to have it
out by the end of this year, but the pressure of
work has meant that it has slipped back a little.
However, Dr Shea is personally taking a very
close interest in the development of the new
timber strategy document. I believe that it has
the potential to allay many of the fears of the
timber industry and to make it feel much more
confident and secure in the future.

The timber strategy document will be a blue-
print for many years to come and it will lay out
the Government's plans and intentions and the
capacity of the industry to supply timber into
the foreseeable future. The timber industry can
be confident about the future. This Govern-
ment is certainly well and truly committed to
having a strong and viable timber industry,
while at the same time being committed to sen-
sible conservation policies.

Mr Blaikie: I raised the matter of whether
large companies had the ability to negotiate
and to survive, but I am concerned about the
small producers.

Mr H-ODGE: I intend to comment on that in
a moment.

I want to correct one point made by the
member for Vasse. I think he made an error
when he indicated that the Shannon River
basin decision had taken from the industry 20
per cent or 25 per cent of hardwoods. I do not
think that figure is accurate. It may be 20 or 25
per cent of karri, but not of all hardwoods.

It is true that we have had a very slow start to
the softwoods share-farming scheme. There is
no denying that. I am receiving very encourag-
ing reports from the department, though, that a
number of farmers in the Manjimup area are
very interested in participating in the scheme.
There is considerable optimism that in the very
near future, several farmers will formally sign
agreements to enter into the softwoods share-
farming scheme. I do not think we are very far
away from getting same of those farmers to
sign agreements.

Mr Court: Is this in the Manjimup area?

Mr IHODGE: It is in the general Manjimup
area. We have been more successful down
south in the Albany region around the great
southern district. The scheme was originally
intended for the Manjimup area, but there were
so many expressions of interest from farmers
around the Albany-Denmark region that I
authorised the department to explore the
possibilities in that area. The scheme is looking
very promising. A number of farmers in that
area are giving positive indications that they
wish to panticipate.

Mr Blaikie: The tragedy of this is that
McLean Sawmills at Denmark-a very com-
petent operator-was looking at the same kind
of project within the Albany region. You are
now attempting to take away the intitiative of
McLeans to make up for your mistakes in
closing down the Donnybrook sunklands.
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Mr HODGE: I do not agree with that; it is a
misinterpretation of the facts. The Govern-
ment responded to approaches from farmers
who came to us and asked us whether we would
extend the scheme to that area. We did not
initiate the approaches. Dr Shea came to me
and asked whether I would give him approval
to respond to the requests from farmers in that
area. We did not go down there and set out to
try to twist people's arms or to beat McLeans
or anyone else. We responded to requests from
farmers to participate in the scheme we estab-
lished. They are very keen to participate.

Mr Blaikie: But the only reason you went
down there in the first place was that you made
a wrong decision in closing down the
Donnybrook sunklands.

Mr HODGE: The member for Vasse is
entitled to his opinion, but I think he is wrong.
The Government made a very right and proper
decision not to clear lands in the Donnybrook
sunklands. We believe that that was the right
and proper thing to do in 'the interests of con-
servation. We do not regret that decision; we
stand by it.

The member for Vasse asked me a question
about plantings there. The only land there that
was cleared for planting was cleared before We
made our decision. We are not going to clear
more land. The member for Vasse is ignoring
many of the positive things that have occurred.
For example, I recently authorised the depart-
ment to spend $2 million on fertilising some of
our pine plantations. The addition of $2
million worth of fertiliser 'will have an absol-
utely dramatic effect on those plantations. It is
open to some debate, but some reports I have
read suggest that the application of that ferti-
liser will result in more timber than planting
many extra hectares of pines. Questions of
whether we are investing the Government's
money most sensibly by planting more acres of
pines or by increasing the productivity of the
acres we have planted must always be weighed
up scientifically.

Mr, Blaikie:,Although. we on this. side of the
House are all for increased productivity, we
believe that you should be planting more pines
anyway.

Mr HODGE: We are not saying that we will
not plant more pines. Indeed, moneys are
allocated in the Budget for the department to
acquire land to plant more pines. That is an
ongoing target of the department.

Mr Blaikie: What are you going to do with
the 50 000-pius acres of land in the
Donnybrook sunklands, that are completely,
totally and absolutely degenerated and devoid
of forests, end of story?

Mr HODGE: I cannot answer that question.
I do not know whether what the member for
Vasse says is correct. I have been led to believe
that there is nowhere near that amount of ar'ea
that could be classified as being completely and
utterly unworthy of preserving. My advice is
that that classification is not correct.

Mr Blaikie: We could probably argue about
this, but even your CALM officers would ad-
vise you that the forest is virtually devoid of
productive forest.

Mr HODGE: They have not advised me of
that to date.

The point that I was going to make is the one
that the member for Vasse raised about small
operators in the sawmilling industry. I am very
interested in their position. Indeed, I met a
representative of the small sawmillers in
Manjimup on Monday of this week when I was
there. I spoke to him for 35 or 40 minutes and
he then stayed on and spoke at greater length to
the senior officers in the regional office of the
department in Manjimup.

I listened with great interest to the points he
made on behalf of the small sawmills. indeed
he gave me a written submission as well. I was
very impressed with the points he made; some
seemed to have great validity. I have asked the
regional manager in Manjimup to look into a
number of the points raised by this gentleman
and to give me some advice on them in due
course.

I acknowledge the difficulties experienced in
gaining access to reliable quantities of good,
general-purpose saw logs. The general policy
Government will follow is that we will try more
and more to ensure that the allocation of logs is
by way of an auction or tender system, thereby
ensuring that as much as possible, all the oper-
ators in the business, big and small, have equal
access to the timber resource.

As fixed contracts terminate with the passage
of time, we will try to offer the resource on a
tender or auction basis, based on a certain
period. We will guarantee as a department to
supply timber logs, general purpose logs, sal-
vage logs and perhaps even softwood for a
prescribed period-perhaps five or 10 years-
so that the operators have some security of
supply and some guarantee.
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This will help their viability, their invest-
ment decisions and other things. It will be a
welcome step in the right direction for the
smaller operators who have found it very diffi-
cult to gain access to good hardwood logs. They
have had to pay high prices. The chap I was
talking to on Monday told me he paid in excess
of $45 per cubic metre for karri, which is cer-
tainly a very high price.

Mr Watt: At this moment I have had given to
me an environmental report for which we have
been waiting for so long. I cannot speak on it
because that debate is over. It is pretty import-
ant to the Albany-Denmark region. I would like
to put on the record my support for this, now
that the report has arrived. Hopefully a de-
cision can be made by the State Government,
subject to whether a person can obtain an ex-
port licence.

Mr HODGE: I knew that the environmental
study would be released today. It was recently
submitted to the Government via the Deputy
Premier. The Environmental Protection Auth-
ority has now authorised its release to the pub-
lic, and it will be open to the public for three
months. I have not received formal advice, but
I expect that such an important document
would be open to public submission for about
three months. The EPA will consider the
advice submitted, along with the environmen-
tal study, and then give that advice to the Gov-
ernment. That advice will come to me and I
will pass it on to the Government and
the Cabinet will make a decision on its attitude
to the project.

I want to correct a remark made by the mem-
ber for Albany. He seemed to imiply that the
Western Australian Government controlled ex-
port licences.

Mr Watt: I did not mean to imply that be-
cause I know that is not so.

Mr HODGE: The Commonwealth will make
a decision about an export licence.

Mr Watt: Its chances would obviously be
enhanced by support from the State Govern-
me nt.

Mr HODGE: I should say it would be
influenced by the attitude of the State Govern-
ment, and by advice from the EPA. It is not
open to me to say what would happen in regard
to that project, and it would be unwise for me
to speculate about it at this stage. I have
maintained a strictly neutral stance on the
position until such time as I receive the EPA's
advice.

In view of the large quantity of work in front
of us and the further opportunity we will have
to debate these matters I will leave my remarks
there and thank the member for Vasse for his
contribution.

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the

Mr BLAIKIE: This item relates basically to
the total expenditure of the department. I want
to raise a couple of matters with the Minister
on this general item of expenditure.

A constituent raised with me in a most irate
way the question of expenditure by the depart-
ment, following his reading of the CALM News
of August 1986. I subsequently put a question
on notice to the Minister asking whether he had
seen page 4 of that publication and the matter
which gave my constituent great concern. The
Minister indicated that he had.

There was a photograph showing a ranger-
or two rangers-giving a lesson in joey care.
The article described how a jocy was rescued
from its mother's pouch after she had been hit
by a car. The ranger drove 600 kilometres into
Perth for the right care and necessary instruc-
tions from the State office headquarters.

My constituent was most irate when he saw
that article. Although he was very concerned
about wildlife and having it looked after care-
fully, if the article was correct, he did not like
the idea of an officer driving 600 kilometres or
whatever it is from Carnarvon to Perth and
then back to get instructions on how to care for
a six-month old joey.

I accept the Minister's response. He will
understand, as I do, that people in the com-
munity can raise objections as a result of what
they read, assuming it to be correct. They also
take their responsibilities as taxpayers very
Seriously. No doubt in due course when the
publication is being printed the people con-
cerned should have regard for the attitudes of
taxpayers.

I want to raise a further concern about sev-
eral items of expenditure. One relates to infor-
mation services. Last year the estimate was
$315 000, yet the actual expenditure was
$452 000. There has been an increase in that
area of some $120 000 or $130 000. 1 would
like the Minister to give a brief explanation for
some of these variations. I will be a little ad hoc
in the way I go through them. Environmental
protection last year involved an actual expendi-
ture of $4 800 000, when the budgeted amount
in 1985-86 was $4 200 000.
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1 do not want to make a criticism, but rather
to receive an explanation of what is happening
in relation to environmental protection, and
the reason for the $600 000 increase. Subject to
the Minister's answer, I may wish to continue
this debate.

In the area of recreation and tourism ser-
vices, in 1985-86 the estimate sought was $2.1
million, while the amount actually spent was
$2.5 million. I imagine these services relate to
the department's involvement with national
parks, and that it also takes in part of the
Shannon River Basin area.

I maintain that it would be far more helpful
to those members with an interest in particular
areas if the Government made available to
them a breakdown of the amounts of expendi-
ture. If that were the case I would not have to
go through the formality of asking the Minister
about each of these items. It is public infor-
mation; the money has been spent, and we
should know the details. The Auditor General's
report indicates partly how the money is spent,
but I believe that if those figures were available
to members it would lead to a far more
informed debate in this Chamber.

I now turn to the area of commercial oper-
ations. In 1985-86 the expenditure estimate
was $5.25 million, whereas the actual expendi-
ture was $5.9 million, and $11.6 million has
been sought this year. The name "Commercial
Operations" does not give us any indication of
what it is, what it means, or what it does; yet an
increase of 100 per cent over actual expendi-
ture last year has been sought, and even last
year an extra $600 000 or $700 000 was spent.

I ask the Minister to explain what those
headings relate to, and why there has been a
fairly dramatic increase in overruns of expendi-
ture.

Mr HODGE: I will start by advising the
member for Vasse that, should he have any
queries at any time about the Budget, it is open
to him to ask parliamentary questions to elicit
additional information, or to write to me and
ask for the information. I will be happy to pro-
vide it to him via either of those forums.

It is very difficult for State Budget docu-
ments to go into the sort of detail the member
is asking for. If we included th 'e son of detail he
requests, the CALM budget alone would be as
thick as the Estimates of Revenue and Expen-
diture for the whole Government. I agree that
the headings in the Budget papers are not very
enlightening and do not tell us v~ry much at all
but give only fairly sketchy descriptions. I ap-

preciate that if a person wants to know more be
must follow matters up in some way, and I
recommend that the best way is by asking me
questions, either on notice or via a letter. How-
ever, I will endeavour to give brief answers to
the specific queries raised by the member for
Vasse.

We have budgeted for a decrease of $47 5 000
as regards environmental protection, and the
departmental explanation for that is that in
1985-86 there was very heavy expenditure on a
wildfire in the Yanchep region. Of course, that
expenditure has not been budgeted for in the
1986-87 Estimates. That accounts for the dif-
ference in the figures. I am told it is never
attempted to budget for that sort of expendi-
ture because no-one can ever predict the inci-
dence of wildfires or when they might break
out. When wildfires occur the department has
to have an overrun in that section of its budget.

We have budgeted for a decrease of $ t74 000
in information services. The department's ex-
planation for this is that its educational and
publicity services have been reduced by
approximately $40 000, while free publications
have also been curtailed. About two weeks ago
on the lawns outside the CALM office I
launched the department's new expande d
magazine, Landscope. Hon. Bill Stretch
represented the Opposition at that launching,
and I believe Hon. Sandy Lewis was also
present. The department wilt now charge an
annual subscription for that magazine, and will
also charge for many of its' other more
substantial brochures, maps, and so on. They
are of a high quality and are expensive to
produce, and the days of our being able to
afford to hand them out free to one and all are
over. We are now offering various packages; for
example, so that people may make an annual
subscription to the department's magazine and
also receive free admission into all national
parks. Various packages of that nature are be-
ing offered. The magazine has been upgraded
and is a credit to the department. It is an absol-
utely magnificent publication and will be sold
for approximately $2.50, which I think is a
bargain.

Mr Blaikic: Will members of Parliament still
receive copies free of charge?

Mr HODGE: I believe the department is
keeping a certain free list for circulation of the
magazine within the department, and I hope to
members of Parliament as well.
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Another query raised by the member for
Vasse related to recreation and tourism. We
have budgeted for a decrease of $800 000,
which is really a belt-tightening exercise. We
have had to economise this year; we have
brought down a tough Budget and made econ-
omies in various areas by budgeting far fewer
funds to be expended in our CALM operations
under the heading of recreation and tourism.

Mr Blaikie: What will those moneys actually
be spent on?

Mr HODGE: On providing parking areas in
national parks, opening up new walkways,
building new toilet facilities, and so on.

Mr Blaikie: On new programmes?
Mr HODGE: I suppose it may have to be

wound back a little, but I am not sure of that.
Basically it would be a- slowing down of our
activities of creating new carparks, accesses,
walkways, and facilities such as that.

With regard to CALM's commercial oper-
ations, there has been a substantial increase in
Government expenditure in this area which
ties in with the comments I made in the general
debate. The Government is well and tmuly com-
mitted to a strung, viable, timber industry and
it is putting its money where its mouth is. That
is why the increase is so substantial. We are
putting more money into CALM's commercial
operations of planting new trees and taking
care of our forests by ensuring that the forests
are properly thinned, firebreaks are
maintained, fertiliser is used, and areas are
rehabilitated.

This, all costs money and that is where it is
coming from. Commercial activity will in-
crease and, of course, the big plus is that while
we shall be spending an increased amount of
$5.7 million, the department advises that it ex-
pects the commercial activity to generate
increased revenue to the tune of $7.7 million.
Although we are paying more money on the
one hand, the Government's revenue will be
more than adequately returned. The Govern-
ment is making a very good investment and it
will also ensure the long-term viability of the
timber industry.

Mr Blaikie: How much have you set aside for
projects for lease arrangements for farmers?

Mr HODGE: I refer the member for Vasse to
page 9 of the capital works programme for that
information.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister has explained
the increased expenditure over last year's Esti-
mates which amounted to $1.9 million. I

understand the reason for the increased expen-
diture particularly after the Minister's indi-
cation that $500 000 was spent as a result of a
very severe bushfire. That item needs some low
profile publicity to indicate not only the
seriousness of bushfires and the damage they
cause, but also the cost to the community. No
doubt, if we went through the budget for this
department we would find that it spent
millions of dollars on fire control.

The Minister also indicated that members
have access to information by way of questions
in this House, letters or direct approaches to
the department. I have followed all three pro-
cedures but I still believe that it is preferable
for members to be provided with a more
detailed account of items of expenditure. Mem-
bers are not compromised by going to a direc-
tor's office and it is not intended to ask smart
alec political questions during question time.
More important, it is proper scrutiny of the
amounts sought by departments through the
Government.

I firmly believe that in some areas-the De-
partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment might be a good starting point-we
should consider providing more detailed infor-
mation, in addition to the Budget papers, to
those members with a special interest in the
field. I think that will come to pass and I hope
it will be sooner rather than later.

Division 47 put and passed.

Division 48: Kings Park Board, $2 218 000-
Mr COURT: The major part of Kings Park

falls within my electorate; in fact, the boundary
cuts through the park and I share this area with
the member for Perth.

I wish to thank the Kings Park Board and its
staff for the tremendous work they do in
maintaining the park at such a fine standard. I
am fortunate enough to live close to the park
and at different times of the year 1 am able to
enjoy its many and varied attractions. This
year the wild flowers were superb and those
who did not take the opportunity to walk
through the back parts of the park to view the
magnificent kangaroo paws, for example,
missed out. The people responsible for the
maintenance of the park deserve our thanks.

The park is now being used a great deal and
it is a problem sometimes to find parking spots
on busy Sundays. It is becoming so well
patronised that obviously we shall need more
facilities of this nature as people attempt to get
away from the hurly-burly of city life.
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I raise this subject also -in connection with
the Swan Brewery site. It is not directly under
the control of the Kings Park Board, but it is
very much pant of Kings Park as far as I am-
concerned. Earlier in the year controversy
arose about the future of the Swan Brewery. I
am not sure what its future is, but members of
the board talked to members of the Opposition
to explain how they envisaged the brewery and
its environment fitting in with the Kings Park
area.

I urge the Minister to take a very keen
interest in what goes on with regard to the
plans for the Swan Brewery site. It is a unique
opportunity for the Minister to connect Kings
Park with the river foreshore area. I do not
know the detailed plans, but I hope that a com-
mercial proposal is not proceeded with on the
site which would involve parking on the fore-
shore-which would be almost impossible-or
any other development. I hope that Ugly
chairlifts and the like are not built. it is very
easy to get to Kings Park from the site. In fact,
a group of us walk past every night when Par-
liament is sitting and it is very easy for ped-
estrians to get from the top of the park to the
foreshore area.

The Minister may not have much say in what
happens, but I hope he follows the line put to
us by the Kings Park Board. It would certainly
set off the park if we could get people walki 'ng
from the park down to the foreshore and back
up again.

It will open up an area of the foreshore which
for many years-certainly all my lifetime-we
have not been able to get to.

The flagpoles in the area next to the Swan
Brewery leave me cold. The flagpoles which
have been placed at the entrance to Kings Park
seem to fit in with the surroundings. They are
majestic and close together and they are in
keeping with the pines and other trees growing
in the park. They seem to set off the entrance to
Kings Park, but I think that the flagpoles
around that beautiful part of the river are un-
necessary. They serve a role in the right lo-
cation and they can. look the pant, but some--
thing has gone wrong down there and I think
they should be done away with.

Mr Watts: They look good -on Great Eastern
Highway.

Mr COURT: They do look good in some
places. Someone said they looked good on the
freeway, so I drove down there,' but I thought
they were insignificant.

I plead with the Minister to keep a close
watch on the Swan Brewery site. Kings Park
was Set up Many years ago, and it has given a
great deal of pleasure to many people. The
Minister has a chance to add a major dimen-
sion to the park and help people to get on to a
beautiful foreshore area. Please do not get
sucked in by commercial considerations of
putting a tavern or something like that on the
brewery site. Think ofit as an integral pant of
Kings Park so that people who walk or ride
bicycles there can enjoy it.

Recently the Governor (Prof. Gordon Reid)
unveiled a plaque at Kings Park in memory of
Professor Cook. I was at the unveiling. It is on
the side of Kings Park Road near the tennis
club. It was a tremendous ceremony because
the Governor had served with Dr Cook who
was blind and a lecturer in economics. I was
one of his students; I do not know whether that
is a very good recommendation, but he was a
fine gentleman whom I used to see regularly in
Nedlands. The Governor knew him extremely
well. Dr Cook was one of the first people to
invite the Governor to his home when he was
appointed to his position at the university.
Many other distinguished people, such as Pro-
fessor Applcyard, attended the ceremony. Now
when we are going through the park we can
remember that fine gentleman just as many
other fine men and women are commemorated
in Kings Park.

I offer congratulations to the board and staff,
and I hope the Minister takes the opportunity
to create a new dimension for Kings Park on
the Swan Brewery site.

Mr HODGE: I thank the member for his
complimentary remarks about Kings'Park. I
am sure the board and its employees will ap-
preciate them. I have had a good relationship
with Mrs Cullity, Dr Wycherley, and the board
since I have been Minister. I had a meeting in
the last few weeks with Mrs Cullity and other
members of the board to discuss the future of
Kings Park and some matters which were of
concern to them. I agree with most of the
remarks made about Kings Park by the mem-
ber for Nedlands.-

I have to advise him I am not the Minister
responsible for the brewery development. H-e
should direct his remarks to the Minister for
Planning who has responsibility in that area.
Neventheless, I have noted what he said.

One matter I would like to draw to the atten-
tion of members relates to the comments the
member made about the pressure on the park
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at weekends and holidays. I agree with his
remarks; I have been there at those times. It
gives me an opportunity to get in a commercial
plug for CALM which has recently produced an
excellent booklet containing photographs and
maps and giving details of a whole range of
national parks. These are parks to which people
can drive within a day-they are within easy
reach of Perth. It is quite an amazing booklet
because I did not know there were so many
national parks available to people within one
day's drive.

Mr Court: A lot of them have been well-kept
secrets; it is the old story.

Mr HODGE: Yes, a handful get overused
and many others are not utilised enough. It is
an excellent publication and it is available at a
very modest price. It is of excellent quality and
gives full details on how to get there and what
people can expect by way of facilities. The
parks are all within an easy day's drive. I hope
members will become aware of that and will
direct people to that publication if they raise
questions on these matters.

As I said, my colleague the Minister for Plan-
nling, has prime responsibility for the brewery
and its development.

Mr Court: Will you keep a close watch on
that?

Mr HIODGE: I am taking a close interest,
both as Minister responsible for Kings Park
and as Minister for Environment. I ensured
that the Kings Park Board's comments wereconveyed to Cabinet at the time the decision
was made. I saw that as my responsibility, and
I made sure Cabinet Ministers received a writ-
ten submission from the board which I
supplemented with a verbal report after I
talked with the Chairperson of the Kings Park
Board, Mrs Cullity.

Division 48 put and passed.
Divisions 49 and SO: Waterways Commission,

$1 331 000; Zoological Gardens Board,
$1 571 000-put and passed.

Division 5i: Conservation and Environment,
$5825000-

Mr BLAIKIE: I want to refer to the staffing
levels for which the Government has budgeted
in 1986-87. The total staff is 118, and in the
last Budget it was 94. 1 ask the Minister: With
the new expanded department taking over the
additional roles of air, noise, and other pol-
lution control, will it have the level of staff it
requires, or is this phase one with phase two to
come next year with a significant increase in

staff numbers? I assume that additional staff
will be needed to cope with the extra
responsibilities. We have already seen a similar
movement in the area of conservation and land
management.

When one looks at the Budget papers one
sees there is not much movement in year one,
but in the second and third years the move-
ment in numbers and finances sought is quite
substantial.

Mr CASH: I refer to the Wittenoom airborne
asbestos study. Some rather alarming statistics
appear to have come out of that report. My
main concern obviously is for the people
presently residing in Wiutenoom and those
passing through the town. I am concerned that
people should be made aware of the situation
in respect of the asbestos fibres and other
airborne asbestos particles in the area, but in
particular I am concerned at the position of the
serving police officer in the town.

It is a question I have addressed to the Min-
ister for Police and Emergency Services and to
the Minister for Health over some time. It was
suggested I refer the matter to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management to estab-
lish whether or not the Government is taking
action, given the summary and conclusions in
the report and also to ascertain what public
notice is given to Government employees and
to others who are required to serve in that
town.

If the Minister requires that report this after-
noon 1 am more than happy to give it to him.

Mir HODGE: In response to the member for
Vasse, I have already made it perfectly clear in
the long debate we had on the new Environ-
mental Protection Bill that there would be no
new staff added to the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment. The reason for that is
quite simple. There arc no new responsibilities

-under the new Act. The present department is
already responsible for pollution control, the
Clean Air Act, and the Noise Abatement Act.

The Department of Conservation and En-
vironment has shed staff, reassessed its func-
tions, and worked out precisely what is its role
in Government. A number of staff were shed in
other departments. Some staff went to the De-
partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment, Some went to the Department of
Agriculture, and others went to the State Plan-
ning Commission.

The Department of Conservation and En-
vironment has two main functions which will
continue under the new legislation. One is the
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assessment of new projects likely to have an
adverse effect on the environment, to conduct
an assessment, and to give the Government
advice on environmental matters. The second
task is to police the State's pollution laws. That
is the beginning and end of that department's
responsibilities. It is not likely there will be a
sudden mushrooming of staff in that depart-
ment.

The small increase in staff has occurred as a
direct result of two things. Firstly, the new pol-
lution control unit was opened by the Premier
and observed by myself at Kwinana earlier this
week. That is a great step in the right direction
for pollution control. New staff have been
recruited and are in place except for one
position that still remains to be filled. The sec-
ond initiative is to employ additional staff be-
cause of problems we have had with repetition
strain injury. RSI has caused havoc in some
sections of the department so we have had to
employ additional staff and take steps to try to
counteract the effect that RSI has had.

Apart from those activities, no new staff
have been appointed and there are no plans for
additional staff at all.

The member for Mt Lawley raised the paint
about the Wittenoom report. It is true that my
department supervised the technical compi-
lation of that report, but my responsibilities are
fairly narrowly contained in this matter. The
Government has given the responsibility for
coordinating activities associated with
Wittenoom to the Minister for The North West,
the member for Kimberley. We have a Cabinet
subcommittee in charge of all -matters to do
with Wittenoom.

If the member wants to pursue his questions
he should direct them to the Minister for The
North West as he is the chairman of the Cabi-
net subcommittee. Technical officers of my de-
partment did supervise the collection of data
and help prepare the report. I do recollect that
at the last Cabinet subcommittee meeting I
raised a question about occupational health
and the safety of workers who have to work in
that town. The matter was referred for advice
to the head of the Department of Occupational
Health, Safety and Welfare. He has given some
advice to the committee but it is not for me to
divulge that advice to the member. If he
approaches the Minister fbr The North West, he
may be prepared to answer his 4ueries in that
regard.

Mr Cash: I refer to potential compensation
for a public servant who has served in
Wittenoom. If it was found that he contracted a
disease dire'tly related to asbestos, which Min-
ister would be able to advise him on that mat-
ter?

Mr HODGE: The Minister for Industrial Re-
lat ions is responsible for all workers' comnpen-
sation legislation. He may be able to assist with
answers directly related to possible workers'
compensation claims. The Department of
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare did
give a report to the committee on that ques-
tion. That was as a direct result of a query I
raised about the safety of public servants work-
ing for the Government in that town. We did
receive some advice.

Division 51 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again

at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Pearce (Leader of the House).

(Continued on page 5 149.)

WESPLY (DARDAN UP) AGREEMENT
AUTHORIZATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 25 November.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [4.19 p.m.J: The Op-

position will support this amendment to ratify
the agreement between the Government and
Wesfi Pty Ltd, formerly Wesply. Wesply was
drawn into an agreement to operate from April
1975. It was interesting to read the debates at
that time and to see members in the House
claiming credit for the agreement. Members
who now comprise the Government claimed it
was as a result of the good work of the Tonkin
Labor Government in the 197 1-1974 era. The
Government of the day of which the member
for Floreat was a Minister, claimed it was the
work of the Court Government. I think the
member for Floreat has always been a person
who has underestimated the value of his own
arguments and on that day he was probably
quite right.

However, the Wesply agreement was ap-
proved by the Parliament and'it enabled the
factory to be located at Dardanup for the pur-
pose of producing particle board. The income
generated from that production has been of
great advantage to the State and to Dardanup
in particular, where it has been a valuable
source of employment.

Mr D. L. Smith: Whose electorate is that in?
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Mr BLAIKIE: I did not realise the member
for Mitchell was in the House. I thought he was
locked up somewhere scribing away at what he
is supposed to be doing.

A very important aspect of this plant has
been the ability of the State to sell pine thin-
flings, which are taken by the plant and
convented to particle board. The thinning oper-
ation is vital in the management of the State's
vast softwood plantations. In 1975 some hall-
mark legislation was created and today we are
looking at a further review and amendment of
that legislation. In addition, the 1975 legis-
lation allowed Wesply to carry up to 75 per
cent of its product directly to Perth by road.
That was the start of deregulation, if one can
call it that, by which the users of transport
could nominate what they saw as being the
most efficient mode of transport for their
products. The Wesply factory certainly used
the ability 10 transport its product by road, as
did many other companies in the ensuing 11
years. That aspect of the legislation offered
more flexibility and advantage to the people
concerned. However, the 1975 agreement
waived the State Transport Commission's regu-
lations, which would have ensured that the
products from the plant were carried by rail. I
believe that the 1975 decision was very sound.

The Government is seeking an agreement
today which will ratify a number of items. The
Minister clearly indicated these items in his
second weading speech. It is not my intention to
go over them again, but I would make a plea to
the Minister: While the State has very exten-
sive areas of pine planting-and we have just
concluded a debate on the portfolio of Conser-
vation and Land Management; I do not intend
to go over the arguments I raised in that debate
nor do I intend to canvass the Government's
plans in relation to pine plantations-it is im-
portant to have a use for pine thinnings and
that plant is an importantuser. I believe it has
been of great benefit to this State and to the
State plantations and there should be an added
drive by the Government to see whether
Wesply can expand its operations from pur-
chasing from the State to purchasing pine thin-
flings from the private sector.

It is important to the State plantations to
have purchasers for their thinnings, but it is
equally important for private sector plantation
operations to have an outlook for their pine
thinnings. This operation takes probably five
or six per cent of pine thinnings as its total
intake from private sector sources. It is import-
ant to provide private plantations with that

outlook and it is important to encourage
Wesply to lift its pine thinnings purchases from
private sector operators to two or three times
the present level. The alternative to that is the
private planter simply caning out his thinnings
and leaving them for destruction by the el-
ements, or burning them, or whatever.

*The Opposition will not oppose this legis-
lation, but it appeals to the Government in its
negotiations to encourage Wesply, as far as is
practical, to have a greater involvement with
private plantation operators, who would greatly
value dhe opportunity to sell an increased
amount of their thinnings.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.26 p.m.]: The
Minister, for various reasons, asked for the co-
operation of the Opposition in having this
legislation debated in Parliament this week.

We have had a briefing from Mr Frank
Greenwood from the Department of Industrial
Development and from Dr Syd O'Shea ftom
the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, who explained the different parts
of this Hill. The Opposition is basically satis-
fled with what the Government is trying to
achieve in this case and it understands the
reason for the urgency involved in putting this
matter through Parliament. As already
indicated, the Opposition will support this
legislation and I am sure the Minister for Con-
servation and Land Management appreciates
the cooperation which has been given. The Op-
position was prepared to debate this matter last
night but when it came up on the Notice Paper,
the Minister was not here.

Mr Bryce: The Minister was out assessing the
potential of horticultural industries under
special lights.

Mr COURT: Was the Minister getting his
Christmas flowers ready early?

Mr Bryce: No, not at all.

Mr COURT: The business of growing
flowers under lights is fascinating but cruel to
the flowers. I have seen that type of operation
and it is very impressive.

I would raise one point in this debate which
is reasonably serious: A series of events has
taken place lately which has worried me and
the member for Vasse. I have had three ques-
tions on the Notice Paper in recent weeks try-
ing to determine the investment the Western
Australian Development Corporation has in
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Wesply. It is coincidental that this legislation is
being debated at the moment but in questions
1902 and 1903 1 asked as follows-

(1) The 1984 annual report of the West-
ern Australian Development Corpor-
ation states that it has accepted an in-
vitation to take a small equity interest
in Wharncliffe Proprietar Limited.
Does the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation still hold this
interest?

The answer to this was that I should address
questions of this nature to the WADC. My next
question dealt with the 1986 annual report of
the WADC which states that it had a 20 per
cent interest in Wesply's pine sawmilling and
marketing operation based at Dardanup. I
further asked, "in what corporation is this in-
vestment made, and when was this investment
made?" The answer to that was that I should
refer to the answer given to the previous ques-
tion. I further asked-

How does the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation have a 20 per cent
interest in Wesfi Pine Pty Ltd when Wesfi.
Pine Pty Ltd is owned 100 per cent by
Westralian Forest Industries?

The reply was that the Minister had been
informed that the WADC does not have a 20
per cent equity interest in Wesfi Pine Pty Ltd.
At this stage I start to become a little confused.
I asked these questions, yet the Treasurer
would not simply say to me that WADC has an
investment in some of Wesply's operations
through a particular vehicle, whatever it was. I
do not know what it is and now that the House
is debating this Wesply legislation, I think it is
quite appropriate that members be told what it
is.

I made the point clear to the Minister for
Industry and Technology when he approached
me to seek cooperation on this legislation that
we understood the reason the Government
wanted the legislation passed. However, at the
same time, we want to know how the WADC
has invested in Wesfi. I think the question is
pertinent.- The member for Vasse was briefed
two days ago by the Department of Conser-
vation and Land Management and the Depart-
ment of Industrial Development who made it
clear to him that WADC had no investment.
Yesterday we received a further briefing which
I also attended and again we received no defi-
nite answer. We were told that there was an
interest in Westi's sawmilling operations, but
not in its particle board operations. It was all

very vague. No-one would say what the interest
was. I want the Deputy Premier to give us the
answers because they are very relevant to this
debate.

For his information I will briefly go through
the last three annual reports for WADC and
Westralian Forest Industries Ltd. The 1984
Western Australian Development Corporation
annual report states-

Although the Corporation does not en-
visage a role as a lender or major equity
holder, it has accepted an invitation to
take a small equity interest in Whamclifl'e
Pty Ltd, a company engaged in the timber
industry and which is constructing a soft-
wood timber mill at Margaret River.

Wharncliffe was then 50 per cent-owned by
Westralian Forest Industries and 50 per cent-
owned by the Adelaide Timber Company. It is
now 100 per cent-owned by Westralian Forest
Industries. The 1985 annual report of WADC
states-

During the year WADC was invited by
Westralian Forest Industries Ltd (Wesfi) to
increase its participation in Wesfi's pine
sawmilling and marketing operation based
at flardanup. The parties have since year
end formalised a new agreement for
WADC to take a 20 per cent interest in the
operations that acquire and sell softwood
products to be produced by Wesfi Pine Pty
Ltd and marketed by Wesfi Pine Market-
ing Pty Ltd.

The 1986 annual report states-
WADC has a 20 per cent interest in

Wesfi's pine sawmilling and marketing op-
eration based at Dardanup. This invest-
ment enables WADC to be part of the de-
velopment of the important new softwood
segment of the timber industry. The use of
softwood timber has the potential to re-
lieve the pressures on the State's hardwood
resources.

The mill is operating satisfactory and
production has steadily increased through-
out the year..

WADC began with a 10 per cent interest and
worked its way up to a 20 per cent interest.

Mr Bryce: In the sawmill.
Mr COURT: It does not say that. It quite

specifically says-

..a 20 per cent interest in Wesfi's pine
sawmilling and marketing operation based
at Dardanup.
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Westralian Forest Industries, annual reports in-
dicate that it owns all of its subsidiaries 100 per
cent. I will go through those three annual re-
ports, again in order. In 1984 the report
stated-

The construction of Wharnicliffe Pay
Ltd's new sawmill is nearly complete.

Agreement has been reached for the
Western Australian Development Corpor-
ation to take a 10 per cent equity in the
project. This, when issued, will reduce
Wesfi's interest and that of the other major
shareholder to 45 per cent each.

Remember I said it was 50 per cent owned by
West] and 50 per cent owned by the Adelaide
Timber Company. The 1985 annual report
states-

Subsidiaries
During the year a further 50 per cent of

the issued capital of West] Pine Pty Lad
(Previously known as Wharncliffe Pty Ltd)
was acquired. Since the 30th June, 1985 a
capital reconstruction has been undertaken
and when complete the Western Australian
Development Corporation will. have a 20
per cent interest.

During the year a new subsidiary, West]
Constructions Pty Ltd was formed. This
subsidiary will act as a construction/co-
ordinating unit for any new facilities to be
constructed within the group.

The 1986 annual report of West] states-
SUBSIDIARIES

No changes have taken place within the
subsidiaries during the year.

We then run through the subsidiaries and we
see that West] Pine Pty Ltd is still a 100 per
cent-owned subsidiary of Westralian Forest In-
dustries and there is still no subsidiary West]
Pine Marketing Pty Ltd. There might be a
simple explanation to that. If there is, I will be
very upset that the Premier has not told us
about it because he has had three opportunities
to answer questions. I have also given the Min-
ister for Industry and Technology the oppor-
tunity, before we had this debate today, to give
me simple answers. In the third annual report it
makes it clear that WADC has a 10 per cent or
20 per cent interest in some of Wesfi's oper-
ations.

Mr Bryce: Does it matter?
Mr COURT: In these annual reports it Is

stated that it owns 100 per cent.
Mr Bryce: What is the point?

Mr COURT: The point I am making is that
in this Bill we are talking about a Government
product that will go across to Wesfi's oper-
ations. According to these reports WADC owns
some of the operations. I am not saying
whether it is good or bad; that is a separate
argument. I am saying that, in these reports, it
is clear that WADC has a 10 per cent or 20 per
cent interest. It seems rather strange. The fact
that J have been asking questions and no-one,
including the Premier, the Deputy Premier,
DID, or CALM will answer them, makes my
job difficult. I have done my job and I have
asked the questions in the right forum. I believe
I should be given the answers.

The 1985 directors' report of Westralian For-
est Industries specifically states that WADC
will have a 20 per cent interest in Wesfi Pine
Pty Ltd. Wesfi Pine Marketing Ply Ltd, accord-
ing to note 17.1t in the report, does not exist.
There is a conflict between the 1985 reports of
both companies.

The 1986 WADC report refers to a 20 per
cent interest in Wesfi's pine sawmilling and
marketing operation. The 1986 annual report
of Westralian Forest Industries directors' re-
port states that there has been no change in the
shareholding of subsidiaries during ahe year. It
states also that Wesfi Pine Pty Ltd is still a 100
per cent-owned subsidiary of West ralian Forest
Industries and that there is no subsidiary called
Wesfi. Pine Marketing Ply Ltd which was re-
ferred to earlier.

Obviously I am a member of the push which
does not have any inside information except
for the two lots of published reports. I am say-
ing tha: WADC has no investment in Wesfi
Pine Ply Ltd and that it is wholly owned by
Wesfi.

The 1985 annual report of the WADC states
that it is increasing its participation in Wesfi's
pine sawmilling and marketing operations and
this presumes it already has some interest. The
1984 annual report of WADO indicates it is
taking an interest in Wharnclitle Ply Ltd which
changed its name to West] Pine Pty Ltd. The
1984 report of Wesfi states that the WADC has
a 10 per cent interest in Whancliffe Pty Ltd. It
all becomes rather confusing.

As I said earlier, these statements are all con-
flicting. I would like an explanation of why they
are conflicting from the Minister for Industry
and Technology or from the Premier, from
whom I originally requested the information. It
might be that they hold their interests in differ-
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ent ways. They might be some form of
preference shares or loans to the different
companies, I do not know. The whole thing is
quite contradictory and an explanation should
be given.

The Opposition is quite willing to cooperate
with the Government and I would be pleased if
the Minister for Indust" and Technology
would be kind enough to clear up the matter I
raised.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Minister for Industry
and Technology) [4.41 p.m.]: I thank bothi
members of the Opposition who have
contributed to the second reading debate for
the manner in which they have indicated their
support of the Bill. It is good news. Both West-
ern Australia and an individual company have
an identifiable vested interest at stake. The
Government would be pleased, for very good
reasons, if the Bill passed through this House
quickly. Those reasons are understood by
members on both sides.

I give the member for Vasse my undertaking'
to heed the request he made in respect of the
interest of private plantation owners having ac-
cess to a useful source for the thinnings to
which he referred.

I advise the member for Nedlands that I do
not have the simple answer he may be looking
for. Yesterday when I made arrangements for
him to speak with representatives of the
Government agencies who have worked on the
preparation of the Bill with the company, I said
that the company had indicated that it would
make a person available to the Opposition to
discuss the objectives of the company in re-
spect of this legislation.

Mr Court: You mentioned that someone
from the company would come here.

Mr BRYCE: A representative from the
company would be happy to have that dis-
cussion with any member.

I understand that the member for Nedlands
has a particular interest in the concept, the af-
fairs, and the functioning of the Western
Australian Development Corporation.

Mr Court: I know I do, but leave that aside. I
have read the public reports which state that it
owns 20 per cent and I have read the public
reports of the other company which says that it
does not own 20 per cent. I want to know what
the deal is.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Nedlands
indicated that he had undertaken some work
on the aspect of the company's ownership. I

put to the member for Nedlands the same plea,
based on his observations a short while ago,
that it is purely co -incidental that a piece of
legislation like this comes to the House during
the last few days of the session which enables
him to raise the subject. He showed his interest
in the issue quite independently of this legis-
lation. I advise him that one could question the
relevance of the issue he is raising as far as the
Bill is concerned.

Mr Court* You know why it is relevant be-
cause you know what is in the Bill and it be-
comes very relevant.

Mr BRYCE: If the member felt there was
some potential question of inappropriateness
associated with the WADC's participation in a
sawmill operation, I would have appreciated
his raising it with me either in this House or
privately.

Mr Court: Opposition members have raised
the matter in the discussions they have had. We
reached an agreement between ourselves that
we would not debate that in this Parliament.
This is now the fifth opportunity I have given
the Government to tell the Opposition how it
owns its interest in Wesfi. It is obvious that on
the fifth opportunity I still will not receive an
answer. I will have to keep digging outside Par-
liament.

Mr BRYCE: Some of the best advice I can
give the member for Nedlands comes to him
once again, transferred down from one gener-
ation of politicians to another, from the former
member for Nedlands who always said to mem-
bers of the Opposition, "Don't expect the
Government to do Your homework for you
when you decide to burrow into a debate."

Mr Court: While not answering the question
you are helping my position. The longer you
keep on avoiding it-

Mr BRYCE: 1 am not avoiding it, I am say-
ing that I do not have the data. I offered the
member for Nedlands the opportunity yester-
day to meet with representatives of the
company to ask all the questions he wanted to.

Mr Court: We did and they did_ not give an
answer.

Mr BRYCE: They did give an answer.
Mr Court: They did not.
Mr BRYCE: Which member from -what

company did the member for Nedlands speak
to yesterday?

Mr Court: I will speak up in the Committee
stage.
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Mr BRYCE: I suggest to the member that if
he did not have an unhealthy-

Mr Court: It is not unhealthy.
Mr BRYCE: I will explain why it is un-healthy. If the member did not have an un-healthy preoccupation with monitoring every-

thing done by the WADC, on the assumption
that what it does is wrong, he would be able to
pick up the telephone, ring John Horgan or
anyone else from the WADC, and say, "I have
these two documents."

Mr Court: I asked the Premier three times.
Mr BRYCE: The Premier said quite prop-

erly, "Contact the WADC." In this age of soph-
isticated communications it is easy to pick up
the telephone.

Mr Court: This Parliament is the place in
which to give the answers.

Mr BRYCE: I say to the member for
Nedlands the same thing that was said to me on
countless occasions by the previous member
for Nedlands; if he is going to take that view let
me remind him that he should do his home-
work for a piece of legislation; he should not
expect the Government to do the digging for
him.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Watt) in the Chair; Mr Bryce (Minister for In-
dustry and Technology) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short itle-
Mr COURT: The Opposition, in agreeing to

support this legislation, was given the oppor-
tunity to meet with representatives from
Government instrumentalities and the
company.

The Minister for Industry and Technology
cannot say that the Opposition has not been
cooperative. Someone from the Department of
Industrial Development rang my office and
made an appointment for me to meet with him
at 1 1.00 a.m. yesterday at Parliament House.
The representatives with whom I met turned
out to be an officer from the Department of
Conservation and Land Management and an
officer from the Department of Industrial
Development. The same people briefed the
member for Vasse.

The question which I openly asked the Min-
ister for Industry and Technology I have asked
on five previous occasions. It is a relatively
simple question, but the Minister for Industry
and Technology accused me of keeping watch

over the WADC. It is my responsibility to keep
a watch on all Government instrumentalities.
The instrumentalities are handling hundreds of
millions of dollars of taxpayers' funds and the
Opposition would not be accepting its
responsibilities if it did not keep a watch over
them.

The fact that the Minister for Industry and
Technology has reacted in the way he has has
made me even more suspicious. I can assure
the Minister for Industry and Technology that
the Opposition has done its homework on this
legislation. We gave a verbal undertaking at the
briefing we had yesterday that we would not
debate the clauses and the schedules contained
in the Bill. I have conveyed that to the Minister
for Industry and Technology.

I have done my homework and I have clearly
made my point. If there is a simple answer, the
Government is wrong for not giving it to me. If
I do not receive an answer, I will have to keep
digging.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt): Or-
der! Before calling the member for Gascoyne,- I
should say that I allowed the member for
Nedlands some latitude in making his com-
ments on clause 1, which is the short title. I
think it inappropriate that the debate should
continue too far along that line.

Mr LAUR-ANCE: The member for Nedlands
in his remarks to the Minister for Industry and
Technology raised a very appropriate line of
inquiry. He based his questions on the very
public documents that have been published.
There may be an appropriate involvement or
an inappropriate involvement. We cannot say
until we get a simple answer from the Govern-
ment. Until the Government is prepared to
give that answer, we can only assume that it is
an inappropniate involvement. If there is a
simple answer, and the Minister for Industry
and Technology provides it, he can show us
quite easily that the involvement of this
Government organisation with this company
which is the subject of this Bill is appropriate.

No-one is saying that the involvement is not
appropriate; it may well be appropriate. How-
ever, if there is a connectinif-and it seems to
be public because it is referred to in the ac-
counts-what is the connection and why does
the Government not want to answer that ques-
tion so that it cannot be said that the associ-
ation is inappropriate? The Minister for Indus-
try and Technology prolongs the debate by not
being prepared to give the answer. As long as
he does that, it is the job of the member for
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Nedlands, as a member of Parliament elected
to watch over the public funds of this State, to
persist with his questioning.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 8 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Minister for Industry

and Technology) [4.5 3 p.m.1-. I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR BL.AIKIE (Vasse) 14.54 p.m.]: My com-
ments on the third reading of the Bill follow the
unfortunate outburst of the Minister for Indus-
try and Technology in response to the ques-
tions that were raised by the member for
Nedlands, not only during debate on this legis-
lation, but also over a period of weeks.

The member for Nedlands raised questions
about the involvement of the Western
Australian Development Corporation with
Westralian Forest Industries Ltd. The Minister
for Industry and Technology showed a lack of
maturity in the way in which he made his com-
ments. I want to make it very clear that in a
spirit of cooperation with the Government, the
Opposition is supporting this legislation. I have
already attended two briefing sessions with
very senior officers of the Government-Dr
Shea, the executive director of the Department
of Conservation and Land Management, and
Sir Frank Greenwood from the Department of
Industrial Development. Those officers have
briefed members of the Opposition.

On the two occasions on which I met with
those two officers, I asked them about the in-
volvement of WADC with Wesfi. The Minister
for Lndustry and Technology should under-
stand that the Opposition is sensitive about a
Government corporation being involved in pri-
vate industry. That concern is legitimate. How-
ever, it does not impinge on our desire to coop-
erate with the Government on what we accept
is very worthwhile legislation in the interests of
the total State.

I want to put on the record that I take excep-
tion to the manner in which the Minister for
Industry and Technology reacted to the ques-
tions of the member for Nedlands. As I said, it
showed a great lack of maturity. It has been
indicated that the legislation will result in wide
benefits, for the State. We acknowledged that,

but it needs to be understood that the Oppo-
sition cooperated with respect to the legislation
with an understanding of the difficulties that
the Government has in ensuring a satisfactory
end result for a Western Australian industry
and a Western Australian product. It was on
that basis that we entered into that spirit of
cooperation.

It ill-behoved the Minister for Industry and
Technology to carry on in the way that he did
because although the Opposition cooperated,
his office displayed a lack of cooperation in
responding to a series of questions that had
been asked over several months. This morning
I rang Mr John Horgan of the Western
Australian Development Corporation and told
him I was inquiring into the matter. I asked
him what involvement WADC had with Wesfi.
He said the involvement lay in the 20 per cent
holding and that the WADC was going to have
a meeting with Wesfi in a couple of weeks to
reassess its position.

Mr Peter Dowding: Then you knew alt along.

Mr Court: One report specifically says that it
has a 100 per cent holding, and another that it
has a 20 per cent holding.

Mr BLAIKIE: The report from Wesfi says
that it has a 100 per cent holding. It has been a
fairly tiring day. My comments would have
been concluded had the Minister for Employ-
ment and Training allowed me to finish them.
However, if he wants to make those sorts of
comments this side will continue to speak for
another half-an-hour.

Surely the office of the Minister for Industry
and Technology could have given some re-
sponse. I support the member for Nedlands in
his endeavours. The Minister for Industry and
Technology showed a degree of petulance in
the way in which he responded. It ill-behoved
him to do so, particularly when the Opposition
is cooperating with the Government on this
measure.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr
Lawrence) in the Chair, Mr Pearce (Leader of
the House) in charge of the Bill.
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Progress was reported after Division 51 was
put and passed.

Divisions 52 to 74 postponed, on motion by
Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

Division 75: Health, $726 243 000--

Mr LAURANCE: On behalf of the member
for Murray-Wellington, I want to discuss mat-
ters relating to health. The member brings the
attention of the Parliament to the fact that the
health vote has gone up very substantially this
year.

Mr Blaikie: A healthy improvement!

Mr LAURANCE: Exactly. It has gone up
from $635 million in 1985-86 to $726 million.
That is a 13 or 14 per cent increase, and a very
substantial amount- We are not complaining
about the extra amount spent on health. We are
aware that for many years health and education
have taken up 50 per cent of the Budget be-
tween them. These are the big spending items,
and, of course, they are service items. As the
population increases the State is required to
provide an adequate level of service, It is
understandable that the total amnount will in-
crease.

The point the Opposition does question is
that despite a substantial increase in the
amount allocated for health in the Budget, the
services are still declining. As expenditure goes
up, the services go down. The member for
Murray-Wellington wanted that matter brought
to the attention of the Chamber.

There has been a general reduction in ser-
vices. in the last few months a proposal has
been brought forward to downgrade the
Fremnantle Hospital from tertiary to secondary
status. Heathcote, as a mental institution, will
be sold off. We are not sure how it will be
replaced.

The services provided at some hospitals
around the State are being curtailed. We be-
lieve quite the opposite to what the member for
Canning had to tell us the other night about the
wonderful health system we have. The oper-
ation of the health system is a debacle. We have
longer and longer waiting queues, fewer and
fewer services, and more and more money is
thrown at the problem. Nothing is being done
right in the health sphere.

My comments do not seem to have sparked a
smile from the member for Canning. If she
does not agree with me I refer her to an article
in today's The West Australian headed,

"Emergency? Wait your turn". Itris as well for
her that this article did not appear on the day
she made her comments in the Parliament.

I will quote briefly from that article-
Emergency patients cannot be

guaranteed a bed on arrival at Perth's
G airdner Hospital-where clinical ser-
vices are at saturation point.

The Daily News of 6 November 1986 stated-
Staff reductions will hit patients.

The article reads-
Mr V. Driscoll, Chief Executive Officer

at Royal Perth Hospital said patient ser-
vices "are bound to be affected" by the
reduction of 30 staff from the RPH.

We see a widening gap between the level of
services and the money which must be put into
this Budget allocation. This is a serious situ-
ation. If we are putting more and more money
in and the public is not getting the result it
deserves, we have a problem. Obviously some-
thing is wrong with the system. We may be able
to change the system and achieve a better result
for the amount of money put in.

The member wanted me to raise a number of
items. He provided me with a copy of the 1983-
84 annual health report showing comparative
costs for a wide range of health services. Those
figures are very detailed. Various statements
are appended to the annual report for the Hos-
pital and Allied Services Department of 1983-
84. Very detailed statistics and analyses of hos-
pital costs and so on are provided.

The 1984-85 report, which is the latest with
which the member has provided me-a report
was tabled today but obviously he has not had
a chance to study it-has been upgraded in line
with the new department and has more pictures
and charts, but it does not give the same sort of
analyses as we had in the past.

Mr Taylor: Today's does not have as many
pictures, but it has more information.

Mr LAURANCE: Perhaps the Minister has
gone back to the previous format. I am not
knocking the standard of the publication, but it
seems lacking when compared with farmer
publications which gave much more detailed
information and made a study of the health
costs of this State a great deal easier.

I want to refer to the home and community
Care programme, known as HACC. The mem-
ber points out that many people are not receiv-
ing health care at home because funds are slow
to be released. He points out that the Silver
Chain Nursing Association is unable to cope
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with the number of sick and elderly people re-
quiring its services. The MACC programme
services are being disrupted because continu-
ous funding is not forthcoming.

The Minister might like to say why there is
no continuous funding. I understand it is a
Commonwealth programme. The reason
people do not receive payments promptly
under the isolated patients travel and assist-
ance scheme is because the Commonwealth
will not provide funds regularly so that appli-
cations can be met. J understand that is not the
position with the KACC programme; there was
a surplus of about $1I million at the end of the
last financial year.

Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: That does not seem to be

the answer. It seems to be an on and off situ-
ation in regard to the funding of this pro-
gramme. It is very difficult to provide a service
without regular funding. I would like the Min-
ister to comment on that problem.

I wish to raise the matter of private
psychiatric hostels. These facilities were
orginally encouraged by the Government to ac-
commodate people normally institutionalised
at Graylands or one of the other psychiatric
hospitals. It is very expensive to keep people in
these institutions, so Governments of various
political colours have encouraged the establish-
ment of private psychiatric hospitals which re-
ceive a subsidy.

By way of question 1609 of Thursday, 30
October, the member asked about that subsidy.
The answer indicated that the subsidy paid to
private psychiatric hospitals is $150 per day
per approved resident where residents attend
day programmes, and $175 where residents re-
main at the hospital for the entire day. The
subsidy was last increased in September 1976.
These institutions must be remarkably efficient
to have survived with no increase in the sub-
sidy since that time. Other factors perhaps have
not been taken into account, but I would like
the Minister to indicate how these hostels are
making ends meet.

Surely a review of the subsidy-is in the pipe-
line. They also supply clothes for their patients
as well as transport for hospital and doctors'
appointments and so on. I understand the sub-
sidy has been under review for at least a year
and now another committee has been formed
to study the problem, yet no increase in the
subsidy to these private psychiatric hostels has
been forthcoming. What has happened with
these reviews? Why has another committee

been formed? Is a response likely to be given to
these people? Obviously they must be feeling
some financial hurt..

I do not have a great knowledge of this sub-
ject but it seems obvious it is a difficult area in
which to earn a living, and I lake my hat off to
these people who provide these services. They
must be quite dedicated people.

Mr Taylor: Most are quite profitable.

Mr LAU.RANCE: I hope they are, but they
would still operate at a lower cost than would
be the case if the State were providing these
services, and I guess therein lies a philosophical
argument that attracts me; however, in view of
the state of the session I will leave that for
another time.

That completes the remarks I want to make
on behalf of the member for Murray-
Wellington. We are concerned about the direc-
tion in which health services in this State are
going. This is a problem not only for the
Government but also for the people of the State
as they see the cost of the services increasing
more and more while the results for the
patients seem to be deteriorating. This is some-
thing we would hope to reverse when in
government afte r Februa ry 19 989.

.Mr TAYLOR: I share the Opposition's con-
cern about the direction in which health care is
going in respect of the rapid increase in costs
where we see, for example, a 14.1 per cent in-
crease in the health budget in this year's
Budget, especially when we consider what we
get back for that increase in expenditure. As I
said earlier today in my ministerial statement,
we are looking at a situation over the past four
years where, for example, we have seen an in-
crease of $230 million in expenditure of which
something like 61 per cent has been set aside
purely to meet the costs of improved con-
ditions and services for people already working
in the health industry. That is something those
people in the industry should be looking at and
they should realise the Government's ability to
meet these demands for improved conditions
and wages is finite.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition also
mentioned Fremantle Hospital. I have said on
a number of occasions that there will be no
downgrading of services at this hospital. I hope
that in the next couple of weeks a revised ver-
sion of the original discussion document will be
available and I am sure the response of the
Fremantle people will be a good one.
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On the subject of Heathcote, the Govern-
ment is in possession of the 1983 report on the
hospital and other reports of visitors going
back well before that showing that the facilities
at Heatheote are out of date. Heathcote will be
closed and the facilities to replace it will be far
superior to those currently existing at the hos-
pital. I-eathcole will not be closed until those
other facilities are available. I envisage that few
patients will be transferred from Heathcote and
that the hospital will be gradually wound down
as facilities are transferred. I am still hoping to
have the cooperation in this exercise of the
psychiatric nurses, despite what they have said.
I hope to see Heathcote closed within a year,
and I am determined that it be closed. It will be
done properly and in a way where we have
those other facilities to move into when it does
close. I also have an assurance that when we
sell Heatbcote, some of the money from the
sale will be put back into psychiatric services in
the State. We will see a big improvement in
psychiatric services in WA.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised
the subject of Royal Perth Hospital in the con-
text of staff cutbacks mentioned in an article in
today's Daily News. The total number of people
in health care services in WA numbers around
24 000. In this Budget we have worked on a cut
in the staff of 260, a cutback then of little sig-
nificance. Royal Perth has a staff of over 3 000
and its share of the cut is around 30 people.

On the subject of the home and community
care programme, I have been aware of some
delays in meeting demands under the scheme. I
am studying various submissions on the subject
and as a result the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment has allowed for an increase in the number
of people employed under that programme to
service a committee that has been set up. When
those additional people are taken on there will
be a much better turnaround of services
provided.

Mention was also made of the Silver Chain
Nursing Association. I had a meeting with the
association six or seven weeks ago and as a
result it submitted proposals for an additional
$660 000 to be paid to the association. As of 10
days ago I, along with a Federal Minister, Sena-
tor Grimes, wrote to the association indicating
that the additional funding had been
approved.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition also
referred to private psychiatric hostels and was
quite right in saying that another inquiry is
looking at the level of subsidy provided to
them. My understanding is that most of them

operate reasonably profitably even when the
level of subsidy is at 51.50. They also operate
very much like nursing homes in that they take
a share of the pension paid to the people living
in the hostels. They are not too badly off and
their level of income has moved in line with
increases in pensions in this country over the
past few years.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr MacKINNON: I will quickly draw the

attention of the Parliament to a concern I have
about the manner in which the Government is
treating the Parliament, in particular during
debates like this. I have just been advised by
the Deputy Premier that the Minister for
Health will be departing the Chamber around
5.30 p.m. and will not be available to debate
this Division at length. I have a matter of ex-
treme public importance to many people in my
electorate and adjacent areas and it is, namely,
the disposal of liquid waste in the metropolitan
area.

The Government knows it is really in deep
trouble on this subject, one I have been pursu-
ing with the Government since late 1983, yet
since that time the Government has done
nothing but indicate to me that it was looking
into the matter-the good old television
answer-that it was looking at long-term sol-
utions and short-term solutions. But no sol-
ution has been found and the Government is
now in a desperate position because we are now
faced with being unable to dispose of liquid
waste from the metropolitan area.

I will not delay the Chamber any further be-
cause some of my colleagues want to make
comments on this Division, but I have taken
this opportunity to draw the attention of the
Chamber and of the Parliament to our serious
concern for this subject and to the contempt-
ible manner in which the Government is
treating the Parliament in this very important
debate, the Budget debate, which is one of the
few opportunities we have of raising matters of
general public importance.

The Government has a responsibility to find
quickly a solution to this liquid waste disposal
problem, a problem it has buen evaluating for
far too long. Unless it makes a decision it will
stand condemned in the eyes of the people of
Western Australia.

Mr WATT: I would like the Minister to com-
ment about the proposed takeover from the
Commonwealth of the isolated patients' travel
and assistance scheme. As one who was
involved in making representations to have
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that scheme commenced, and who has seen the
value of it for his electors, I am concerned to
know how it will be introduced and whether
any major changes are proposed to its method
of operation. I could speak more about it, but
in view of the shortness of time I will leave it to
the Minister to respond.

Mr LAURANCE: I want to raise the same
point about the IPTAAS scheme, as it relates to
people in the north-west of the State. The Min-
ister would know that on several occasions in
this Parliament I have raised the difficulties
regarding the scheme and its implementation. I
am pleased its administration is being returned
to the State. It was probably a mistake to
transfer it to the Federal sphere in the first
place, because I believe services are generally
delivered best when they are delivered close to
their source.

I want to know whether the system will be
improved and whether the problems I have dis-
cussed with the Minister on previous occasions
will be overcome once the State resumes re-
sponsibility for the service in January 1987.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Health Division has an
estimated expenditure this year of $726
million. Before I discuss that, however, I
understand that the Government intends to
dispose of the capital works programme while
the Parliament is sitting now. That is a disgrace
of the worst order. This is the first opportunity
I have had to debate the question of Budget
expenditure or the capital works programme,
and the Chair is going to rule me out of order if
I dare mention the Margaret River Hospital,
because this Minister is taking to the bush. This
Minister, who has a responsibility to provide
hospitals in this Slate, and particularly in the
area where I come from, is not prepared to face
the general debate on the capital works pro-
gramme.

Mr Taylor: You can't say it is a fact that I am
going because you are going to raise the
Margaret River Hospital. You will raise it any-
way.

Mr BLAIKIE: At least the Minister should be
here to explain why he is not spending that-
amount of money. In the general Budget debate
the Treasurer said, "I bet the member for Vasse
is going to raise the Margaret River Hospital."
I said, "No, I will raise it in the capital works
budget debate." Now we find that health ex-
penditure will be $726 million, and this minis-
ter runs, cap in hand, out of the Parliament,
ignoring the responsibilities he has to the Par-
liament.
(162)

Mr Taylor: That is ridiculous.
Mr BLAIKIE: Where is the Minister going?
Mr Taylor: It is none of your business where

I am going.
Mr BLAIKIE: It does happen to be my busi-

ness. I suggest the Whip check to see which
function the Minister will be attending, and
whether it is a ministerial or private function.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
Order! Order! Could you return, please, to the
debate?

Mr BLAIKIE: I will certainly return to the
debate, because I believe where the Minister is
going is my concern. He is going to deny me
the opportunity to raise matters in relation to
health, because he will not be here.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I
suggest that the member for Vasse is being
given the latitude to raise the point he wishes,
and that he should go ahead and do so.

Mr BLAIKIE: Madam Chair, I do not want
to have a stand-up fight with you, but I am in
the frame of mind to do just that and have you
throw me out of the Chamber. That is the sort
of contempt this Government and this Minister
deserve, when this Minister shoots through
from the Parliament without honouring his re-
sponsibility to answer the Budget debate on his
portfolio. And the Minister refuses to say
where he is going. If he has a ministerial re-
sponsibility, he should say so.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The
member for Vasse, order, please.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am quite concerned about
this. 1 have been waiting for a hospital in my
electorate for some time, and I was going to
take the opportunity to raise that matter in this
debate.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The
member for Vasse will discontinue those
remarks for the moment and will confine him-
self to the debate.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will discontinue them all
right.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN.: I would also
appreciate it if you could listen-it is not as
though you cannot hear-to the observations I
make from the Chair. You may resume. Have
you finished? The Minister for Health.

Mr Blaikie: You wonder why people get a
little upset, and this is the very reason.

Mr TAYLOR: I refer to the isolated patients'
travel and assistance scheme which the
Government will take over on 1 January. I
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have written to all members of Parliament
asking if they have any comments in relation to
that scheme. I know some members have made
comments and I hope that as a result of the
takeover the scheme will become a little more
flexible than is the Present IPTAAS scheme.

The Leader of the Opposition raised the mat-
ter of waste disposal. I am prepared to admit
that we have a very important task to fulfil in
the area of waste disposal in the metropolitan
area, and will do so in the shortest possible
time. Yesterday I had a meeting with the Road
Transport Association, and consider that to
have been a very fruitful and worthwhile meet-
ing. In the next couple of months or so I intend
to suggest that we advertise for expressions of
interest from private enterprise to construct a
modern waste disposal facility in the metro-
politan area which will deal once and for all
with the long-term problem of this waste. It is
not appropriate that we continue to deal with it
in terms of digging pits in the ground and fill-
ing them up. Those days really have come to an
end, and if I can bring a quick end to that
system I will certainly do so. I hope and expect
to receive from private enterprise a substantial
number of expressions of interest in becoming
involved in providing such a facility.

Mr MacKinnon: Is it correct that you will
leave tonight at 5.30 p.m. without our being
able to debate the Lands section of the Budget?

Mr TAYLOR: If we can get through it, we
can get through it.

Mr MacKinnon: That is absolutely con-
temptible.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Vasse raised
the matter of the Margaret River Hospital. I
am pleased to say that I have a good relation-
ship with Hon. Doug Wenn, the member for
South-West Province, and he has made a num-
ber of representations to me in relation to the
hospital-far more positive representations
than those made in this Parliament over the
last three years by the member for Vasse. As a
result of Hon. Doug Wenn's excellent represen-
tations, I hope to be able to address in the near
future the matters raised in relation to the
Margaret River Hospital.

Mr WATT: htem 21 relates to the St John
Ambulance Association. The Minister and I, as
members of the Public Accounts Committee,
spent a fair amount of time pursuing St John
Ambulance Association matters. I want to raise
briefly my concerns about the situation of
staffing for the association in Albany. I realise
this is a matter for the association and not the

Minister directly. However, this item provides
funds to the St John Ambulance Association as
a subsidy, and the association's staff in Albany
are concerned that while they have three men,
the numbers seem to be growing all around the
State, including in the Minister's own elector-
ate. Although a promise was made earlier this
year to supply a fourth man to enable a proper
roster system to work in Albany, the associ-
ation has had to revise that decision, and it will
not be carried out.

I realise the Minister does not have direct
responsibility for this matter, but I would be
grateful if, in his dealings with the St John
Ambulance Association, he could endeavour to
influence the appointment of that fourth man
to Albany.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Albany was
quite correct when he said I have no authority
over the St John Ambulance Association,
although it obtains quite substantial funding
from the State Government. I have spoken to
the association in relation to numbers in
country areas, and it is doing its best to im-
prove those numbers.

From what I saw of Albany when I was there,
I believe it has one of the very best country
ambulance depots, and the involvement of vol-
unteers in Albany is probably more outstanding
than in any other area of the State of which I
am aware. From that point of view Albany is
well off. I would be happy to raise again with
the General Manager of the St John Ambulance
Association the question of staff numbers in
Albany, but it is a judgment the association
itself will have to make.

Division 75 put and passed.

Progress

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

SPEAKER'S GALLERY

Visitors

The SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): I take this op-
portunity of advising members that I have
invited some special guests to sit in the
Speaker's Gallery during question time this
evening. The two gentlemen [ have invited are:
The captain of the Shirase, Captain Atsushi
Kurata, and the leader of the research party,
Professor Takao Hoshiai. Members will recall
that the Nella Dan was entrapped last year in
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Antarctica;, Captain Alsushi Kurata and his
ship, the S/iirase, freed the Net/a Dan at that
time.

[Applause]1
[Questions taken.]

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 p.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Comnmittee
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Thomas) in the Chair;, Mr Brian Burke
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after Division 75 had
been agreed to.

Division 76: Authority (or Intellectually
Handicapped Persons, $49 440 000-

Mr MacKINNON: There are 63 vacant
positions for which $1 191 000 is allocated.
Why are there so many vacant positions under
this vote?

Mr PEARCE: There is always a significant
number of vacant positions in any large depart-
ment, but because of the Government's policy
of having a three per cent reduction overall in
the Public Service, the positions have not been
filled. Because of the freeze, a position can be
filled only in a matter of grave urgency. This is
designed to give the Government the flexi-
bility, with the reduced staffing, to reorganise
by, if necessary, the reshuffling of people into
other positions so that departments can remain
constantly at a three per cent reduction rate,
without putting people off. The Government
has been saving up positions over time and
keeping them to use for redeployment once
that three per cent reduction is attained.

Mr MacKinnon: I cannot understand how
that saves money under the vote. There is still a
vote for $1 191 000.

Mr PEARCE: Many of the positions will be
filled ultimately, but the filling of them has
effectively been delayed by the freeze so they
are not positions which are listed in the other
categories of employees who are being paid at
present. The expectation is that in the
reshuffling, those positions will be filled and
there will be a cost attached to them. Suppose a
particular position were to fall vacant through
resignation in August; that position may still be
unfilled, but once the Government has reached
that three per cent reduction rate, and
organised which positions will be filled and
which will not, there will be an expectation that

it will be filled. It will then be a cost for six
months of the year rather than for 12 months,
Those unfilled positions are listed separately
rather than in the corps of people who were
employed at the time the Budget was put
together. That is normal because in any large
department there are unfilled positions, and
this number is large because of the staff freeze.

Division 76 put and passed.
Divisions 77 to 79: Western Australian Al-

cohol and Drug Authority, $6 958 000; Nurses
Board of Western Australia, $2135 000; Bush
Fires Board, $1 842 000-put and passed.

Division 80: Land Administration,
$36 181000-

Mr LAURANCE: The first matter I wish to
raise relates to the contracting out of surveying
work from the Government to the private sec-
tor. There has been continuing debate for about
a year now which, I guess, had its genesis three
or four years ago. It has come to a head in the
last 12 months since the report of the task force
which recommended that the old Department
of Lands and Surveys should be restructured
was presented. For the first time in the history
of this State, the name for that department was
changed and became the Department of land
Administration.

The lands department was probably the first
department in the State; I do not know of any
older. That seemis to be the case for all States.
During my term as Minister it was brought
home to me that lands departments around
Australia were the oldest Government depart-
ments because they were usually housed in ter-
ribly old buildings. Na matter where I went
around Australia, those buildings, which are
well over 100 years old, are usually right in the
centre of the cities and are most inappropriate
for workers under today's conditions. 1 felt it
was frustrating, after administering a couple of
fairly modern departments such as housing and
tourism, to have to go to an old department
like the Department of Lands and Surveys
housed in the old building as it was, although I
found it a challenge as I think all ministerial
portfolios are a challenge. I am not the first to
admit that a change was not only desirable but
al~so very necessary. There has been a continu-
ing process of considering ways in which the
department could be modernised and made
more appropriate for the future.

The task force reported about the end of the
first term of the Burke Government. My good
friend, the former Minister for Lands and Sur-
veys, was faced with the task of imple-
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menting the restructuring of the department as
it was outlined in the report. It was close to an
election and he was fresh from solving the
problems of the Building Management Auth-
ority. He shelved the matter and I could under-
stand why. The present Minister, a young man
of capacity, was keen to get on with the job of
restructuring the department although he made
it clear from the outset that he did not intend
to preside over another BMA and so has been
moving fairly cautiously towards implementing
the changes that were recommended in the task
force's report.

In the first sitting of Parliament after the
election this year, the Opposition introduced a
motion which indicated basic support for the
task force's report and for what the Govern-
ment presumably intended to do. There was a
rare show of unanimous support from all par-
ties and, while the Minister amended the mo-
tion that I introduced into the House, the basic
thrust of it was retained and so the Parliament
agreed to the Opposition's motion. The motion
which I moved was seconded by the member
for East Melville who had a very successful
surveying practice prior to coming to the Par-
liament and the Minister for Lands responded.
The Minister for Lands gave his approval to
publish a document incorporating those three
speeches. I understood that Hansard was a bit
reluctant to do that unless it obtained agree-
ment from all parties. That happened. All par-
ties signed a release which gave approval for
the speeches to be incorporated in the one
document. That was distributed to all members
of the surveying profession in Western
Australia. It gave an indication of a number of
things, but two particularly. First of all, it
indicated the Opposition's attitude to the
changes and the Government's response
through the Minister for Lands, and secondly,
it indicated that there was a substantiajed degree
of unanimity.

I mentioned at the time that we had looked
at and used the example of the Canadians who
earn approximately $60 million Canadian a
year offshore to provide survey expertise to a
number of countries around the world. That is
equal to about $100 million Australian. That
work is carried out by the private sector. In
fact, the Government sector has been wound
down over a number of years. The Canadians
looked at contracting out 10 per cent of the
work done by Governments for Government
agencies each year over a 10-year period. This
transfer was fairly harmless and it resulted in a
great deal more experience being gained in the

private sector and a much higher return from
capital investment that was put into the private
sector of the industry with that transfer. It was
a transference of survey work from the Govern-
ment to the private sector and, as I said,
Canada would be the best example of a country
where this sort of thing has worked extremely
well for the benefit of the profession and of the
nation.

The Western Australian Government has
received advice recommending that it go down
a similar path and so bring similar benefits to
the State. We should grasp the opportunity.
The Government has the recommend-
ations before it and it should now implement
those recommendations.

I am not sure whether there is a parallel in
Canada of our situation, but I think one of the
most remarkable things about this opportunity
is that there will be a transference of employ-
ment along with a transference of work from
the Government sector to the private sector.
The private sector surveying profession has
given a guarantee that it will provide sufficient
employment within the private sector to soak
up any excess capacity in the Government sec-
tor. So there need be no fear by workers in
Government surveying that there will not be
work in the private sector. That guarantee to
the Government means that, if it implements
the recommendations of the task force, there
will be sufficient work available in the private
sector and no one will lose a job.

I like to talk about this pmocess in terms of
contracting out. The Government should con-
tract out its whole survey process because of
the benefits I have outlined. It is unfortunate
that for various reasons the Minister is not here
to hear my points. I can understand his not
wanting to be here late on a Friday evening. He
is a country member as well as a Minister and I
know the difficulties of that position only too
well. However, it is not normal for the Parlia-
ment to sit on a Friday evening and that just
highlights the absurdity of the situation in the
Parliament this week. That point was well
emphasised by my leader. I hope that the Min-
ister will read what I have to say.

I give the Minister and the Government a
very strong message. About six months have
passed since the debate regarding the
contracting out of survey work undertaken by
the Government took place, and very little
progress has been made. The Minister has had
sufficient time to settle into his department. He
has indicated that he does not want to preside
over another BMA. I understand him to mean
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by that that he does not want to turn the de-
partmnent upside down. We do not quarrel with
that. We are prepared to give him time to make
the change on a rational basis. He should be
prepared at least to give a commitment to scale
down the Government operation by 10 per cent
a year, as happened in Canada. My message to
the Government and the Minister for Lands is
this: Get on with the job. The Government has
a clear mandate to make this change and it has
our support.

We want to see the fruits of this operation
given to the people of the State. It will save
money and it will strengthen the private sector
surveying profession. There are many benefits
to be had and we can lead the way for the rest
of Australia. We can have such a strong survey
profession that it will be able to go out and earn
a lot more in export earnings for this nation. It
already earns a considerable amount in South-
East Asian countries and in the Middle East,
and our surveyors are building up experience in
that area. I am sure that a lot more could be
achieved if they were given greater backing by
the Government and if they gradually took
Over the surveying work that is currently done
by the Government.

A number of Government departments other
than the Department of Land Administration
have in-house surveyors, as do a number of
local authorities. The Department of Land
Administration should make the start, and a
commitment then needs to be made that other
departments and local government authorities
will follow suit. It is not as though nothing has
been done. I understand that there has been
some reorganisation. The department has been
renamed and a new Director of Land
Administration has been appointed. The four
directors of each of the different sections of
that department have been put in place.

It is rather interesting that a number of rep-
resentatives of the media telephoned my home
on the weekend that the four senior level
positions were advertised in The West
Australian. The positions carried a salary of
about $50 000 or $60 000 a year, or a total of
$250 000 for. the four. Each of the reporters
who spoke to me that weekend got quite a sur-
prise when I said that we supported what the
Government was doing in reorganising the de-
partment and in making available those
positions. In fact, most of the positions were
replacing other positions, so I do not know the
net cost. It certainly was not anything like
$250 000. Not a word of what I said over that
weekend was printed because we happened to

agree with the Government. It was obvious that
the reporters sought my views because they
expected to be able to print a headline such as,
"Opposition slams Government over $250 000
salaries racket", or something like that. Be-
cause that was not the case, not one word of
anything that I said to any of the reporters was
printed. That is an interesting comment on
politics. If Oppositions are trying to give
Governments a kick in the slats it makes news,
but if they are positive about these things and
try to support the Government on a particular
matter it is not considered newsworthy. That
does not mean to say that it is not worthwhile.

With respect to the survey area, the Govern-
ment is dragging its feet. The Minister needs to
get on with the job and give some commitment.
He has everything in front of him. He has
indicated that he is prepared to move, albeit
very cautiously, and the Opposition has
indicated its support. We are now waiting for
some action. I am sure that the industry is also
waiting for that action.

It was unfortunate that the Government had
to defer the matter of the new building for the
Department of Land Administration. I would
be the first to admit that we cannot spend
money that we do not have and that we should
not be reckless with funds. There could well be
an opportunity for the private sector to be
involved. The site is sitting there and, from the
conversations that have taken place previously,
I understand that the Government has looked
at that option. Certainly no department can
operate efficiently under the circumstances in
which the Department of Land Administration
is currently placed. Members opposite would
understand that.

The next matter I raise is one that has led to
considerably more acrimony than the matter
that I have just dealt with. I refer to the
Emanuel properties in the Kimberley and the
restructing of the Kimberley cattle industry. I
want to deal with this at some length because it
is a very important matter for the State and I
think it has been badly mishandled. Once
again, I can only reiterate my disappointment
that the Minister is not here.- I believe he
should be. This is an important area of Govern-
ment activity and it is very disappointing to
have to debate these matters when the respon-
sible Minister is not present. However, I trust
that he will read my comments because I make
them sincerely.

The Government has been very muddled in
its thinking with regard to this whole matter. In
making that criticism, I just want to say that I
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can understand some of the reasoning behind
what the Government is trying to do. On a
number of occasions I have said directly-par-
ticularly to the Minister for The North West
and Minister for Aboriginal Affairs-that I can
understand his concern for the restructuring of
the industry. I have told the Minister before
that I think he was naive in what he was trying
to achieve. Nevertheless, [ understand that any
Government would be concerned about the
situation up there.

Mr Bridge: You would have to agree that
when we launched into restructuring the indus-
try in the Kimberley it was in a very unsatisfac-
tory situation-

Mr LAURANCE: Yes,

Mr Bridge: -and that one of the things that
everybody up there said was that there had to
be put in place some kind of mechanism to
arrest the downward trend. So long as we
understand that that was the condition of the
industry when we started this restructuring.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes. One thing I admire
about the Minister is that he can have a differ-
ence of opinion with someone and yet he is
able to discuss an issue rationally. HeI and I
have always been able to do that, and that is
why I want to make the points in this debate. I
certainly agree with the Minister and the
Government that something had to be done. I
do not entirely agree with what the Govern-
ment decided to do, although I do not entirely
disagree either. That might be the basis for
some discussion.

However, there is another disagreement that
I want to have with the Minister. The Minister,
having decided what he wanted to do, has
precluded any discussion about it by involving
Exim. That is most unfortunate.

There have been some problems. There has
been no rational involvement from the Oppo-
sition. In many cases Oppositions do not want
to become involved, but I have a sincere in-
volvement in this matter, as well as some pre-
vious experience and responsibility. I make my
comments in a genuine way.

I can agree with some elements here. I agree
that parts of what are being done may be ac-
ceptable, although I do not agree with all of
them. Even going down the path the Govern-
ment is taking, there was an opportunity-I
will explain it in more detail in a moment-to
involve more people. The Government has
tried to exclude a number of people, particu-
larly the Opposition.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are the bloke who
excluded me from any contact at all with your
departmental officers. You were prepared to
involve the Opposition in activities of Govern-
ment when you were in office. You were the
worst of all.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is being less
than charitable.

Mr Peter Dowding: You were the worst. No,
Charlie was the worst.

Mr LAtURANCE: My reaction to the Minis-
ter should not be taken as a general reaction to
others, whom I find more acceptable.

Mr Bridge: It is our policy in Government to
involve many people in the consultative pro-
cess of restructuring. If it has not worked the
way you believe it should, it certainly was not
because we did not intend it to.

Mr LAUJRANCE: The Minister is in the
same position as the former Minister for
Lands. He told us he was not being told alt that
went on. Exim operated around him. The Min-
ister for Lands would be in the same position.
He does not know what is going on. The Minis-
ter is in the same position too. Although he has
involved a lot of people in the consultative
committee, he has not been open with rep-
resentatives of the PIA and the PGA. They
walk straight out of the meetings and say, "It is
not all going well. We want you to become
involved." I have concerns about this. The
Minister can talk to Exim about it.

If the Minister kept everybody happy there
would be no need for us to become involved
and for us to be told that everything is going
wrong. The difficulty is that members of the
Government come out of meetings and say that
everything is going well, but the very people
who are part of those meetings walk out of the
room, pick up the telephone and tell us, "We
think you should know this has just run off the
rails."

This is not just mischief-making. People are
genuinely concerned. They have just as much
of an involvement as the Minister has and they
tell us we should know about this.

Mr Bridge: They must have two agendas, be-
cause I have been at those meetings. As you
know, I am one of the members. Apart from
one or two of the dozen or so we have had, they
have been very productive. Usually a consen-
sus has been reached.

Mr LAURANCE: There have been some
acrimonious meetings, too. First of all, on this
matter I can say that we agree on some points.
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There was an agreement that the Fitzroy Valley
has been degraded and eroded. Something
needs to be done about that. The Government
has tried to tackle that problem for a long time.

Then there is the problem of decreasing
cattle numbers. This has been well
documented. The member for Kimberley and I
are both well aware of it. The question is not
whether something should be done but how to
go about it.

The Emanuel properties were very sensitive,
particularly in West Kimberley, because of
their size. Three of them occupy a large, con-
tiguous area of land, and the same management
has been there for over 100 years. The other
stations comprise the ALCCO properties. That
has been a sorry tale. It is nobody's fault.
Governments have been criticised for not
taking any action over the ALCCO properties,
and then for taking action. There have been
complaints on both sides of the fence there.
Every time Governments looked like moving in
on the ALCCO properties the proprietors
would say, "We have more funds becoming
available."

I have taken plenty of flak for having an
involvement, and for the massive shed sitting
in Broome-

A Government member: That was yours, was
it?

Mr LAURANCE: I had something to do with
it, yes. However, when that deal was done, by
way of an agreement before this Parliament,
unlike what happened with the Midland abat-
toir site, the new American partners were to
put in US$30 million. As members know, they
lost most of that. The deal was that the State
would put in an amount equal to I0 per cent of
the funds for the grant of that facility at the
Port of Broome.

If the Government, as the Opposition, had
come to the Parliament with a deal like that in
that part of the State while we were in Govern-
ment, we would have supported it. It is no-
one's fault it went astray. The people who spent
$30 million have received very little back. Even
the deal which brings in the Israelis does not
give them back much of the $30 million. I
know the Israelis have made only a cautious
commitment. As far as I can understand from a
brief visit, they seem to be proceeding pretty
well along a cautious path. I hope that project
succeeds.

I tried to warn the company that the $30
million was at risk. I admire it for making the
investment. The $30 million was a lot of

money, although the company spends $400
million per annum around the world on vari-
ous agricultural projects. Some of them are
highly risky ventures. This one failed,
unfortunately for the company and for the
State. It is a very difficult area. Something
needed to be done.

When the decision was made to purchase the
Emanuel properties it was fortuitous that the
Commonwealth came along with a grant of $6
million. That opened the potential for a num-
ber of problems due to the source of the funds
and the deadline which went along with them.
That was the first difficulty, because the
Treasurer denied strenuously for some Lime
that there was a commitment on the part of the
State in return for those funds. That cover was
blown fair and square in the Federal Budget
papers when the deal which had to be made on
behalf of the State to obtain those funds was
shown.

There has always been a bit of a row over it,
because the Prime Minister gave $6 million to
the local committee in which his son, Stephen
Hawke, was heavily involved-and still is.

Mr Brian Burke: The committee was not
formed when the money was given.

Mr LAURANCE: He was very much part of
the negotiations.

Mr Brian Burke: Not at all. I handled the
negotiations myself.

Mr LAURANCE: When the Treasurer says
that, I believe him as much as I did when he
said there were no strings attached to the $6
million.

Mr Brian Burke: If you read Mansard you
will find a detailed answer.

Mr LAURANCE: I have my own views on
what the Treasurer says, so he will not convince
me. It was only forrnalising a prior arrange-
ment.

Mr Brian Burke: There was no committee
involved at all; certainly not with me.

Mr LAURANCE: That is not the point I
want to make. It was only a passing point. I am
prepared to debate it with the Treasurer if he
wants to tell me that Stephen Hawke was not
involved during the period, when his father was
Prime Minister. Does he mean he did not know
what was going on here-that he was totally
unaware of this? The Treasurer will be telling
me next that I should believe there are fairies at
the bottom of my garden.
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Those properties were acquired and the
restructuring commenced. Quite frankly, there
have always been some people who have
entertained doubts about whether the
restructuring would ever be successful. Cer-
tainly the TB eradication programme appears
to be well under way. A concern expressed to
me is that there has been a lift in the amount
being paid for contract work done on these
properties, and this has affected the whole in-
dustry. Now the going rate for a number of
things, such as fencing, has increased dramati-
cally because of the rates being paid. I am not
sure whether a good result is being achieved
from the funds going in there.

It seems to me that the staff there are hand-
ling the logistics and the materials well. As the
member for Kimberley would know, if we put a
lot of money through properties in this remote
pant of the State, a lot of the equipment could
find itself elsewhere if it was not rigorously
checked. From my own personal observation, 1
believe the materials are being handled prop-
erly. Whether the people there are getting value
for money, I do not know. Certainly some
people in the Kimberley with considerable ex-
perience in the area say they are not getting
value for money.

Mr Bridge: There will always be some doubt
because it is a new concept. It must have been
like that with the man who put the pipeline
through to Kalgoorlie; I imagine there were
many knockers when that concept was first
suggested. This restructuring is a new method,
so we will always have knockers, even among
experienced cattlemen, until it is up and run-
ning, which I think is just a few years down the
track.

Mr LAURANCE: Unfortunately, I do not
think it is, for this reason: If the Minister reads
his confidential reports, he will know they say
that about eight of the properties will bring in
about $17 million. From all reports I have
seen, that figure is not likely to be achieved.
Even if it were to be achieved it would mean
the properties would average $2 million apiece,
when most properties there would average
$800 000 or $900 000. Not one private oper-
ator, the man on the land, the bloke the Minis-
ter wants to help, is able to purchase a property
going for $2 million. That is where the Minister
showed he was naive and misguided. I do not
criticise him for what he is trying to achieve,
but I doubt that he will achieve it. Mind you.
Mr Deputy Chairman, if in four or five years
the Minister can show me that new owner-op-

erators, the ordinary blokes in the Kimberley,
are on these properties, I will take my hat off to
him.

Mr Bridge: That is our target.

Mr LAURANCE: I do not think the Minister
will achieve it. I am not criticising the Minister
for having a go-, it is just that I do not think he
will achieve his aim. Neither do I think the
State will make the money it says it will make,
because already it says it is running into diffi-
culties. I understand that negotiations are
already under way for the properties to be sold
back to the private sector almost immediately,
and for Exim virtually to bail out. The chair-
man denies that, but the information I am get-
ting from the Kimberley is that this is at least
being considered. If it is I do not know that the
Government has anything to hide and should
not tell us what is happening. The Treasurer is
not beyond saying he has tried something, but
it has been a mistake. I said earlier that we
tried to get $33 million invested in
Camballin-$30 million of US investment and
$3 million of State funds. The US company put
up its money, but the venture proved unsuc-
cessful. We can all make mistakes, particularly
in the Kimberley, where it is difficult to get
developments off the ground.

Despite any criticism members opposite
might make of me, no-one can say I have not
had a genuine commitment to politics in WA
over a very long time. No-one would doubt my
enthusiasm for occupying the benches opposite
again, in which case there is a very good chance
that we will be finishing something members
opposite started.

Mr Bridge: There is one significant commit-
ment you can make to the north-west, and that
is to join with people like me and other memn-
bers of the State Government to ensure this
concept does work in the Kimberley, because
this restructuring of the pastoral industry is the
single most important thing we can do for the
region. We can do it together without attacking
it because of politics.

Mr LAURANCE: I am very happy the Min-
ister made that interjection, and I was very
careful to be quiet until he finished it because
he raised a very important point, one that has
been lost on the Government and totally lost
on Exim Corporation, the Government agency
handling this deal. I do not know whether it is
because of criticism it has received, most of
which has been justified, that Exim has put up
the shutters and will not discuss the issue. 1 do
not know whether it is because it has had a
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succession of people involved, most of whom
have left under a cloud. I am not worried about
that and I do not want to attack Mr Gale. What
I have heard of him indicates he probably had
more capacity to achieve anything than anyone
else so far involved, but he had to be got rid of
because he was an embarrassment to the
Premier. My former colleague, Dick Old,
probably had a lot to do with his going. But
that is politics; that is the game we play. Hope-
fully at the end of the game the State benefits.
But we both play the game.

Mr Easton came, and I do not think he knew
much about what was going on. Then Mr
O'Brien came and he did not know too much. I
do not want to be critical of him because I
knew him in his previous role, and I admired
him and spent time with him in congenial cir-
cumstances playing golf-and I will not relate
any of the interesting stories I could; certainly
they have some pretty tough golf courses in
Japan. I do not think he was particularly well-
equipped for the job, but in any case he did not
get a chance to get stuck into it before he was
out of it. This exercise has a history of person-
nel changes which has not helped the Govern-
mnent or indeed the Opposition. Exim has put
up the shutters even though I have tried genu-
inely to discuss the matter with its officers.

I come back to the Minister's asking me to
join with him so that we might do great things
on behalf of the State. I visited the area in
order to see what I could of what was
happening, but it is difficult in a day to be able
to work out what is happening over an enor-
mous area of land. At least I made the effort. it
is better than not going there at all and express-
ing opinions on a view gained from 2 000 kilo-
metres away. I have been eyeball to eyeball
with the problem and got my feet on the
ground up there and met the people.

I said a number of things to the person up
there and I have nothing against him, but what
I said to him was totally misconstrued in a
political wiay. That is all right; I have played
that game before. But it does not help us
achieve what the member for Kimberley
outlined in his interjection. It was a smart alec
trick to misconstrue what I said.* As far a61I can
recall, what I said to the chap was that I wanted
to be able to say to him that anything he said, I
would not take away and misconstrue.

On the same basis, I did not expect him to
misconstrue anything I said. That was the tenor
of our discussion. at that time, yet that has been
prostituted down here in Perth to say that I
said they were doing a wonderful job but would

not say it publicly. That was not what I said at
all. Mr Coulthard would know that, but that is
the way it has been used. I bet he is embar-
rassed by him giving a report on my visit, and
people turning the wick up by half a degree and
saying I said something slightly different,
which gives it a totally different meaning. That
is what happened in that case, and the Chair-
man of Exim ought to know it.

When I came away from that meeting, the
easiest thing in the world for me to have done
would have been to go back to Derby and put
out a Press release that day to the effect that I
would knock the schcme, saying that it was the
worst thing that could happen to the
Kimberley, that the member for Kimberley did
not know what he was doing, and that he is a
naive and misguided man. But I did not do
anything of the sort-I did not make any pub-
lic comment. The people at Exim do not under-
stand that.

We are in the business of making public com-
ments. Everyone here, has put out plenty of
public statements in every branch of the media
from backside to breakfast time, and that is
what I call a public statement. I did not say a
word about that. I wanted to speak with the
Chairman of the Exim Corporation first, be-
cause after my visit there I had genuine con-
cerns. When I returned to Perth I telephoned
him and said I wanted to come and talk to him
about this. I have had very cordial relations
with Mr John Horgan before. In fact I have
never had anything other than cordial relations
with him. I told him I had genuine concerns
about the operation.

When I arrived there I was horrified because
the Chairman of the Exim Corporation had a
typed list of statements that he said I had
made. H-e led off with the one that said, "You
told Mr Coulihard at Gogo Station that every-
thing was going magnificently but you couldn't
say so publicly." Well, I categorically deny that.
For a start, it would be a stupid statement. I
saw the tip of the iceberg. A person would need
a four-wheel drive vehicle and a week to be
able to make a statement like that. As I
explained-to the Treasurer the other night, I
said I was impressed that the same people are
running those properties as were doing so be-
fore. They could be doing that and making a
disaster of it. They are answerable to new
people, who might be making a hell of a mess
of it. But the people on the ground are the same
people as were under the Emanuel ownership,
and I think that gives the whole exercise a
chance.
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I tried to put Mr Coulthard at ease, because I
knew the corporation took 48 hours to make up
its mind as to whether or not it would allow me
to go there. I rang Mr O'Brien, and he said he
would have to ring me back. About two days
later he rang back and said yes, but obviously
they were very concerned about my going there
and making a public attack on the whole
restructuring process. I said to Coulthard, "I
want to let you know I don't intend to criticise
you, and I don't want you to feel as an impedi-
ment to your talking with me that I am going to
broadcast everything you say on the ABC
tonight." So I tried to put him at ease that I
would be fair, and I tried to be fair by not
saying anything publicly-and I stress heavily
the word "publicly"-until I had been to see
the chairman.

The chairman said to me, "The first thing
you said up there was the allegation about
Coulthard." That is quite wrong. But then,
even worse, he went on to detail a number of
conversations supposedly held by me at a pri-
vate luncheon, and alleged that I had been say-
ing public things and decrying the whole
restructuring process because I bad said this,
this, this, and this at a Private function. I had
to ask the chairman if he was running the CIA,
because that is the way he treated me. He obvi-
ously has spies everywhere who send back in-
formation to him which he then types on a list
and confronts people with when they meet with
him.

Mr Parker: A moment ago you were telling us
about your spies who rang you after they left
the meeting.

Mr LAURANCE: No. They are concerned
people.

Mr Parker: Maybe his people ar concerned
people.

Mr LAURANCE: Even if he had told me at
the end of the meeting that he knew I had not
said anything publicly but was a little con-
cerned because he had picked up a bit of
scuttlebutt around the place that I may have
said some of these things-but he did not; he
confronted me with that, so we had a very acri-
monious meeting for about an hour and
achieved absolutely nothing. I must say that the
corporation has put up the shutters and that is
why we cannot get involved in the way the
Minister would seek. I bet the Minister cannot,
either, because I bet he does not know what is
going on. That is a fact, and the Minister is
very quiet indeed.

I went there in a very genuine way. I will not
try any more. I have not even criticised. I have
waited until now and I am not really trying to
make this public, either, now; but it is a genu-
ine concern. I felt very sorry about that meet-
ing. It has strained my relations with the Chair-
man of Eximt and I did not want that to hap-
pen. I had not been criticising him before on
other matters. That does not mean to say I
support, or otherwise, what some of my col-
leagues have been saying, but I personally had
not got into him over anything.

The purpose of my meeting with the chair-
man was not only to ask some questions about
the four Exim, or ex-Emanuel, properties. I
have been very closely associated with the
ALCCO properties as well, and wanted to ask
him about the Aboriginal land equal to 25 per
cent of the Emanuel properties that has to be
made available to the Commonwealth. His
answer was that it had nothing to do with
Exim. I just could not believe him. I said, "It
has everything to do with Exint', and he said,
"No, no, it has nothing to do with the Emanuel
properties, nothing to do with Exim; it is purely
a matter between the State Government and
the Federal Government." He might say he
does not agree with those words but, so help me
God, they are exactly the words he used, as I
understand it; that it was purely a matter be-
tween the State and Federal Governments and
had nothing to do with Exim. It makes him
angry that we have this confidential report, and
I want to talk about that a little more in a
moment. The report talks about political con-
siderations. The pages are not numbered so I
cannot tell him which page it is on, but at the
bottom of the page headed "Political Consider-
ations" it says-

It also details the incumbent
commitment on Western Australian Live-
stock Holdings Ltd to the Federal Govern-
ment with respect to Aboriginal interests.

That there is a commitment to the Federal
Government is in the company's own confiden-
tial report; yet when I went to discuss it with
him he told me there was no commitment.
That is just not right. It only serves to empha-
sise the point I am making, that we cannot
discuss it rationally with these people.

I wanted to say to him that if he would
acknowlege the commitment I have just
outlined in black and white to the Chamber, we
could come to an accommodation there. One of
my concerns is that the commitment to the
Federal Government says, "an area of land
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equal to 25 per cent of the Emanuel properties
of viable pastoral country." Does the member
for Kimberley agree?

Mr Bridge: Agree to what?
Mr LAURANCE: That viable pastoral prop-

erty equal to 25 per cent of the Emanuel
properties must be made available to Aborigi-
nal interests.

Mr Bridge: Are you asking if the Emanuel
properties are viable?

Mr LAURANCE: No. I will repeat it for the
Minister. The commitment to the Federal
Government for the $6 million made available
by way of grant from the Commonwealth is to
provide to the Commonwealth for Aboriginal
interests an amount of land equal to 25 per
cent of the Emanuel properties of viable pas-
toral country. The Minister can take my word
for it that the word "viable" is in there. The
ALCCO properties are being forfeited because
they are not viable. They are degraded, they
have been let go, they have not been
maintained at a satisfactory standard.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not exactly true. The
pasture there is better than on some of the
Emanuel properties. They have been degraded
in the sense that the cattle have been stripped
off them, but that has regenerated the pastoral
properties.

Mr LAURANCE: I am saying I had a con-
cern. The Treasurer had gone away. If the
chairman had known, he could have given me
that anwer. That was the sort of thing I wanted
to discuss with him. Let us forget for a moment
the legal complexities of the matter of the
ALCCO properties. If the Government is going
to make available one of the ALCCO proper-
ties, such as the Louisa Downs or Bohemia
Downs properties, they equal in area 25 per
cent of the Emanuel properties so they satisfy
that criterion. If they had returned to what
could be called "viable"-and that is the query
I have-perhaps they can satisfy that criterion.
I ask whether the Government is short-chang-
ing the Aboriginal interests in giving them
those properties, or could they be called viable?

Mr Bridge: It needs to- be understood- that
whether you are talking about the Emanuel or
the ALCCO leases, ultimately the subdivided
areas would all be viable units under the
scheme. You must not make that distinction.

Mr LAURANCE: Including ALCCO?
Mr Bridge: Yes, the purpose of restructuring

the ALCCO leases is to make them viable be-
fore they become available.

Mr LAURANCE: Three of the Emanuel
properties are contiguous and one is separate,
but the separate one is contiguous to two
ALCCO properties. We have three large areas
of land, both contiguous and there would be
some ration alisation.

It seems that there was some association be-
tween Crutcher of ALCCO and interests
associated with Kerry Stokes, a prominent
businessman, who was interested in taking over
50 per cent of the ALCCQ leases and getting
involved in a legal wrangle with the Govern-
ment. I do not know why he should want to do
that, but Mr Stokes told me that he had been
successful in. the television deal, which was a
protracted legal wrangle, and he thought he
would now buy into another one. Certainly no-
one can doubt his capacity to play these games.
He entered into an arrangement to buy 50 per
cent of ALCCO and to be in partnership with
Crutcher of the United States. He said that
with Crutcher he would take on the legal battle
with the State over the forfiture of the
ALCCO leases.

Mr Brian Burke: Everyone agrees that they
should be forfeited.

Mr LAURANCE: Except that they have de-
cided to take the State to court over it. Of
course, that is their right and some such cases
have been won. I do not have the financial
capacity to entertain such an idea, but I have
no doubt that Mr Stokes has.

Mr Brian Burke: I have not heard anyone say
that the ALCCQ leases have been properly
cared for.

Mr LAURANCE: No, but they were going to
fight the forfeiture and they have the funds to
bring them back to a good condition. They
were seeking to defeat the forfeiture by legal
action.

Mr Brian Burke: Ifhe had brought them back
before we forfeited the leases that would be fair
enough.

Mr LAURANCE: That was not possible be-
cause, the -forfeiture started with- the Crutcher
interests and then the Stokes interests said they
were prepared to buy in a half share. I do not
think the deal has been consummated between
Crutcher and Stokes. However I have spoken to
Mr Stokes and he is genuine about having an
involvement in the stations.

Mr Brian Burke: Where did they find
Crutcher?
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Mr LAURANCE: He has been involved for a
long time through Jack Fletcher. Fletcher was
the physical partner, but Crutcher was the
financial partner in the United States.

If ALCCO had a 50 per cent ownership with
a prominent Australian businessman as its
partner, it would become much more accept-
able to the State. I do not expect the State to
drop its legal action, but if the company is
prepared to make a commitment to spend
money, why not let it do so and bring the
properties back to a viable proposition? I think
a deal could be done and I am serious about
this matter.

The representatives of the company came to
the Government and said they would buy one
of the Emanuel properties; that is, the one
which is separate from the three major leases.
It is an interesting game of chess. The ALCCO
leases which adjoin the three Emanuel leases
cover an enormous area which could be
restructured in the way the member for
Kimberley described, because they are contigu-
ous. That would also help the TB eradication
programme.

Mr Brian Burke: Have you explained this to
John Horgan?

Mr LAURANCE: I could not get to first base
because he referred to things I may have said
about this, that, or the other. I could not re-
member whether I had said those things be-
cause it all took place at a private lunch.

Mr Brian Burke: When did you go to see
him? He is not an angry person.

Mr LAURANCE: I understand that he has
had a bad case of shingles and that perhaps was
the reason for his reaction. Alternatively, he
may have been venting his spleen on me be-
cause of some of my colleagues. Ilam not sure. I
felt when I spoke to him that I should have my
boxing gloves on or that perhaps I should have
taken my upper House colleague with me.

The Bohemia and Louisa Downs leases be-
longing to Emanuel which are under threat of
forfeiture, are contiguous with the ALCCO
properties. Next to the only remai .ning
Emanuel properties are two more ALCCO
leases and these people want to give the State
both properties, one of which it needs to give to
the Aboriginal people. The Opposition i s pre-
pared to back the Government. The Govern-
ment says it is viable and I believe it; if the
cattle have been stripped from the land, it will
have regenerated. I was concerned that the
Commonwealth would say that the State had
short-changed it. In its report it states that

there may be some flak from the State because
the Aborigines have ended up with a useless
piece of country and the State is reneging on
the agreement made that it would give the
Aborigines viable pastoral country.

If that is not a problem the State can give the
Aborigines viable pastoral land. It is trying to
forfeit the land anyway. The company is asking
the Government to drop the legal action and it
will give the Government the two stations for
nothing, one for the Commonwealth and the
rest to be joined with the Emanuel properties
for restructuring.

One positive factor to emerge is that the TB
problem has been isolated to one area of the
Emanuel properties. That is a good thing. Has
that been explained to the Minister?

Mr Bridge: That is one of several good
things.

Mr LAURANCE: It could have been found
when the testing was done that the whole area
was affected by TB. The TB reactors were
coming from one area which I understand was
related to the water supply in the southern pant
of Gogo. The problem may be easier to solve
than was first thought.

The company wanted to purchase Meda, the
only property on its own which is contiguous
with Napier Downs and Kimberley Downs.
That gives them a lot of country, but they
would pay $2 million for Meda. The report
states that Meda is worth $2.8 million so the
price could probably be negotiated up and the
company might pay $2.5 million which would
suit the Government. The company would also
enter into an agreement to redevelop and spend
the money required on those properties to
bring them back to a condition in which the
Government would not have to worry about
their being subject to forfeiture.

I am not a pastoralist, but I have spent a long
time in pastoral areas and I have rubbed
shoulders with pastoralists. I have deceived the
examiners at UWA to such an extent that I
have a Bachelor of Arts degree majoring in
economics.

Mr Parker: You have been deceiving people
ever since.

Mr LAURANCE: With some success.
Mr Parker: That is what the member for

Cottesloe says.
Mr LAURANCE: It seems that a deal could

be made.
Mr Brian Burke: It sounds attractive to me

but you are way ahead of me.
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Mr LAURANCE: The Minister will under-
stand what this is all about.

If it is not a good deal for the Government,
why does not somebody tell me? Members op-
posite may be able to convince me, because of
some reason I have not seen or because I am in
Opposition and do not have access to the infor-
mation, that Ilam off the ballpark.

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot tell you whether it
is a good deal because you're telling me about
it.

Mr LAURANCE: I thought the Treasurer
would know. am not criticising the Treasurer;
I am just surprised.

Mr Bridge: I am in the same position as the
Treasurer. You are saying it is an excellent
deal, and I am listening to what you are saying.

Mr LAURANCE: This all happened a couple
of months ago, and it may have fallen in a
heap. It was rejected by Ezim, and one of the
reasons was that interests associated with
putting forward this proposition were assumed
to have been the people who got hold of this
report and leaked it. I honestly do not know
whether my copy of the report came to me in
that way. Although it has given Mr Horgan
another attack of shingles, there is nothing in
this report to be worried about. Instead of this
report falling off the back of a truck, the
Government should have got its committee
together and held a seminar up there. It should
have paid our air fares, because that is a diffi-
cult area to get to. The Government should
have said, "Here is the report." There is a little
bit in it about the Aboriginal interests which
might have caused some bother, but the
Government could have painted that out and I
would not have worried. There was one para-
graph about Aboriginal interests which was
sensitive-it related to whether Bohemia
Downs was viable or not.

The Government's officers said that one of
the problems was that if the Aborigines were
given Bohemia Downs it could be said the
Government was giving them the only piece of
land which was no good, and Aboriginal
interests were being short-changed. I have since
learned that that is not a problem because the
Aborigines will accept Bohemia Downs; they
would be quite happy with it. Rather than
reaching a point where Exim has labelled the
Opposition and called us everything under the
sun, and will not talk to me about this pro-
posal, the Government should have made the
report public. The Government did not need to
run and hide from this report. it should have

held a seminar and invited the Opposition to
take part in the discussion. The Government
may have been criticised because some of the
f iguires did not stack up. 1 have some doubts on
that aspect but I cannot prove the figures are
wrong. Quite a few people have told me the
Government will not achieve scenario A, or the
most favoured means of disposing of these
properties which will bring in $17 million. I do
not think the Government will get that much
for something for which it paid $11 million.

Mr Brian Burke: They tell me it has appreci-
ated in value somewhat.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes. The Government
might get $1 7 million; I am prepared to ac-
knowledge that, but it is a bit optimistic. Even
if it were $15 million I would be the first to
congratulate the Treasurer. If it turns out to be
a disaster I would have to say the Government
is wrong and we might poke a bit of fun at it.

I am not sure what stage the negotiations
have reached. It may be a good deal for the
Government to try to revive negotiations. The
Treasurer should speak to Mr Horgan and ask
whether it is a deal. If the Government can
hand that part back to private interests, they
will offer some money for Meda. I do not know
whether it will be enough, but if it is not
enough the deal will fall through. It is as simple
as that. I would like jhe Treasurer to agree. If
the Government wanted $3 million and only
$2 million was offered, there would not be a
deal, but if the parties got around a table and
the buyers were prepared to increase their price
and the Government was prepared to come
down, something might work. The Govern-
ment might say the figure of $3 million is hard
and fast. Nobody has got around the table on
this matter up to now. The Government would
have to get a proper guarantee. The private
interests would have to tell the Government
how and when and what they will do on the
other two properties which are currently the
subject of forfeiture and legal action. The
Government would not just say, "We trust you;
you are nice looking fellows." The Government
would have to say, "Give us a five-year plan
and tell us the amount of money you will
spend, what work you will do on fencing, water
supplies, and TB control, to return them to
viable properties." The Government has a
problem at the moment because Meda is away
from the other properties, and I bet the
Government does not know what it is going to
do with it; and those other two properties are
subject to forfeiture.
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Mr Bridge: Meda is close to Napier and
Kimberley Downs. You could link that area.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Minister mean at
the top?

Mr Bridge: Yes.
Mr LAURANCE: The Government could

also do what I am saying, even if it is not
possible to do a deal with these people because
for some reason I do not know they are not
good people. I do not think the Government
would be prepared to say it would not do a deal
with Mr Kerry Stokes. lHe has not been
involved in this sort of proposition before, but
he has the financial capacity and has convinced
me that he wants to get involved. I warned him
that plenty of people have lost a heap of money
in this area although others have made money.
I guess he does not need that sort of warning
from me about what to do with his money.

Mr Brian Burke: I will have a talk to John
H-organ. This is the sort of thing you should
talk to him about.

Mr LAURANCE: 1 did not get to first base.
We had a wild argument.

Mr Brian Burke: Perhaps it is now out of his
system and your system, and you can get
around to talking.

Mr LAURANCE: 1 hope so. I have enjoyed
cordial relations with him and I have never had
anything other than that until this matter arose.
He virtually had his boxing gloves on when I
walked in the door, and he confronted me with
these statements, which were not true. I was
upset by the fact that he felt he had to do that.
if Exim is going to get involved, invest public
money. and get caught up in the political and
Government process, it is going to have to take
some criticism and be prepared to discuss what
it is doing. Mr Horgan could learn a lot from
the member for Kimberley. He and I have had
somne scraps, but we can agree to disagree and
discuss things rationally. There are plenty of
topics on which we will not agree.

Mr Brian Burke: Sometimes you are nasty to
me.

Mr LAURANCE: I force myself to be nasty
on some occasions. We could be of assistance
and the Government could be a lot more open
and honest and involve the Opposition.

I want to take up another point with the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. There is a
further problem when the Government meets
its commitment to the Commonwealth, and the
Minister knows it. The Government will make
another major property available to Aboriginal

interests, and therein lies the problem. I do not
want to argue about whether it is right to give
further land to Aboriginal interests in the
Kimberley. The Government claims it is vital
to the success of the Kimberley cattle industry
that it restructures these properties, but part of
the deal, and the way the Government got most
of the money, was to give a large slab to Abor-
iginal interests. Yet the Government's report
says this-

Mr Bridge: That is not our report.

Mr LAURANCE: It is headed "WA Live-
stock Holdings Limited Plans for the Commer-
cial Reconstruction of the Emanuel and Aleco
Leases in the West Kimberley Region of WA".

Mr Bridge: That is their report, not the
Government report.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is being ped-
antic.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is not pedantic at all;
there are attitudes and views in it which are not
those of the Government.

Mr LAURANCE: It was a confidential report
to the Government from senior people closely
involved in this business.

Mr Peter Dowding: They are not senior
Government people; they are employed by that
company.

Mr Bridge: I did not understand that to be
the case. That report was compiled by officers
of that organisation who reported to that or-
ganisation and not us.

Mr LAURANCE: Right. it was confidential
and obviously caused a great deal of heat and
flak when we got hold of it, so it is important to
the Government.

It says-
Aboriginal interests already own two

stations in the immediate vicinity of the
Fitzroy Valley Emanuel leases
(Noonkanbah and Millijiddie) both of
which turn-off low cattle numbers from
what is described as some of the best cattle
country in the West Kimberley.

That is a matter of concern. Other available
Property will be turned into viable pastoral
property and handed over to Aboriginal
interests.

Mr Peter Dowding: Noonkanbah was for
rent when it was handed over to the Aboriginal
people in the first instance, so it is not correct
to make the assumption that there has been a
diminution of the quality of the place.
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Mr LAURANCE: That is another area of
concern.

Mr Peter Dowding: I can assure you there are
many people in Government who do not accept
that particular aspect of the report.

Mr LAURANCE: 1 accept that. It is another
matter of genuine concern. The Government
can hand over the Kimberley but it would get a
hell of a fight from us if it did.

Mr Bridge: I am not rejecting your concern.
That concern should spread over the entire in-
dustry. Ownership within the Kimberley indus-
try has essentially been non-Aboriginal. De-
spite that fact, the industry is on its knees. If
you are concerned about Aboriginal partici-
pation1 that concern should be directed to
others as well.

Mr LAURANCE: I accept that too. As the
Treasurer is not here, I hope he will read what I
have to say. I have outlined the scenario with
respect to the new Western Australian interest
merging with Crutcher-an American-and an
arrangement which could be of benefit to all
parties, including the State. My comments were
misconstrued by the chairman who thought I
was in some way peddling their proposition.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: I would not mind if it was
another person-another American-and
Crutcher said he had a new partner or another
offshore person-not that I have anything
against the Americans-but someone whose
track record we know nothing about, mixing
with Crutcher whose track record we do know
is not very good. I would expect the Govern-
ment to say it is not on. Crutcher wants to hang
in for some reason. He has put a lot of money
into this venture. It would be more acceptable
if we chose people from Western Australia,
people over whom the Government can have
some hold, who are local, and who have the
financial capacity. I think the Minister should
talk about it. He may be able to convince me
that for some reason, the deal should not go
ahead.

in seeking to confront, denigrate, and
criticise me, the chairman in some way said I
was peddling this deal on behalf of these
people. I was very upset about it. I say to the
Treasurer that if there are other people who
have equally as good propositions to put before
the Government and along similar lines, by all
means let him do business with them. I happen
to know these interests and have had some dis-

cussions with them. I happen to think they are
worthwhile people, but in no way am I linked
with them or beholden to them.

I thought it was a good deal for the State and
I took it to the chairman in a genuine way. At
first he would not talk about it with me and
then I was accused of peddling. I was not. If the
Treasurer can come up with a better deal with
another party, let him proceed along those
lines. To date, I do not know of any although I
understand there are some other private
interests negotiating at the moment. I am sure
the Treasurer will take me at my word and I
will take him at his word. I have made him
aware of my genuine concern and the
possibilities I foresee. Hopefully, he will have a
closer look at the matter. I want to make sure
he is not told by someone else that I am trying
to promote this proposition because I happen
to be locked into it in some personal way. I
think it is quite crass for anyone to say I have
those motives. My one and only interest is to
see a benefit for the State.

I appreciate the comments of the member for
Kimberley and Minister for The North West. I
trust he will take my comments on board. If he
wants less flack over his restructuring and is
genuine in the comments he made by way of
interjection, then he should start talking with
the Government agencies involved and the
various people concerned. Perhaps he should
not treat everything in the same way. He may
be able to get some people on side if he is
prepared to have a different attitude in the fu-
ture to this important problem.

I am genuinely concerned about the
Kimberley area and the cattle industry. I am
very interested because of my past involvement
and responsibility. Before this matter is
completed, the Government will be back in Op-
position and it will be our responsibility. I only
hope we will be able to consider some of the
suggestions the present Government is now
m;aking. This Government started it and it will
want a hand in finishing it. l am not trying to
be smart, but it is pounds to peanuts that this
Government will be in Opposition before this
is finished. I hope we can put a package
together that is of benefit to the State. We will
consider some of the ideas put up from the
Government when it is in Opposition because
to date it had not been prepared to accept any-
thing we have said while in Opposition-

Mr PEARCE: I will make sure the comments
of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition are
drawn to the attention of the Minister for
Lands. I refer to the comments in respect of the
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Minister's absence. We delayed the debate on
this section of the Budget in order to allow the
member for Nedlands to speak on the Bill
which the Minister for Industry and Tech-
nology introduced. If we had not taken the time
to debate the matter at that stage to accommo-
date the member for Nedlands, the Minister
would have been here to reply and we might
not have taken so much time over this matter.

Division 80 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again

at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Pearce (Leader of the House).

(Contin ued on page 517).)

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN AND
CAPITAL WORKS FUND) BILL

Stiemeni by speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): Members

should observe and appreciate that not all ex-
penditure proposed in the General Loan and
Capital Works Fund Estimates of Expenditure
involves that fund. There are items listed in
those Estimates which are funded from other
sources. I would advise members who wish to
raise questions concerning those items which
do not involve expenditure from the General
Loan and Capital Works Fund that they should
do so during the second reading debate on this
Bill. Committee consideration of the General
Loan and Capita! Works Fund Estimates of
Expenditure should be restricted to discussion
of the Estimates of Expenditure from that fund
only.

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 16 October.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of

the Opposition) f 8.42 p.m.): Prior to proceed-
ing with my remarks oni the Appropriation
(General Loan and Capital Works Fund) Bill, I
address two questions to the Leader of the
House which relate to the Select Committee
into the sale of the Midland abattoir land.

I ask the Minister: Can he provide members
with some idea of when that report is likely to
be introduced into the Parliament?

Mr Pearce: I had hoped to introduce it before
the Leader of the Opposition spoke, but the
member for Mitchell informed me just before
the Leader of the Opposition came in that the
report is close to completion. I hope it will be
completed by the time the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has finished.

Mr MacKINNON: When is it his intention
that this particular report will be debated in the
House?

Mr Pearce: I cannot say precisely. I did not
intend to have it debated tonight because mem-
bers have not had an opportunity to look at it,
but when the House has completed the Esti-
mates and General Loan Fund it will be ad-
journed to a date to be fixed.

Mr MacKINNON: Will that be this side of
Christmas?

Mr Pearce: Originally I advised members
that they should be prepared to sit on Tuesday,
9 December. However, the Treasurer will be
away until 13 December so we are looking for a
date more like 16 or 17 December, but I will
discuss that with the Leader of the Opposition
at the appropriate time.

Mr MacINNON: I appreciate the assurance
given by the Leader of the House. The Oppo-
sition is most concerned that an appropriate
opportunity will be given for debate on that
report. I thank the Leader of the House for his
assurances in that regard.

In respect of this legislation, I would rather
have made a much more substantial contri-
bution in this debate than I am about to.
Unfortunately, because of events this week and
the pressures of parliamentary sittings, it has
not been possible for me to collect my thoughts
in an appropriate manner in order to make
what 1 would call a significant contribution in
mapping out in general terms a strategy that I
would like to undertake in the future, should I
become the Treasurer. In the future, it will be
my intention to do so. However, I hope that in
a few weeks' time I will be able to make a
statement giving a broad outline of directions
that a Government under the leadership of me
and my deputy would take. I sincerely hope
that I will be able to do so in a more detailed
and expansionary manner at that time.

This legislation gives one the opportunity to
indicate clearly to the House the manner in
which the Treasurer has misused the Premiers'
Conference and the allocations made at that
conference to impose upon the people of West-
ern Australia totally unnecessary tax increases.
That has been said before by my predecessor,
but it bears repetition, and through this legis-
lation the Opposition will be able to show the
House why that is so.

Prior to heading off to that conference, the
Treasurer claimed that this State was in dire
financial straits because of the downturn in the
mining industry. He then indicated quite vo-
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ciferously on his return from Canberra that it
was due to the Commonwealth funding allo-
cations being severely cut back. That was the
basis on which he justified the huge increases
in State taxes and charges-the most horrific of
those being the tremendous increase in liquor
taxes and also the massive fuel tax increase,
which is being felt right across Western
Australia. The latest CPI figures released shows
that Western Australia is leading Australia in
the inflation stakes. It has already been shown
in previous debate on the second reading of the
CRF Budget that the Government did not re-
ceive a drop in its recurrent Commonwealth
revenue. in fact, the State received a very
healthy real increase of 3 per cent, or I I per
cent in nominal terms.

What about capital works funding arranged
at the Premiers' Conference, where the
Treasurer went so magnanimously claiming to
make sacrifices in giving up some of his allo-
cations? Capital works funding in fact was cut,
but there was virtually no reason why a cutback
in the State's borrowing capacity should make
it difficult to plan the recurrent side of the
Budget-that is, the CRE. That is where the tax
increases have an impact.

Mr Parker: Some of the loan funds have the
characteristics of grants.

Mr MacKINNON: Some, not all. In fact the
opposite is most likely to occur, and that would
balance up what the Minister just said, because
a cut in borrowing will result in a reduction in
interest payments, which are funded from the
CRE. Any cut in the State's borrowing capacity
really only affects its one-off capital works
budget, not its year-to-year recurrent Budget,
known as the CRF. That was the first of the
Treasurer's three con tricks-

Mr Brian Burke: Are you talking about the
general loan fund or the borrowing pro-
gram me?

Mr MacKINNON: I am talking about the
General Loan and Capital Works Fund.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think you are, be-
cause the general loan fund is one-third grant
and two-thirds borrowing by the Common-
wealth.

Mr MacKINNON: Does the Treasurer mean
to say that interest is not paid on those funds?

Mr Brian Burke: On the other two-thirds.

Mr MacKINNON: So my comments are rel-
evant to that part of it. Exactly what I said is
true, whether it is two-thirds or the whole. If
one borrows less, the interest payment contri-
bution from the CRF is lower.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not exactly right. It
has been done, although not by this Govern-
ment, but you could borrow all of it at an effec-
tive rate of 10 per cent and lend it out at 16 or
17 percent.

Mr MacKINNON: Did this Government do
that?

Mr Brian Burke: No.
Mr MacKINNON: So why raise it?

Mr Brian Burke: Just to put you right be-
cause you are not necessarily correct.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer amazes
me. He is trying to confuse the issue by bring-
ing in a whole range of issues and dragging a
bright red herring across the path.

The facts speak for themselves. The
Treasurer came back from Canberra indicating
that it was necessary for him to significantly-
in fact, savagely-increase State taxes and
charges as a consequence of Commonwealth
cutbacks, and of course that was not the case.
Certainly there was a revenue shortfall in the
recurrent Budget this year, although not for the
reasons given by the Treasurer at the time.

In response to the shortfall, the Treasurer
tried to tell us that the answer was to cut back
on the capital expenditure. Indeed in the
Treasurer's June statement he announced $140
million in deferred capital works in an attempt
to prove that he is serious about cutting back
Government spending. However, in answer to
a question asked in Parliament recently, it was
revealed that this would have virtually no ef-
fect in terms of reducing the shortfall between
revenue and expenditure. The $140 million re-
ferred to the total cost of those projects over a
number of years, not their year-to-year cost.

In fact, only $10 million would have been
spent on these projects from this year's capital
works budget. The Treasurer made such a great
big display of generosity, saying that he had
savaged it by cutting $140 million of capital
works. He said that while the Government was
making the cuts the people of Western
Australia had also to make sacrifices in terms
of significant increases in taxes and charges. In
fact, only $10 million would have been spent
on these projects in this year's capital works
budget. Furthermore, interest rates would ac-
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count for a fraction of the $I0 million and that
would have been saved from the CRIF Budget
which is where the revenue shortfall was.

While the Treasurer referred to a shortfall of
over $300 million, capital expenditure cuts
reduced the figure, not by $140 million as his
economic statement of 24 June would imply,
but by a fraction of SIC million and probably
by as little as $I million. The truth is that the
false expenditure was put up as a smokescreen
for $84 million in extra taxes which the
Treasurer announced at exactly the same time.

The third area of delusion was when the
Treasurer went on to whinge and moan about
the cuts to the State's borrowing entitlement
imposed at the Premiers' Conference. The
simple fact is that there is no shortage of capital
works funds this year. In fact, I recall the
Treasurer went to the conference prepared to
give up about 20 per cent of the previous year's
loan funds or a figure near to that amount. On
closer examination, the capital works budget
shows the State was allowed to. raise $635
million this year; that was the approval. How-
ever, the Treasurer's capital works programme
used only $517 million of that amount. In
other woids, the Treasurer did not even use
$I118 million of the money allocated. That
clearly shows that the State was not hard up for
capital works funds as the Treasurer outlined
to the people of Western Australia at that time.

The reasons for that, of course, are simple
and straightforward. Firstly, there are several
major capital works projects which are scaling
down in the State, including the Muja power
station and the North-West Shelf pipeline.
Consequently, far less money was needed this
year for capital works projects. Secondly, there
were substantial funds left over from last year.
In fact, capital works spending last year was
$202 million less than what was budgeted for.

I can see from the facts .1 have outlined that
the complaints made by the Treasurer follow-
ing that Premiers' Conference were clearly un-
true, and in the three areas I have outlined to
the House the Treasurer endeavoured to play a
giant sized confidence trick on the people of
Western Australia. He may have succeeded in
the short term in the sense that he obtained a
cheap headline and won the media battle. How-
ever, I assure him that the people of Western
Australia have not been fooled in the long
term. It is the hip-pocket nerve at the end of
the day, as the Treasurer knows only too well
being the skilled politician that he is, that really
influences voters' intentions at the poll. Those
hip-pocket nerves at the present time are jump-

ing very quickly, as the Treasurer's taxes and
charges increases begin to impact on the aver-
age Western Australian family.

As I said, while the Treasurer may have won
the short-term battle of the media waves, I be-
lieve that, in the long term, the people of West-
ern Australia have not been conned or fooled
by his skilful manipulation of the facts. They
know exactly what the position is and are
having to bear the burden of those savage tax
increases.

This year's capital works budget is up on last
year's budget by $261 million or 26 per cent.
That is a clear indication that the Government
is worried about a severe economic decline in
Western Australia. Traditionally in this State,
capital works budgets have been used to com-
pensate for a downturn in the economic activ-
ity in a typical Keynesian economic approach.
In other words, when times are not looking so
hot in Western Australia and when it looks as
though the construction industry is,
downturning, traditionally-this is the tech-
nique that we used when we were in Govern-
ment and we are not criticising the
Government-the Government increases the
capital works programme in an effort to ensure
that the economic workload is spread through
the community. We did that, and I am sure
that is when we built the Law Courts.

I believe very much that the reason for this
year's capital works programme is that there is
a widespread recognition that the construction
industry, particularly in this State, is set to
downturn significantly in 1987. There are sev-
eral reasons for that, some of which are related
to national economic factors and, of course,
some factors here in WA. One of those local
factors will be the completion of the America's
Cup events. Obviously then there will not be
any need for major capital works in the hotel
and entertainment sector, or in the sector
involved in the America's Cup itself, and that
will cause a downturn. Another cause of the
economic condition is interest rates and also, I
believe, the severe, brutal, destructive, but ef-
fective campaign on building sites in Western
Australia to the extent that capital works de-
cisions have been deferred. If members do not
believe me they should read what Alan Bond
has been saying in recent times and the way in
which those aggressive and militant building
unions are affecting decision-makers like Mr
Bond on when and how they will invest their
money in the future.
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Western Australia is particularly lucky at the
moment because it is enjoying a reasonably
healthy level of economic activity, but that is
no thanks to the present Government because
the three factors which are contributing mostly
to that level of economic activity do not have
anything to do with the Government. The first
is the America's Cup which was won by Alan
Bond and his syndicate three years ago. Admit-
tedly, the Government has done a reasonably
good job in preparing for the event. But had it
not been for Alan Bond and his band of merry
men, the America's Cup challenge would not be
taking place at all.

The second reason is the North-West Shelf
gas project and, particularly, the LNG proj-
ect which is now under way. I heard from the
company that it is spending in the order of $3
million a day on the Burrup Peninsular and
that is a significant amount of money in any-
one's terms. It is having a multiplier effect in
the metropolitan area, and again there was no
involvement by the present State Government
in the establishment of that project. In fact, it
was the previous Government led by Sir
Charles Court that was instrumental in getting
that project off the ground. It is now paying
tremendous dividends to Western Australia in
terms of generated work.

The third area which helps us swim against
the tide is the goldmining industry. That indus-
try is extremely vital and active at the moment.
In fact, the level of activity in the eastern and
north-eastern goldfields could be termed fran-
tic, in my view.

Project upon project is either under way or
on the drawing board and it is tremendous to
see. The industry is providing a tremendous
stimulus to our economy. The interesting part
about the goldmining. industry is that this
Government has nothing whatsoever to do
with its regulation, or very little other than allo-
cating the mining tenements. Interestingly
enough, there is also no tax on gold and very
little union activity in the mining industry.
Therefore, it is not surprising that the
goldmining industry is so buoyant.

The only cloud on the. horizon with respect
to that industry is the threatened imposition of
the Federal gold tax. I condemn the Federal
Government for vacillating on making a de-
cision on that tax. The Government has sat on
the Gutmian report into the taxation of gold
mining for seven months. It seems that Paul
Keating has been much more interested in not
lodging his tax returns than in making a de-
cision on a tax on gold! Our commitment to

opposing a gold tax has been rock solid from
the beginning. We have supported the State
Government in its opposition to the gold tax. I
sincerely hope that Paul Keating can resurrect
himself from his taxation problems tomorrow
so that he can ensure that a decision is made on
the gold tax. That decision should be that there
will be no such tax.

Western Australia's economy is being signifi-
cantly aided by developments in that area at
the current time. I repeat that those three areas
are allowing Western Australia to swim against
a very strongly outfiowing economic tide. The
year 1987 will be difficult for Australia in econ-
omic terms, as will 1988. This Budget, because
of its significant increase, is a recognition of
that factor. 1It it had not been for each of those
three events-all of which are virtually outside
the Government's control or influence-West-
ern Australians would be much worse off than
they are today.

I conclude by repeating what I said at the
beginning of my remarks. In June, the
Treasurer indicated that the State was in dire
financial circumstances. He used that excuse to
increase significantly taxes and charges in
Western Australia. He imposed those taxes and
charges on that section of the community
which could least afford them, that is, the low
and fixed income earniers. That con trick was
effective in the short-term, but it will not be
effective in the longer term. The people of
Western Australia and the Opposition con-
demn the Government for the shallow ap-
proach taken by the Treasurer to this most im-
portant budgetary matter.

As is our tradition, we will not oppose the
legislation.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Mensaros.

(Continued on page 52?2.)

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs
Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Brian Burke
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after Divisioni 80 had
been agreed to.

Divisions 81 to 94 postponed, on motion by
Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

Postponed Divisions 52 to 74 now taken.
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Division 52: Mines, $37 313 000-

Mr MacKINNON: The paint I raise during
general debate on this Division is the Minis-
ter's disgraceful and most infamous decision to
appoint union members as mines inspectors
during the Robe River dispute. That was one of
the worst decisions made during that dispute,
and that was reflected in the outrage and outcry
of all sections of the community-other than
the union movement-in Western Australia at
that time.

Recently I asked the Minister a series of
questions about the matter and the Minister
indicated that the appointment of those inspec-
tors was up for review. When I asked who was
going to do the review, he replied that he would
be doing it. Firstly, 1 would like the Minister to
indicate why he appointed those inspectors in
the first place and what was his justification for
so doing. Secondly, I would like to know when
it is likely that those people will be removed
from their positions. Thirdly, will the Minister
give an assurance to the Chamber that such
action will not be taken by him again? I hope
that we can trust his word.

I assure the Minister that his decision was
roundly condemned by almost everybody in
the mining industry. It sent shockwaves
through that industry. If he has not yet recieved
that feedback, his line of communications with
the industry is extremely poor. I give him and
the industry an assurance that on return to
Government we will not undertake such an ac-
tion at any time. It was an inflammatory and
disgraceful action, to say the least. I would ap-
preciate it if the Minister could respond to the
three questions that I raised.

Mr BLAIKIE: I also make some remarks of a
general nature on the Minister's portfolio. I
raise with the Minister a report by the
Australian Conservation Foundation and a
claim made by that organisation with respect to
a victory it achieved over the Burke Govern-
ment. If allegations made in the annual report
of the Australian Conservation Foundation are
correct, the structure of the mining industry
could well be damaged. The foundation
stated-

Major victories were achieved when the
Burke Government moved the proposed
smelter site out of State forest onto adjac-
ent cleared coastal land, and when the
ACF used a leaked power contract to dis-
rupt negotiations with the smelter consor-
tium, the ACF led the campaign against

the smelter exposing the billion dollar sub-
sidy involved, and obtaining massive me-
dia publicity in W.A. on this issue.

Members on both sides of the House would be
well aware of the activities of people who have
very emotive viewpoints on how they want
their ideas carried out, but the remarks I read
out were in the annual report of the Australian
Conservation Foundation. The report has been
widely distributed throughout Australia and
overseas, and it indicates the victory that that
organisation had over the Burke Government.
It is not the rantings or ravings of the member
for Vasse; it is the reported carryings-on of this
organisation, under the heading, "The Western
Australian Campaign Activity". It also states-

Achievements have included an indefi-
nite moratorium on further land release, a
decision which will protect hundreds of
thousands of hectares of diverse mallee
heathland on the eastern fringe of the
south west wheat belt and the shelving of
the Burke Government's plans for an alu-
minium smelter at Kemerton. This de-
cision was largely stimulated by a joint
campaign by the ACF, Campaign to Save
Native Forests and the Conservation
Council of WA, highlighting the environ-
mental and economic consequences of the
project.

That is the claim the Australian Conservation-
Foundation has made. This talk of leaked
documents gives me great concern. Documents
have been obtained which changed their minds
and their decisions on the siting of the smelter.
It was to be sited in the province of the Minis-
ter's portfolio located in forest lands, but the
smelter was moved to Kemerton. This is not
what the Government has done, it is what the
Australian Conservation Foundation has done.

I know the Minister's office has seen this
article because I supplied it to the Minister's
office. It is a matter which gives me great con-
cern and I hope it gives the Government some
concern also.

Mr PARKER: I thank members for their
contributions to the debate. In relation to the
mines inspectors, as I indicated to the Leader
of the Opposition by way of answer to ques-
tions on this matter, I have the matter of in-
spectors at Robe River under review. I gave an
undertaking to all the people I have spoken to
about it that should there be any misbehaviour
or breach of the conditions applicable to their
appointments I would immediately terminate
that employment.
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In the case of one inspector, I received a
report from the mining engineer's division
about his activities. That was some consider-
able time ago now. Two or three others re-
signed their appointments, because they left the
area. I have had recent discussions for the sec-
ond time with the Chamber of Mines about this
matter. I have indicated certain things to it,
and at an appropriate time I will advise the
member and the public about the decision I
have made.

In relation to the comments of the member
for Vasse about the Australian Conservation
Foundation, I was not sure where the article
came from, but if he supplied it [ thank him for
it. I have seen it, but there is no truth whatso-
ever in it. It is a lot of nonsense as far as the
points of view expressed go. I cannot vouch for
the rest of it.

The decision in relation to the siting of the
smelter was made as a result of environmental
input. There is no question but that it was an
environmental decision. The best location for
the smelter was at Kemerton rather than in a
State forest. This was as a result of advice from
our own environmental advisers within the
Deparment of Conservation and Environment,
CALM, EPA, and my department. We
negotiated it with the then smelter consortium.
We had consultants and all sorts of people. It
was nothing to do with the ACE. It was simply
a view which we took about the siting; a view
which was borne out later by the ERMP and
the response to the ERMP which the smelter
consortium put forward.

A number of other bodies put forward sub-
missions, but the siting of the smelter had
nothing to do with the ACE Obviously there
was an environmental impact, but not because
of the ACF.

So far as saying it has been instrumental in
the shelving of the project, that is sheer non-
sense. We said at the time that the reason the
project was shelved was that the price for alu-
minium was then very low, as were the pros-
pects for the industry. On a non-subsidised
price basis there would be no possibility of the
smelter going ahead at that time.

We indicated that we were not abandoning it
but shelving it for the time being. Indeed two
interested parties are currently discussing mat-
ters in relation to the smelter because the price
of alumina in US dollar terms has improved,
and improved considerably in Australian dollar
terms. The market has strengthened somewhat
as well.

Mr Blaikie: I accept the comments you have
made, but may I say that the annual report of
the Australian Conservation Foundation would
be a widely-read document-read by many
thousands of Australians. It is certainly read
overseas. For that organisation to print what it
has printed and make the claims it has made is
damaging to Western Australia. It talks about
leaked documents being responsible for the
ACE having certain victories against the
Government.

Mr PARKER: These organisations damage
their own credibility the more extreme they
become.

Mr Blaikie: What is the Government now
proposing to do to counter this?

Mr PARKER: The document is demon-
strably untrue. If I rang up the ACE and asked
for a mailing list so that I could send out a
correction, I do not suppose it would supply it.
I would be very surprised if it did. It is my
intention to write to the ACE advising it of the
error of its ways to see whether it responds. I
am very happy to take any action.

We ourselves distribute publications. Pros-
pect is a widely read publication, in Australia
and throughout the -,"korld. It is distributed
quarterly.

Mr Blaikie: That is read by different people.
Mr PARKER: They are more likely to be the

sorts of people who would be interested in
investing in Western Australia than those
people who might read the annual report of the
ACE.

Mr Blaikie: This is the sort of claim which
gets Greenpeace into dreadful trouble.

Mr PARKER: I do not want to comment on
that when we are dealing with the mining in-
dustry.

Conservation interests-I do not know about
ACE-did obtain a stolen document early in
the negotiations on tariff schedules. A lot of
play was made of that; there was a lot of Press
publicity at the time. That probably had a
disrupting influence on negotiations, but they
were ultimately successfully concluded. I have
previously given the reasons -why- it did not-
proceed.

Division 52 put and passed,
Division 53: State Batteries, $1 451 000-
Mr LIGHTFOOT. This section concerns not

only my parochial area, but also the rest of the
State. State Batteries have been part of
Australia almost since the discovery of gold at
Halls Creek in the Kimberley district of West-
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emn Australia. They have contributed im-
mensely to the economy here, not as the result
of the profit they have made, but more in-
directly by encouraging industries, growth, di-
versification, and settlement in this State. They
have encouraged the decentralisation and per-
manency of some of the goidmining areas.

State Batteries will become redundant and
eventually close altogether. I have several ques-
tions I would like to ask the Minister. They will
probably be sold off, but in what manner will
they be sold oil'? Which ones are they? Are they
to go to tender? Does that include the tailings,
the sands, the low-grade and the high-grade
ores which the batteries have put aside?

What provisions are being made to cater for
those small miners which this industry has al-
lowed to prosper and flourish? This is one of
the few mining industries of which I am aware
in this State-cenainly the only one of signifi-
cance-which allows the ordinary Western
Australian to go into the auriferous areas in
order to mark off and exploit that area and
have his ore canted to a State Battery to be
crushed and the gold recovered at a very
reasonable rate.

I know money is lost on these State Batteries,
but that is surely not the only point to consider
when sweeping decisions are made about which
batteries go and which remain.

The batteries have already atrophied since
the 1940s and many have been closed through-
out the State-and that has not necessarily
always been a bad thing-because of the logis-
tics associated with distances between batter-
ies. The improvement in transport caused some
batteries to close, not necessarily because they
were not economically viable or notwithstand-
ing the losses on the ore treated.

If we were to have a situation where more
batteries were to close, we would definitely
consider that a retrograde step, particularly for
the small miners, whom this Government
should be encouraging.

The losses the batteries have suffered over
the years-i ntent ionally because of the services
they provide to the community-should be
sustained. One aspect of those losses could be
negated if the battery sands-the tailings-and
the slime dumps were treated on a fully com-
mercial basis.

On what basis has the WADC been able to
acquire the equity in these battery. sands that
belong, rightly, to the State? Is it a State-wide
arrangement? What arrangements are being
made for the future, because the WADC does

not have the expertise to treat these sands? The
WADC should not be involved in any case, but
if it is to be involved it should not be involved
in a physical way with recovery of the gold,
particularly from some of the high grade areas
these tailings have, in areas of the State from
H ails Creek right down through the Filbara and
then down to the goldfields, including places
like Sandstone, Meekatharra, Mt Magnet,
Leinster, Laverton, Buntville, Yerilla,
Kookynie, Menzies, Coolgardie, and all those
other areas that were significant enough to
have State batteries built there by Govern-
ments over the last 80-odd years.

It is of some concern to me that these State
Batteries show a loss on one hand, but on the
other hand have many millions of dollars
wrapped up in the tailings that have been
crushed over the years. In almost all instances
these tailings, these sands as they are loosely
referred to, have been crushing free gold, which
means there is no real metallurgical problem
associated with treating the sands; the gold can
be recovered from them by relatively simple
methods. If it were not for the WADC having a
great hunk of these sands, they would be more
rightly available to private enterprise.

I have asked the Minister what the system
of dissipating the sands treatment to the public
will be. Will it be by private treaty, invitation,
auction, tender, or whatever? That arrange-
ment should be made explicit, particularly in
the light of the debacle of the Midland abattoir.

This is only one small aspect of the
goldmining industry that is burgeoning at the
moment. It seems to me that the sands created
by these batteries and the loss of moneys the
batteries sustain each year could be neutralised
or turned around so that the batteries made a
profit. I would like to see private enterpnise
participate as widely as possible in the exploi-
tation of these sands.

I understand there has been an arrangement
at the Payne's Find battery where a family who
now live in Western Australia have exploited
these battery sands built up over the last 80-
odd years and where the WA DC, if my figures
are correct, has made a significant profit of
over $400 000. If there were a pro rata multi-
plication of that Profit On all the battery sands
around the State, spreading from Halls Creek
down through Marble Bar and so on, quite
clearly the batteries which now show a book
loss would be showing quite a substantial
profit.
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At Payne's Find these sands from the tailings
area are being exploited by people who, over
the past five Or six years, have built up con-
siderable expertise in extracting gold from the
tailings and sands. These people reside in
Kalgoorlie and the gold is transported back to
Kalgoorlie in steel recovery vats. The vats have
active carbon in them. The gold is originally
precipitated from the tailings in the form of a
solution which has gold dissolved by cyanide;
and, as the cyanide flows through the carbon,
the gold is collected in the carbon. The gold-
impregnated carbon is taken back to Kalgoorlie
for extraction. It is a very simple method and
one that has been perfected by these people
over the years and one which has allowed the
WADC to make this profit. I would like the
Minister to indicate how the arrangement was
arrived at with these people. I reiterate that the
people from Kalgoorlie who are exploiting
these areas have built up considerable expertise
and they would be probably foremost in the
world in their method of extracting gold from
the slime and the sands of the previously
treated dumps. When one thinks that some
gold extraction rates are often in the vicinity of
less than one gram-and that is less than one-
thirtieth of an ounce per tonne-there is not a
great deal of margin for error.

Nothwithstanding that, my understanding is
that the re-treated Payne's Find tailings dumps
contributed something in the vicinity of
$400 000 to the WADC. That may have been
in the form of a gift, I do not know. It may be a
similar arrangement to the surplus Treasury
funds, where instead of the Treasury investing
them on the short-term money market, they are
passed over to the WADC which invests them,
notwithstanding the fact that the Treasury
could have done this. But it shows the WADC
as having a profit margin when it is really
nothing more than the last cab ofT the invest-
ment rank. The profit could have been given to
Treasury, but by the former arrangement it
makes the WADC look like a burgeoning
company. It could be a similar arrangement
with the sands from the State Batteries, where
the batteries themselves could in fact handle
this work. 1 would like the, Minister to explain
why the batteries-which are administered by
the Mines Department-are not treating these
sands themselves. They have built up a con-
siderable amount of expertise over the 80-odd
years they have been operating.

Perhaps we ought not to be looking at closing
down the batteries, which Governments are
wont to do, particularly as this does not affect

them politically. Perhaps we ought to be look-
ing at upgrading the batteries. in 1986 they are
still using the old stamp methods. In fact, a
programme recently on Channel 2 depicted the
works around Ballarat at its peak in the 1 870s,
using the same batteries and stamps. The
equipment being used were almost replicas of
what we have in the goldfields today;, we have
not really changed over the years. The batteries
are still using the very crude method of raising
the stamps with the ore beneath and the stamps
are then dropped by a simple cam system onto
the ore below. The ore is eventually crushed to
a particular size and that is then run over a
copper plate impregnated with mercury. The
gold sticks to the mercury, the mercury is then
scraped off, often with steel wool, and the con-
tents of the mercury and the steel wool with the
impregnated gold is then retorted.

The steel wool is precipitated out, along with
the mercury, and the gold remains, It is a
simple process which should have been
upgraded years ago. I do not blame only this
Government for showing disdain and neglect
for that part of our industry. It has happened
with other Governments too, but this Govern-
ment cops it because it is the Government of
the day.

One way it could get rid of this problem is
simply by closing down the batteries. However,
we ought not to look at that, but at upgrading
the batteries, bringing them into the twentieth
century, or almost the twenty-first century. We
should see if we can save those areas that have
made a formidable contribution to the decen-
tralisation of this one million square miles and
also, directly and indirectly, to the economy.

I notice in the Budget papers that staffing
costs have been cut considerably from the
1985-86 vote. I wonder whether the Minister
could elucidate on why those staffing costs are
about half what they were anticipated to be,
and that incluides marginal cuts in communi-
cations, services and contracts, and consum-
able supplies, and a significant cut in mainten-
ance and Purchase of plant and equipment, etc.
There was a great saving on all of the central
administration contingencies and, if the
Government says the batteries must be closed
because they are uneconomic, I wonder why
these figures show quite clearly that this
Government pays scant attention to those
small industries that serve the small miner and
prospector, add to the decentralisation of this
State, and keep alive places in the outback of
this marvellous State.
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This is not an emotive issue to me; I believe
it is purely an economic issue, It could be said
to be an emotive issue; that batteries should be
retained because they have historic value. They
do indeed have some historic value, and I in-
stance the one at Sandstone, which I call my
home town. That battery closed down several
years ago. I understand the Mines Department
passed the battery into the care and attention
of the Shire of Sandstone. Although that will
cost something to maintain I believe the Shire
of Sandstone considered it to be important
enough to divert funds to see that that State
Battery was maintained, in the hope that it
would attract tourists to the area.

I would like the Minister to indicate who,
or what department, will be responsible for
State Batteries. Are they to be transferred out
of the care and attention of the Mines Depart-
ment, and if so. to whom? What would be the
cost of that? I would like him to indicate
specifically which State Batteries will be closed
down and what is to happen to the staff of
those batteries. The staff has been built up over
the years, and some have been with the State
Battery for several decades. I and many people
in my electorate would like to know what will
happen to those people who have been
employed by the State Batteries for so many
years, and those employed at the head office.
Will they be transferred to the new entity, if
indeed there is to be a new entity? Why is it
necessary that State Batteries operate at a
profit? Perhaps the Minister would answer
those questions.

Mr PARKER: In regard to the basic thrust of
the member for Murchison-Eyre's comments
concerning the need for State Batteries and for
the Government to subsidise them, I suppose
one could say about any industry that if it is
subsidised sufficiently one will always get a vi-
able industry;, but it is viable only becau'se it is
subsidised.

It has long been recognised as an anomaly
that the State subsidises the State Batteries to
the tune of about $2 million a year, particularly
at a time, as now, when the industry is booming
and there are many private operators willing
and able to treat prospectors' and other small
miners' ore on a commercial basis. I am sur-
prised to hear a member of the Opposition say
that the Government should continue to in-
volve itself in this area, since I thought the
Opposition's philosophy was to try to limit the
areas of Government involvement. But the
Government announced fully six months ago

that it had decided it was not prepared to subsi-
dise this area to that very substantial extent any
longer.

Mr Lightfoot: What I was trying to say was
that if the battery sands were transferred to the
battery and it was allowed to treat them, it
would no longer need a subsidy.

Mr PARKER: It would still be a subsidy. As
the member said, the battery sands are State
assets. If the battery sands were treated and the
costs of the treatment were not returned to the
State but rather were used to subsidise the
operational side of the State Battery, that
would still be a subsidy, albeit in a different
form. It is not to say they will profit-that
needs to be understood. Whichever way it was
done, there would be a substantial State sub-
sidy of those operations.

Mr Lightfoot: But why should $400 000 from
the Paynes Find battery go back to WADC and
not to the State Batteries?

Mr PARKER: Let me make two points.
Firstly, the arrangements at Paynes Find are
similar to arrangements in other areas where
State Battery tailings have been let out by other
Governments and this Government; that is, on
the basis of a substantial royalty. I have not
seen the figures for some time, but my recollec-
tion is that it was a substantial royalty. As well
as that, it was about the equivalent of royalties
we have had from similar treatments in the
past, and as the shareholder in the WADC, the
Government and the people of Western
Australia also obtain a profit from the oper-
ator. We are talking about managing a State
asset and getting the best possible return from
it. That is one of the roles of the WADC, and I
know it is one which the Opposition endorses.
It does not endorse some of the other things the
WADC does, but I understand that the Oppo-
sition has agreed that that role is a legitimate
role, and I know the Confederation of Western
Australian Industry does, too. In this case the
Chamber of Mines was advised about our de-
cision and acknowledged the correctness of it
and said it had always regarded as an anomaly
the fact that this subsidy existed.

The position is that the assets, including the
sands, will be transferred to the WADC at no
cost to the Government; in fact, at a very
substantial saving to the Government, both in
terms of the operational saving and, we hope,
in terms of the fact that any returnis the WADC
is able to make on its operations of the battery
will be on a more commercial basis.
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Mr Lightfoot: But it seems a simple equation
to me that instead of transferring the $400 000
profit to WADC, if the State Battery were al-
lowed to do it, it could turn a profit. The
WADC did not lift a finger to do anything to
get that $400 000. You are accruing the losses
of the State Battery but not allowing it to turn a
profit.

Mr PARKER: The member's economics are
very faulty. The State allocates the funds and
the subsidy, and the State gets the return.

Mr Lightfoot: But the batteries still show a
loss.

Mr PARKER: Of course they will. But
whether the batteries as an operational group
within the Consolidated Revenue Fund show a
loss or not, whichever way we do it, if we ap-
portion any funds we obtain from treatment of
tailings back to the operations of the batteries it
is still a subsidy, and is exactly the same as the
current subsidy. It just means it is going
through a different process to get there.

The second point is that the State Batteries
have been notably unsuccessful in treating tail-
ings in a way that has done that, although they
have had for some considerable time groups of
people who have been involved in treating tail-
ings there.

That is the position the Government has
adopted. It will be developed by an organis-
ation owned by the Government and it will
save the Government a considerable sumn of
money. Hopefully there will be opportunities
for some returns to Government through its
ownership of the WADC and, of course, the
Kalgoorlie branch of the Mint operation, which
Mr Dawes is in charge of, will be responsible
for running it. I do not know precisely how the
operation of the batteries will run, but it will be
his responsibility.

Mr Lightfoot: Will they be autonomous?
Mr PARKER: They will have autonomy so

far as the State Government is concerned, but I
do not know what the internal arrangements
are in the WADC. I have been involved in the
Perth Mint operation in the past, but it is now
under the control of the Treasurer. My recollec-
tion is that a local board will deal with the
Mint, the batteries' operation, and anything
else in that region. It has been widely welcomed
in the goldfields as something which will return
control over those operations to the area.

So far as staff is concerned, we have
indicated that the superintendent of State Bat-
teries, Mr Green, will retire because he is more
than 60 years of age. A couple of clerical

workers in Perth will be transferred into other
Mines Department activities, filling vacant
positions.-

So far as on-ground staff is concerned, I have
given an undertaking to the unions that there
will be no forced retrenchments; they will be
taken over by the new organisation or
redeployed in accordance with the Govern-
ment's policy on managing change in the
Government sector.

As to which batteries will stay open and
which, if any, will be closed, that is a matter for
the new authority to which I have referred. I do
not know the answer to that. Obviously some
batteries will be able to operate commercially
and if any cannot operate commercially, they
will be closed. The State must make a decision
as to whether it wants to subsidise uneconomic
operations and it has decided that it does niot.

Division 53 put and passed.
Division 54: Resources Development,

$5024000-
Mr BLAIKIE: I raise the question of effluent

management and SCM Chemicals. Last year
the Government allocated $1.5 million to this
item and yet only $700 000 was expended. I
note that an amount of $712 000 is sought this
year. That. is virtually half the amount ap-
proved 12 months ago. SCM Chemicals is a
very important industry in the south-west and
particularly to the mineral fields of Capel. It is
important to the extent that the Capel mineral
fields have been able to provide all the min-
erals supplied to the company.

The effluent management has been an
ongoing trauma for Government. Some years
ago it was proposed to dump the effluent in the
ocean and any changes which would make it
more efficient would be 'welcome. The funding
in that area is almost half of that sought in last
year's Budget and this appears to be very ben-
eficial as far as taxpayers are concerned. I look
forward to the Minister's response.

Mr PARKER: Yesterday in this Chamber we
dealt with the Bill relating to SCM Chemicals.
In the past the disposal of. effluent was
undertaken by the country areas water supply
section of the old Public Works Department.
With the creation of the Water Authority of
Western Australia it was not felt appropriate
for that statutory authority, with its more
restricted terms of reference, to undertake the
work that had been previously carried out
by the country areas water supply section. As a
result the actual responsibility for the work was
transferred to the Department of Resources
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Development. All on-ground work is
undertaken by the Water Authority of Western
Australia on a contract basis to the Department
of Resources Development, but the supervision
is undertaken by the department.

We have been negotiating with SCM Chemi-
cals for the last year or two about the precise
nature of the arrangements to be made. These
have been successfully finalised and were
implemented in this Chamber by the Bill
debated yesterday.

The reason for the very substantial difference
in the Estimates of Expenditure and the actual
expenditure was two-fold. It was originally
thought that more land acquisition would be
needed for the purpose of effluent disposal
than there was, and that more engineering work
would be required on the ponds. It was found
that some of the ponds had more life than had
been expected, and experience showed that it
was not necessary to build as many new ponds.
That saved a considerable sum. Also, the per-
formance generally of the ponds was better
than expected.

The reason we have estimated a small
amount this year is that we know the long-term
future is assured with the change from the
sulphate to the chloride process. We can man-
age the system better and be more tight because
we know it is a limited life option and that we
do not need to plan for 30 years. That is basi-
cally the reason.

Rather ,than take up the time of the Com-
mittee dealing with the specific points raised by
the member for Vasse-l agree with him about
the importance of the plant-I draw his atten-
tion to the debate yesterday on the Pigment
Factory (Australind) Agreement Bill.

Division 54 put and passed.

Division 55: Solar Energy Research Institute
of Western Australia, $400 000--

Mr MacKINNON: We are concerned about
the Government's decision to disband the Solar
Energy Research Institute of Western
Australia, as the member for Floreat indicated
when we debated the WAMPRI vote. The
closing down of SERIWA and its amalga-
mation into the Western Australian Mining
and Petroleum Research Institute in our view
is short-sighted and inappropriate, particularly
bearing in mind that the charter of WAMPRI is
very different from that of SERIWA. Because
of the independent status of SERIWA at the
moment it attracts quite a deal of matching

moneys. The vote indicates that SERIWA gets
industry and other contributions to a signifi-
cant extent; certainly it did last year.

Both WAM PR! and SERIWA are important
institutions and I praise, not criticise,
WAMPRI.

They operate in totally diverse and differing
areas. WAMPRI is involved in obtaining the
greatest efficiency out of minerals and pet-
roleum rather than focusing on alternative
renewable energy sources which is the role of
SERIWA. WAMPRI's funding is on a dollar-
for-dollar basis which is not appropriate to the
requirements of SERIWA which could be de-
fined as a sunrise industry despite the fact it is
several years since SERIWA was established
and solar energy was really put on the map as
far as industrial development is concerned.

The disbandment of SERIWA will have the
effect of causing momentum to be lost in such
solar energy research and renewable energy re-
search as photovoltaic housing in remote areas
and wind-power generation. It will also retard
the development of solar energy policy in West-
ern Australia.

Mr Parker: It does not come in under
SERI WA; it is done by the SEC.

Mr MacKINNON: I retract that particular
part. if some provision for solar energy policy
and alternative renewable energy sources re-
search had been within the SEC, perhaps the
closing down of SER TWA could be acceptable.
However, the ministerial decision, as it seems
to be, to close SERIWA without any alternative
being created and without any real consultation
with relevant sectors of the community which
are interested in this area, is inappropriate. It
seems to me that no matter how WAMPRI is
reorganised the impetus and direction of
SERIWA and its activities will be significantly
diminished.

That is a pity in my view, coming at a time
when the need to develop alternative renewable
energy sources is probably greater than ever.
That may not seem to be the case at the mo-
ment while oil prices are low, but it is a fact
that Australia's oil self-sufficiency is soon to
cease. As 1 understand from my discussions
with industry representatives, if it is not in the
next year or two the time is not far away when
Australia's self-sufficiency will decline and we
will become again a significant importer.

That will have a significant impact on our
balance of payments, and no doubt on the Fed-
eral Government's taxation revenue, bearing in
mind that it gets significant revenue from that
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source. Therefore, it would seem to me that
encouraging alternative renewable energy re-
search is important, particularly in Western
Australia where large areas of our State are not
connected to the grid system, and we rely on
expensive sources of energy to generate power
in those areas. I believe SERIWA in the
coming five or 10 years could have made a
significant contribution to the State in the work
it is doing by reducing our reliance on fossil
fuels for the generation of energy in those areas.

We have given a commitment that on return
to Government we will ensure a proper re-
search institute is put back in place so that a
proper research programme is carried out. We
are not giving a commitment to reinstate
SERI WA; that may not be the appropriate
manner in which it should be conducted, but 1
assure those people in the community who are
interested that our commitment is to ensure
solar energy research functions are carried out
by Government, but not in association with
another agency which in our view is a good
one, but has divergent and other objectives as
oppoDsed to SERIWA and solar energy research.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I regret the passing of the
solar energy institute. This is one of those areas
of science which has passed the pioneer stage.
It is an area of science that could affect the
outback of Western Australia quite dramati-
cally. In that area which constitutes a greater
part of this State, there are significant hours of
sunlight which react on the photovoltaic cells
and produce electricity. Several stations in my
area of Sandstone and beyond have solar
pumps. A high capital cost is involved initially
to install them, but they are easy to install and
there is little or no maintenance. The pump
costs $5 000, and it will pump an average of
6 000 litres a day throughout the year.

This is one body the Government could have
retained, but it seems hell-bent on any excess
being provided in Perth and neglecting the hin-
terland, the outback and the country. I do not
know-why that should be. Perth will get fatter
and bigger to the detriment of those areas in
the outback, part of which I represent in this
place-I like to think I represent all outback
people here.

This solar energy institute could have been a
leader in Australia and the world because we
have the areas in which to test these things. A
marvellous institute in West Germany funded
a solar energy electricity generating station in
Meekatharra. I understand that at this stage it

is not contributing to that area. Instead the
people are relying on a power station in the
town which rocks the police station-

Mr Parker: It didn't work. That is why they
do not use it.

Mr LIGHTFQOT: it worked all right! The
Minister is saying it did not work commer-
cially. Of course it worked.

Mr Parker: It was a failure.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Of course the damn thing

worked; it generated electricity. That is what it
was put there for. It was tested. It was never
anticipated that it would produce electricity as
cheap as diesel. 1t was used as a basis for some-
thing that could have been built on and
improved. It was a research facility. The Minis-
ter knows damn well it produced electricity. Is
he saying that they spent hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars putting it there and it did not
work? That is ridiculous.

Mr Parker. It is true.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister makes some

funny statements at times. His position is inde-
fensible. The Government has closed down this
area of science in which this State could have
led the world because it is in the outback which
the Labor Party does not control and because
Perth is more unsuitable by comparison for
solar research. The Government is prepared to
spend millions of dollars developing that little
area in North Fremantle with the
superannuation fund, but it cannot put up a
few hundred thousand dollars to continue solar
research. The Government closes down the in-
stitute or causes it to atrophy to a stage where it
will not be effective. It is a shame that an in-
dustry like this, where Western Australia could
have been foremost in the world, has been
negated by the short-sighted Burke Govern-
ment. I find that disgusting.

Mr PARKER: In regard to the points raised
by the Leader of the Opposition, I have repeat-
edly stated it is not a question of deciding there
should not be funds for solar energy research.
We believe there should be funds for solar en-
ergy research and other forms of renewable en-
ergy research. A wide range of renewable en-
ergy research projects is being undertaken. The
Government initiated the solar packs which are
augmentation, systems for diesel operations or
in some cases exclusive of diesel operations.
These are mainly used by Aborigines at the
moment, but are potentially available for farms
and stations in the outback. They have been
developed to a stage where they can be com-
mercially exploited. I would have thought the
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Opposition would applaud the fact that it is
proposed that those matters should be
exploited in the private sector arena rather
than within Government.

This Government initiated the experiment
which is proceeding at Esperance for a major
wind-generation station there, and certain
other smaller-scale wind-generation exper-
iments elsewhere which are not done by
SERI WA, as I pointed out to the Leader of the
Opposition, but by the SEC.

Mr Mensaros: That was done under the pre-
vious Government.

Mr PARKER: The previous Government
started some small-scale wind-generation ex-
periments. I am talking about the Esperance
wind farm which is something this Govern-
ment initiated. We have a commitment, and it
is not a question of that commitment not being
maintained. It is rather a question of looking at
the philosophy of what is the best way of get-
ting value far the community's dollar. We are
talking about public funds, and we are always
being enjoined to act as efficiently as we poss-
ibly can. We looked at the way in which
SERIWA and WAMPRI worked, and they are
essentially two different models. On one hand,
SERIWA is a research institute--a large in-
house facility with a big staff and large over-
head costs, with some of the research work be-
ing done there and some grants going to the
private sector or to academia.

That is one model. The other model is the
WAMPRI model which does not include in-
house facilities at all but the entire Govern-
ment grant is going into research in the private
sector or academia.

Mr Mensaros: SERIWA was created during
my time in Government. It had one employee
for a long time. You started the work.

Mr PARKER: I think it started before we
came to office. It certainly had many more em-
ployees before we came to office. I think the
member for Floreat will find that Hon. Peter
Jones employed quite a few staff so that by the
time we came to office it had expanded. I do
not think that staff numbers have been
increased since I have been Minister.

I was interested in the comments of the
Leader of the Opposition tonight and certainly
when they were made previously to a meeting
that I addressed on Tuesday but which he, for
obvious reasons, was unable to attend. The
words used were exactly the same as he used
this evening. The same Peter Jones, last year-

it might have been during the Estimates de-
bate-advocated the closure of SERIWA be-
cause he said it was spending too much money.
He also advocated the dissemination of grants
into the community. Although he is not now
part of the Opposition, it was very interesting
to hear him make those comments and com-
pare them with those made the other night by
the Leader of the Opposition.

We believe that there will be just as many, if
not more, funds available for solar energy re-
search in the way we are proposing to handle
the matter. I have said publicly that what will
happen is that the solar energy advisory comn-
mittee, an honorary body, will be transferred
over to WAMPRI, which will have its name
changed to the Western Australian Mining and
Energy Research Institute. There will be two
advisory committees, the mining and pet-
roleum advisory committee which currently
exists under WAMPRI, and the solar energy
advisory committee which currenty exists
under SERI WA. They will make
recommendations. Discrete funds will be avail-
able to each committee although I know some
people have expressed concern that one might
submerge the other. The money will go to
academia or the private sector. The decision
has been widely welcomed by the people in the
private sector involved in developing solar en-
ergy. Members may have seen a letter in the
paper from Wayne Reed of Solahart.

I do not believe that it is short-sighted and I
believe we can enhance the development of the
solar energy industry in Western Australia and
research into solar energy by the way we are
proceeding.

I do not believe that the member for
Murchison-Eyre's comments, which seem to be
totally confused and irrelevant to the point,
deserve an answer.

Division 55 put and passed.

Divisions 56 to 60: Arts, $4 215 000; Perth
Theatre Trust, $1 443 000; Western Australian
Art Gallery, $3 775 000; Library Board of West-
ern Australia, $20 420 000; Western Austral ian
Museumn, $56 131 000-put and passed.

Divisions 61 to 66 postponed, on motion by
Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

Divisions 67 and 68: Government Employees'
Housing Authority, $12 558 000; Rural Housing
Authority, $180 000-put and passed.
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Division 69; Sport and Recreation,
$6857000-

Mr MacKINNON: I wish to raise matters
relating to the decision by the Government to
close the Noalimba centre. That centre is
within the Murdoch electorate and its closure
has caused concern, both to people within my
electorate and to people living in country areas.
The concern was raised by the member for
Albany and I know the member for Merredin,
the Leader of the National Party, has an
interest in the matter.

1 am concerned because, without warning
and without any real assessment of the alterna-
lives available for running such a centre, the
decision was made. In addition, the com-
munity in which it resides was not consulted
about that decision.

I have asked the Minister questions about
this matter in an effort to find out what will
happen with the centre. In question 1427 of 22
October, I asked the Minister about the de-
cision to close it. He indicated he would be
doing a study on the closure which would be
completed in April 1987. It seems strange to
me that the Government can make a decision
on its closure without having carried out a
study in the first place. It also seems strange, to
say the least, that such a decision was made
about the centre when, as I understand it, the
fees relating to that centre have not been
increased since 1984. That centre has operated
for three years with fees at the same level de-
spite the fact that proposals were put forward
to increase the fees. I would have thought that
would have ensured that some reasonable level
of income was generated and the deficit
reduced.

I and others are concerned that the closure of
the centre will disadvantage a significant num-
ber of groups. I have been provided with infor-
mation which shows that, despite the Govern-
ment's indication that all of the people using
the Noalimba centre will be able to use alterna-
tive accommodation in other Department for
Sport and Recreation camps, that refunds of
deposits have been requested by many groups
who will not be able to use those alternate fa-
cilities. Many social and church groups includ-
ing Geraldton Junior Soccer, the Focolare
Movement, the La Salle College, Collie Netball
Club, Albany, Denmark, Morawa, Carnarvon
and Collie Senior High Schools, the Christian
Missionary Alliance of Australia, and the
Suzuki Talent Education group have booked
into the centre. The Sport Association for the

Blind was to hold a big event there in 1988. 1
believe it is still having the event, but at a
different place.

Mr Wilson: Why are the alternative premises
unsuitable?

Mr Mac KJNNON: Because they are not large
enough. Noalimba is significantly larger than
other DSR facilities.

The most significant one of all concerns the
world swimming championships. Perhaps
alternative accommodation will be available,
but it will be far more expensive and will not be
as suitable as Noalimba. A number of country
organisations will be disadvantaged as a
consequence of the closure of this centre.

The Bateman community association is a
small, but active group and is representative of
the people in the area and at a recent meeting it
passed a resolution for the retention of
Noalimba. I thought it would have opted for
more residential accommodation in the area. I
suppose the land will be disposed of in one-
fifth of an acre lots and will be priced at around
$40 000 because it is centrally-located and is
close to the freeway. The association considers
that the centre provides a worthwhile service
and that it should remain.

I put it to the Government that rather than
closing the centre it should reassess the
position with a view to allowing it to operate
for a period of two years on its own to see if it
will break even.

Mr Wilson: What do you mean by "on its
own"?

Mr MacKINNON: They could operate
autonomously or a record of receipts and pay-
men ts could be kept.

Mr Wilson: Who are -they"?

Mr MacKJNNON: A small board could be
set up to administer the centre. It would not
cost two bob to do that and we could see if the
centre could make a go of it. I feel confident
that it would.

I recognise, as I am sure the Minister would,
that there is a fair amount of real estate that is
not used on the Noalimba site and if a proposal
were put forward to subdivide the unused land
the Government could use the money for what-
ever it may require it for. The centre should be
allowed to operate autonomously for a period
of between 18 months and two years to ascer-
tain whether it can break even.

Mr Wilson: Without a subsidy?
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Mr MacKINNON: Yes. If it did not break
even, I would support the Government's de-
cision. No-one wants to see the taxpayers of
Western Australia paying money needlessly,
but the centre is playing a community role. It Is
the role of the Government to Operate such a
facility for the benefit of country and
disadvantaged groups which cannot afford to
pay expensive hotel accommodation.

If Noalimba were given the opportunity to
operate autonomously for two years it may bal-
ance its budget and be able to continue to pro-
vide what I believe is a good community ser-
vice without costing the taxpayers money.

I have been presented with a petition which
bears 1 000 signatures, but unfortunately it
does not conform to the Standing Orders Of
this House so I am not able to table it. The
petition indicates the depth of concern felt in
the community about the proposed closure of
Noalimba.

Once again, I express my concern about the
closure of Noalimba and ask the Government
to give serious consideration to the proposal I
have put forward.

Mr WILSON: I thank the Leader of the Op-
position for his constructive comments about
the decision to close Noalimba. The decision
was made as pant of the Budget and was given
considerable consideration by the Cabinet
Budget committee because of the continuing
costs required to run the centre.

It is obvious that a number of groups have
benefited from the very cheap accommodation
the centre is providing, but the Cabinet Budget
committee and the Government made the de-
cision that it is not a proper function of the
Government to be running cheap hostel accom-
modation. It is a matter which needs to be the
subject of a feasibility study.

In answers to questions, some addressed by
the Leader of the Opposition, I have indicated
that a feasibility study will be undertaken and
it will take into account the needs of country
children and sports people who visit the metro-
politan area. it will also take into account the
needs of disadvantaged groups, and the needs
of sports people in association with State and
national championships.

When this Government came to office the
centre was winding down as a hostel and the
cost overruns were immense. At that stage the
Government's accommodation committee
looked at the possible uses for the centre and
attempted to find private operators to take it

over. It could find none. Everyone it ap-
proached ran a mile from it because it was not
considered a feasible prospect.

Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr WILSON: That is not the point. The

centre was constructed in 1950 and from the
Government's point of view the cost of running
it is startling. As has been made known in the
Budget papers, 60 to 70 per cent of the Govern-
ment's expenditure on the centre goes towards
staffing. The only way in which savings can be
made and smaller government, which the Op-
position espouses, can be brought about is by
savings in that area. As I mentioned the build-
ing was constructed in 1950 and its design re-
quires the services of a number of staff. A total
of 23 staff is involved and when the centre is
closed they will be transferred to catering and
other services.

The Opposition espouses smaller govern-
ment and every time the Government proposes
savings it says, "it cannot be made in that
area".' It is a reality that the Government will
make a saving if the centre is closed. The feasi-
bility study will approach all aspects of the
proposed closure. It will consider also the
possibility of the development of accommo-
dation units to be associated with the new
sports centre. In an effective way it will con-
sider the establishment of a new centre to pro-
vide accommodation which Noalimba has been
providing in the past.

Mr Lewis: The real reason is that you are
building accommodation units at the sports
centre.

Mr WILSON: That decision has not yet been
made. The feasibility study will consider that
possibility. It will consider also the possibility
of retaining Noalimba and refurbishing it on a
self-contained basis.

The users of the centre will be given the op-
portunity to have an input into the feasibility
study as will all the people who have expressed
concern.

Division 69 put and passed.
Division 70: Consumer Affairs, $3 680 000-

put and passed.
Division 71: Employment and Training,

$18 157 000-
Mr CASH: I seek some advice and comments

from the Minister with respect to Joblink. I
believe that a number of .loblink programmes
are operating within the state, and some are
coming up for funding at the end of December
or early January. It seems that there is some
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confusion as to whether they will continue into
1987. That confusion is causing some difficulty
with the programmes that are being organised
at the moment. "Bridging the Gap" organis-
ations are also somewhat confused as to their
funding. I ask the Minister whether these areas
have been taken care of within the funding allo-
cation for 1986-87.

Would the Minister be able to advise the
number of staff currently employed by the De-
partment of Employment and Training? How
many people are particularly employed in the
"Bridging the Gap" and Joblink organisations?

The other matter I would like some advice
on is how much money was allocated to Joblink
and "Bridging the Gap" during 1985-86.

Mr PETER DOWDING: There are 148 staff
in the Department of Employment and Train-
ing, but there are some temporaries and I am
not sure from the material I have whether the
temporaries are counted in that number or
whether they would bring the total to 163.

When we set up the "Bridging the Gap" and
Joblink programmes, we made it clear that the
Department of Employment and Training was
not intending to set up a series of permanent
bureaucracies in the community. For that
reason I was very reluctant to see these com-
munity organisations assume that they would
have funding on a permanent basis. They were
all advised that after 12 months they should
start looking for their own sponsors in order to
carry on. Many of those organisations have
reapplied for Some funds. A few issues need to
be resolved.

I pay tribute to the chairman of the Joblink
committee, Hon. Graham Edwards, who has
made an extraordinary contribution in this
area. He is lobbying very hard for us to con-
tinue many of these community activities. The
decision has not yet been taken, although some
items in the Budget provide us with the flexi-
bility to fund at least some of the Joblink
offices and programmes that have been
commenced. An amount of $1.6 million is
available, and there is no doubt that Joblink
has provided. an enormously beneficial service
to the community, primarily the lower end of
the employment market.

There are some concerns about the dupli-
cation of services with the Commonwealth Em-
ployment Service, but discussions are now
under way with the Commonwealth to see
whether that can be avoided. Discussions are
being held with the community groups con-
cerned to ensure that the Joblink project is pro-

viding the best service possible. Off the top of
my head, I do not remember the item in the
last Budget.

Mr Cash: Could you provide that infor-
mation later?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes. The infor-
mation is readily available.

Mr Cash: When do you think the Joblink
people will be advised as to funding for next
year? You have now said that there is some
doubt as to when it may be funded. When will
the people involved be informed?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I hope to tell them
within the next few weeks.

Item 12: Employment Strategy Fund--Contri-
bution to Trust Fund-

Mr CASH: There is an increase in the allo-
cation for this item from $7.9 million to $12. 18
il ilion. Can the Minister explain what that

increase is all about.
Mr PETER DOWDING: In the previous

year, the employment strategy fund had a
carryover from the previous year of $7.9
million. Expenditure for the State employment
strategy fund during 1985-86 amounted to
$1 2.993 million, which was financed by a CRF
contribution of $7.9 million and carryover
funds from the previous funds of $5 million.
Item 12 for 1986-87 therefore in round figures
is of the same order as the 1985-86 actual ex-
penditure.

Division 71 put and passed.
Divisions 72 to 74: Occupational Health,

Safety and Welfare, $8 835 000; Office of Indus-
trial Relations, $2 942 000; Industrial Relations
Commission, $2 638 000--put and passed.

Division 81: Tourism Commission,
$15 756 000-

Mr LAURANCE: I was delighted that the
Minister was able to come to my electorate
only a couple of weeks ago for the Country
Tourism Association conference for 1986. 1
was fortunate enough to be able to say a few
words of welcome to the delegates attending
that conference, both as a former Minister for
Tourisimn and as the member for that area. The
Minister graced us with her presence, and I was
able to make some comments then that related
to the Tourism Commission and some of my
previous criticisms of it.

I made the point that I wished to make. She
would have had a pretty good idea of the thrust
of my remarks. I have been extremely critical
of the Tourism Commission, and with some
success-far beyond my wildest expectations.
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I was rather horrified when, about a year or
so ago, a Government member accused me of
causing the death of one of the commissioners.
That was unfair. I had criticised a number of
the commissioners because they seemed to
have personal interests which were very close
to their duties on the commission. I thought
that was improper. I had never met the person
who died; I did not know him; and I had never
criticised him. So that criticism of my con-
tributing to his death was totally unwarranted.
It was an unprincipled attack in this Parlia-
ment against a person who was only doing his
job. It is true I was carping in my criticism of
the way in which the commission had been
established.

No secret Surrounds the appointment of Mr
Brett Goodridge. It has been written openly
that Brett Goodridge met the Treasurer-then
the Leader of the Opposition-going to or
returning from the Eastern States; I am not sure
which. He told the Treasurer he had the key to
the successful development of tourism in this
State. The Treasurer had been very astute in
the lead-up to the election in dealing with
people in the tourism industry.

I was not involved as Minister at that time,
but I acknowledge Goodridge's astuteness by
indicating that the tourism lobby said to the
Opposition of the day that they wanted to see a
future Premier as Minister for Tourism. There
is a simple reason for that. The first Minister
for Tourism was Sir David Brand, and he was
also Premier. Despite the fact that they liked
him personally-as many other people did;
that is why he still holds the record as the
longest serving Premier in this State-he was
Premier and Treasurer with a heavy emphasis
on Treasurer. He was able to do a lot for the
tourism industry.

The tourism industry claimed it had never
done better than it had under Sir David Brand,
who was Minister for Tourism and also
Premier and Treasurer. The then Leader of the
Opposition made a commitment to the tourism
industry that he would also become Minister
for Tourism if he ever became Premier.

This was a very astute move. It got the
toursim industry on side without having to talk
about lots of money. If he became Minister for
Tourism and Premier and Treasurer, that
would influence the flow of money to the Tour-
ism portfolio. The tourism industry knew what
it wanted, and the Leader of the Opposition of
the day was able to see that a very simple
promise enabled him to lock in a section of that
industry. It was a clever move which paid off.

However, he had not thought beyond that to
the nuts and bolts of what he would do when he
became Minister for Tourism. But here was a
bloke who knew something about tourism. [ do
not know this for a fact but I am guessing this is
what happened: The Minister met Brett
Goodridge on a plane, and Mr Goodridge said
he could make all those wonderful promises
come true. He was given a blank cheque.

Mrs Beggs: 1 do not want to stop you, but
would it not be more appropriate for you talk
about what you are going to do in the future
with tourism rather than harp back on the past?

Mr LAURANCE. No. I take the Minister's
point. However, I would like to expand my
argument for a moment. That is the way I be-
lieve the whole thing came about.

In many circumstances, that could have
turned out with a very desirable result. I put on
record that the Opposition was not opposed to
the formation of a Tourism Commission in
Western Australia. If we go back to the debates
surrounding the passage of that Bill through the
Parliament, we will find the Opposition was in
favour of the concept, but bitterly opposed to a
couple of clauses.

I would have to consult with my colleagues
because I am not in charge of that area on
behalf of the Opposition and I do not pretend
to be in a position to say this is what we will do
when we get back to Government. I guess we
might just drop a couple of sections out of the
Act-the ones to which we took strong excep-
tion. One does not have to he Einstein to know
which sections ?hey are. They involved equity
participation, acquiring shares, and so on.

We did not disagree with the whole thrust
and principle of the commission. It followed
the situation in Queensland, and that State's
tourism body seems to have been a very suc-
cessful body. It is the powerful nature of the
chief executive or chairman of that operation
that has made it so successful. It is not only the
sont of structure one sets up, but also the people
who run these things. it is the same in any
organisation.

We were happy for the Tourism Commission
to be establsihed. Then Brett Goodridge was
made an adviser. He had a strong input into
who became the first commissioners. Basil
Atkinson was a person for whom I have a
tremendous respect, and he became involved.
The Government tried to shoot me down in
flames when I raised this matter. He became a.
commissioner and a consultant to the com-
mission. I was accused of hating Basil

5184



[Friday, 28 November I1986J 18

Atkinson; I certainly do not. The situation was
wrong, and the Government acknowledged it,
because within a couple of weeks of my raising
this matter the Government paid him the same
salary fur being a deputy chairman as it was
paying him for being a consultant. I said he
could be a commissioner or a consultant, but
not both. Even Father Christmas could not be
both.

There were other connections with various
members of the commission.

Mrs Beggs: Could you remind me of those?
Mr LAUIRANCE: I would be happy to, but-
Mrs Beggs: I do not want you to mention

names. I am not aware of any other connec-
tions.

Mr LAURANCE: They were circumstantial,
but they involved almost every one of the
commisisoners. When it was all put together it
looked like a web of intrigue. If I go through it,
members will say, "Here he goes again." I do
not want that.

I think my leader would agree that the pre-
vious department employed a good team of
people. They had a tremendous amount of
morale and loyalty. That does not mean there
could not be change; that we do not agree with
changing the name and structure to that of a
commission.

However, Mr Goodridge, through his
position as adviser, became managing direc-
tor-quite illegally. He moved in and sacrificed
all those people. Six senior people were said to
have been sacked. Five were sacked and the
other had his future discussed within his ear-
shot. It was said, "Do we get rid of him on
Friday or wait till Monday morning?" He was
wobbling for a time. But the other five went.
Even some of those could have or should have
been shifted sideways.

They could have been kicked upstairs, I sup-
pose-and they would not want to read that
about themselves. But we would have been
happy enough about that had the Government
recognised the tremendous service these people
gave for WA. If the Government did not want
them, why did it not shift them on with dig-
nity?

One of the things that cuts me to the quick,
and always will, and no-one will ever wipe out
the memory, is what happened to Noel
Semmens. It was totally unfair. He came from
private enterprise when John Tonkin
appointed him. He had applied for the job
under Sir David Brand but we lost the 1971
(163)

election. The Tonkin Government said it
would not proceed with his appointment.
When it decided to fill the position it went back
over the people who had applied and picked
Noel Semmens. The Labor Government
brought him over from Victoria where he had
gone to take up the position of national sales
manager for Mobil. The Government said,
"Even though you were picked by the previous
conservative Government, we will still appoint
you.

Noel Semnmens served for 10 years as direc-
tor of tourism. When I was M inister for Tour-
ism, for two years I went to a number of minis-
terial conferences with him. He was admired
and respected by all the other tourism Minis-
ters and particularly by the tourism chief
executives, because they tended to be of longer
standing than the Ministers, as the Minister
will appreciate. Ministers move on pretty regu-
larly, although we had one Labor Minister from
Tasmania, Michael Barnard-whom I liked a
lot and with whom I had a lot of fun-who
served for a long time as the Tasmanian Minis-
ter for Tourism. I think he probably set a
record for length of service in Australia as a
Minister for Tourism. But he too thought a lot
of Noel Semnmens.

Noel Sernens had his critics-we all do and
I am the first to admit that-but he also had
his admirers in the industry. The most bitter
criticism of him came from the Public Service.
Does the Minister know why the public ser-
vants criticised him, unmercifully in my
opinion? It was because he was always able to
organist his leave to appear at the America's
Cup every four years. He always arranged his
annual leave in that way and he was criticised
by a lot of other departmental heads in the
Public Service, who would say, "How come he
gets to go to the America's Cup all the time? It
has nothing to do with tourism." They would
say, "It's purely because he's a yachtsman that
he's always going there."

I came under pressure from the very highest
office in the Public Service right down to stop
him going to the America's Cup in 1980. I was
Minister at the time and I know he almost
resigned because I was instructed to put press-
ure on him to have him not go to the America's
Cup. We eventually overcame the problem and
he went. He was allowed to go only if he could
arrange to go in his own timne because of the
feeling in the Public Service that he was always
getting this freebie that he should not have
been getting.
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But look at what is happening today. Every
time people talk about tourism they talk about
the America's Cup. He was part of the back-
ground of' the America's Cup for 10 years and
everyone pooh-poohed him. They would say,
"Why is he going over there? We'll never win
it, not in a million years, so why is he trying to
get over there every time to talk tourism?"
They said he was able to go there because he
had been Commodore of the Royal Perth
Yacht Club and he put forward the idea that
the America's Cup had something to do with
tourism.

When members opposite came to office he
had served as director of tourism for 10 years. I
would have been happy had the Government
said to him, "Look, you've done so much for
the State; you've been a tremendous director
for 10 years, but we are now the Government.
We've got a new commission and we want to
do new things with new people, so we want to
move you out. You're the America's Cup man.
You've been Commodore of the Royal Perth
Yacht Club. Let's give you a senior position in
our arrangements for handling the America's
Cup." Had that happened the Government
would have made that man the happiest person
in WA. I am not blaming the Minister; I am
blaming the Government.

Mr Parker: He was moved to the America's
Cup Office.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, he was moved over
until a friend of Mr Dans' wanted a job and
that man was put in over him. And then some-
one from the Fremantle City Council said he
wanted a job and then Mr Semmens was
pushed out and ended up speaking at Rotary
luncheons a couple of times a week. His health
failed and he became very unhappy. Things are
working out for him now; he is working as a
consultant and is looking healthier and
happier. This is not a Liberal versus Labor
thing; this has to do with decent human kind-
ness. The man is deserving of that. It would
have been so easy for the Government. It could
have just promoted him. He would have been
happy to work along with the Government. But
I will not labour the point any more. He would
have worked long and hard for the Govern-
ment and then retired from the Public Service a
happy man knowing what a wonderful job he
had done for the State.

Despite all the failings the Government saw
in him, he had a very good and loyal young
team behind him. There was a tremendously
high morale among the staff and they gave him
their total support. They thought the sun shone

from him-and I am not exaggerating. He had
a good deputy in Len Hitchen. Len Hitchen did
not have the entrepreneurial flair of Noel
Semnmens, but he was a very good adminis-
trator. Semmens tripped the light fantastic and
did the thespian things, while Len Hitchen
came along behind and put everything in place.
It was a very good team.

The Government sacked the top men, some-
thing which was most unwarranted. It got rid of
Noel Semnmens and ruined his life. Most of the
others were just sacked. Most did not deserve
to be sacked, but even the two out of the five or
the three out of the five-I do not know; I
cannot remember the individuals very clearly
now, and I do not want to-could have been
shifted to another good job in the Public Ser-
vice, and they would have worked for the
Government quite happily. But the Govern-
ment got rid of too many and really castrated
the whole system. When the Government
changed the department to a commission on I
January 1984, there were 134 people on
strength. I have said this before publicly, and
no-one has ever challenged me, but of those
134 people on the strength of the commission
on day one, I January 1984, a full Ill have
been sacked or have resigned. The Government
has decimated the organisation and wonders
why people are critical of the Government.

Worse than that is what happened with two
of the main architects of this move. I was criti-
cal of one of them, the bloke who wrote the
report about getting rid of these people, be-
cause he then wrote the job specifications for
the human resources supremo, applied for the
job, and got it. I did not agree with that and
said so at the time. But he is gone; he was there
only five minutes. I am led to believe he stayed
there long enough to help draft and implement
the executive superannuation scheme. He has
now taken his superannuation payout-thank
you very much-and gone.

Mr Goodridge has gone too. He stayed long
enough to appoint his own senior com-
missioners, got them to appoint him managing
director, and then went. He ruined the whole
organisation. He sacked everyone, got his
superannuation payout, and left. It is as bad
and as crude as that.

Perhaps I have said enough about that; most
people know about it. I do not think the
Premier is proud of it. It is a chapter best
closed and l am prepared to close it. I have said
what I wanted to say. I have done this out of
loyalty for the people who sewved me very well,
people with whom I enjoyed working, people
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who deserved better treatment. I have told
them so much in the last few weeks. I have
done enough. I saw it as a job to do but 1 do not
want to raise it any mare. I have put it on the
record for those people. They should never
have been treated like that. Fortunately for
some of them something good has come out of
all this. They have joined a private enterprise
organisation called West Coast Aussie Holidays
which I believe is going at a million miles an
hour. About five of them who were at different
levels got out and joined this organisation
which is now making good money and
expanding. Good luck to them. I hope the
others whose lives were shattered in various
ways can pick up the pieces and make some-
thing of their lives in the future.

The commission has a new Minister and a
new chairman; I think it has a new general
manager. I am prepared to give them a go. John
Osborn is a friend of mine; I have known him
for 30 years.

I would have to say I do not know whether
there are not people more high-powered than
John Osborn whom the Government might
have got from interstate or overseas and who
might have done a better job, but I like him
and I believe he will do a very good job for the
State.

The choice of the new general manager must
have been a bit of -a slap in the eye for the
existing general manager, Eddy Watling.

Mrs Beggs. He was the deputy general man-
ager.

Mr LAURANCE: Was he the deputy? He
would have been an applicant for the job, and
would have been very disappointed. I ask the
Government to learn from its previous bad ex-
perience and to take note of some of the things
I said could have been done with some of those
people, and to apply my remedy to that person,
because I think he deserves it. I do not know
what his future is, but he deserves a good future
in the Public Service. I have tremendous regard
for him and think he has served the State well
in recent years.

Just before leaving this subject, a question
was asked in another place about the amount
paid to Mr Goodridge. I think we should send
him on his way, but the parting shot would be:
How much did he get for wuining a fine tourism
organisation? The question asked in another
place a few weeks ago inquired as to the
superannuation benefit paid to Mr Goodridge
when he left the commission.

Mrs Beggs: I think the answer to that ques-
tion was that the superannuation payment was
a private matter between the Superannuation
Board and Mr Goodridge.

Mr LAURANCE: I cannot find a copy of the
question to which- I am referring, and will have
to rely on my memory. I believe the answer was
to the effect that the trustees of the executive
superannuation scheme had not reached a
settlement. The point I want to make is that it
is an executive superannuation scheme, put in
by the new broom-I do not know how many
executives it covers, but it is only very few-
and we have been unable to get the answer in
Parliament. I understand that it is a private
matter, but we are very interested because of
the controversial nature of this man's appoint-
ment and the fact that when he was appointed
he made changes and has now left. The word I
heard along the Terrace was that the amount
was about $80 000. I wonder if the Minister is
prepared to indicate whether that is in the
ballpark or not. If it were, and if one adds the
amount the man was paid and the length of
time he stayed-leaving out the damage he
did-if he received $60 000 a year and an
$80 000 handout at the end of two years, that
amounts to about $100000 a year. If the
Government had offered me that, I might have
moved down there and done the job for it.

This is a very concerning case. I am prepared
to close that chapter of the book, but it is not a
pretty chapter at all. That is my understanding
of the matter. Government members can jump
up and down and say I am making allegations. I
may be quite wrong, but people close enough to
know indicate that $80 000 is about' the
amount he received. I can only say "good rid-
dance" to him. I do not like taking that attitude
about anybody, but he hurt many people whom
I was close to.

Mr Blaikie: A lot of other people are de-
lighted he has gone, too.

Mr LAURANCE: I can imagine that. I must
say that the Government has put a lot of extra
money into the Tourism portfolio, and it has
been an interesting lesson for me to learn. I
have watched very closely and found athat it
demonstrates that throwing a lot of money at
the problem does not help if the right people
are not in place. I am pleased the Government
has found the funds to give tourism a higher
profile. The America's Cup has assisted the
thrust of tourism in this State, and I only hope
the Government can put the right team of
people together. I am not saying it does not
have the capacity to do that; I am prepared to
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wait and see. I think the new people will be
watching very closely because of what has gone
before them. The best thing they can do for
tourism in this State is build an organisation
which has the morale and the teamwork of the
old Tourism Department. I only hope the Min-
ister can achieve that.

Mrs BEGGS: I will not speak about the past.
As I said to the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition by way of interjection, the past is the
past. I think it is a shame that he has taken an
opportunity once again to denigrate an individ-
ual, really for no good reason. The future will
show that the appointment of Mr Brett
Goodridge was the beginning of a very vital
tourism industry in this State, regardless of
what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
thinks of him personally. That is as much asI
am going to say.

I thank the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
for some of the positive things he has said
about tourism and his recognition that it is a
very important industry for Western Australia.
The appointment of Mr John Osborn as Chair-
man of the Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission was a very positive step, and I cannot
understand why the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position does not think he is dynamic enough.

Mr Laurance: I was very careful about what I
said. I think the best example from around
Australia is Sir Frank Moore. I hope John is
able to do as well.

Mrs BEGGS: There are horses for courses,
and this horse likes the course it has taken.

Mr Laurance: Fair enough.
Mrs BEGGS: I have every confidence in Mr

Osborn's ability.
Mr Brian Burke: I think Mr Osborn is quite

outstanding.
Mr Laurance: I have not criticised his

ability-even Sir Frank Moore has his critics.
Mrs BEGGS: I could not understand why the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition made that
comment, because Mr Osborn is very well
qualified to be the chairman. He has already
demonstrated his ability to earn the respect of
the industry in this State in a very short space
of time, and I would be very pleased if he were
the chairman of the commission for a long time
to come, while I am Minister.

Mr Laurance: I accept that.
Mrs BEGGS: I have a couple of comments to

make about the future. As members know, I
tabled in the House recently the annual report
of the commission for last year, which showed

some figures concerning the origin of visitor
destinations to this State. The Press was
interested in the fact that 91 per cent of visitors
for overnight destinations to this State are due
to intrastate tourism, only two per cent to the
international market, and six per cent to the
interstate market. The Press asked why, when
we had been doing so much in ternms of pro-
moting Western Australia, the interstate mar-
ket was not as high as that journalist thought it
should be. I explained to her that most of the
results of the marketing that has been done will
not be reflected until the end of this visitor year
of 1986-87. However, l am very confident that
the sort of work done by the commission in the
last 12 months, in conjunction with the catalyst
of the America's Cup, will stand Western
Australia in good stead for a very effective and
vital tourism industry in the future.

I have said many times that one of the first
things to be done in the tourism industry is to
educate Western Australians about the import-
ance of the industry. After that we must ensure
that we have a product which we can sell
effectively in all markets throughout the world.
Thirdly, we must ensure that we have a market-
ing strategy which will attract the number of
visitors our product can withstand. The West-
ern Australian Tourism Commission has done
that very well. I am very happy to be Minister
for Tourism. I have great confidence in the
people in the commission; they are a great
team. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said that about the team he had; I am just as
confident about the people with whom I work.
In the next 10 years Western Australia will be
seen as a very desirable tourist destination
throughout the world in a very aggressive mar-
ket.

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the
year-

Mr MacKINNON: My questions relate to
contingencies and I ask the Minister to explain
the amount allocated to loan servicing costs of
$246 000. What loans is the commission
servicing this year?

Secondly, with regard to grants and
subsidies, I asked the Minister question 1537
on 28 October this year. The Minister's answer
detailed grants and subsidies totalling $978 455
in 1985-86. One of the payments listed referred
to WA Tourism Commission advances,
$36 000. What was it for? I cannot understand
why the commission is granting itself subsidies.
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Thirdly, the allocation to Western Australia
Week has been cut significantly from $200 000
to $137 000. It may be that the Western
Australia Week Council has obtained private
sponsorship to enable it to reduce the budget-
I would appreciate knowing the reason for this
cut.

Finally under the item South-East Asian de-
velopment, the Budget item has decreased sig-
nificantly. On 28 October 1 asked the Minister
question 1538, and the Minister provided an
answer in writing in a letter dated 17
November. In reply to my question about these
funds the Minister stated-

(1) These funds were applied for the gen-
eral development of the South-East
Asian market including:

research programmes-
South-East Asian Market
Segmentation Studies;

I asked
amount
plied-

international aviation poli-
cies;

expenses related to agents and
journalists familiarisation as a
promotional exercise.

in part (2) of the question why the
had declined and the Minister re-

(2) A large proportion of the funds
allocated in 1985-86 for research pro-
grammes will be non-recurring in the
present financial year.

I would appreciate the Minister giving me a
split-up of that $469 866 expenditure in 1985-
86. I also want to know for what purpose and to
whom it was paid. The answer to the question
does not indicate, for example, how much was
paid for the research programmes on the
South-East Asian market segmentation studies
or on international aviation policies.

Mrs BEGGS: In regard to the loan servicing
costs, it covered the cost of loan repayments on
new capital works at Fremantle, Norseman
Holiday WA Centre, Captain Freycinet Motel
at Margaret River-that is the equity partici-
pation to which the Leader of the Opposition
referred-and also the Nannup Caravan Park.

With regard to grants and subsidies, that is in
regard to the regional tourism policy. In 1985-
86 we included a Budget allocation of
$883 000, plus an amount of $370 000 for
grants and advances for public sector projects,
totalling, $ 1.253 million. The amount provided
for public sector projects was fully allocated,
while of the $883 000 an amount of $650 000

was allocated. The deficit related to country
tourism associations not meeting the Western
Australian Tourism Commission's operating
criteria.

They must apply and so much money must
be allocated by the local authority;, the money
is made available on a dollar for dollar basis.
The commission has increased its Budget allo-
cation for funding in this year's Budget with an
amount of $909 000 being allocated for grants
under the regional tourism policy and $415 000
for grants and advances to public sector proj-
ects.

Mr MacKinnon: It still does not answer my
question. You said a payment had been made
under the heading "Western Australian Tour-
ism Commission advances". I cannot follow
why under the Budget of the Western
Australian Tourism Commission we have a fig-
ure of $36 000 for advances. You are paying
money to yourself, almost.

Mrs BEGGS: That is because of the people
requesting grants under that allocation for
country tourism associations.

Mr MacKinnon: They are advances to
country tourism associations?

Mrs BEGGS: Yes.
With regard to Western Australia Week, the

shortfall is because of the gold promotion in
last year's Western Australia Week. That
specifically explains the difference because it
was a special allocation for a special project.

The Leader of the Opposition asked about
the South-East Asian development. I cannot
give an exact breakdown but the South-East
Asian fund was a commitment of $1I million
over a period of three years. That is in recog-
nition of the potential of in-bound tourism for
that area. The growth in visitor numbers
already this year has proved that the com-
mission and the Government's market segmen-
tation study was correct.

Mr MacKinnon: Is it possible to provide a
breakdown of the payment of the $469 866.
For example, how much was paid on the South-
East Asian segmentation study?

Mrs BEGGS: I guess that is possible. I could
have asked for it but I did not think it was
necessary. It is just a matter of that $1 million
as a commitment over a period of three years.
Apart from that, of course, we have appointed
a commission representative in Tokyo.

Mr MacKinnon: You said that the allocation
was $1 million over three years, but the allo-
cation this year is only $ 130 000.
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Mrs BEGGS: In the previous year it was Mr LAURANCE: It is an important matter.
$469 000 because we had to carry out those We have tried to cram too much into this week.
studies, and specific marketing projects took It might suit the Treasurer to sit these crazy
place. hours so that he can get away to Japan.

Another reason for the higher allocation was Mr Brian Burke: Come on! Be fair. How
the appointment of the Japanese representa- many times have we sat beyond 11.00 p.m. this
tive, Mr Mitsu Tokato, in Tokyo. If the Leader session? I can tell you it is four occasions.
of the Opposition puts his queries in writing, I Mr LAURANCE: We start earlier.
will be happy to provide specific answers. M ra uk:W tr ttesm ie

Mr Laurance: Is that a representative office? MrBinukeWetaathesmtm.
What kind of office is it? Mr MacKinnon: This is the most ridiculous

Mrs BEGGS: We are actually sharing facili- week of Parliament I can remember.
ties with the Australian Tourist Commission Mr Brian Burke: It is not. You young blokes
but we no longer operate under the secondment have not been around long enough to bless
system. We are now operating independently, yourselves. I could tell you about some of the
but we have some support from the ATC in tough old nuts we had to deal with. If you had
regard to secretarial assistance. been here when Edgar Lewis and Charles Court

Mr Laurance: Have you resolved the matter were here, you would not have hit the fence.
with regard to the Federal Minister's statement Mr LAURANCE: I have a private member's
that the States should get out of places such as Bill on the Notice Paper dealing with vandal-
Tokyo, New York, and London and leave it to ism. That was the result of several months
the ATC? work by a concerned community, holding sem-

Mrs BEGGS: Yes, I certainly have, I mnars, and putting together and documenting
addressed that at the Tourism Ministers' Con- well the problem, and trying to find some
ference, and I think Mr Brown is well aware of answers. I worked with the parliamentary

myfeelings on the matter. draftswoman to try to bring before the Parlia-
my ment a Bill which addresses the problem in a

Division 81 put and passed. serious and genuine way. I do not want to have
Division 82: Office of Racing and Gaining, to wait until next March before I can tell the

$2 600 000-put and passed. people I represent and the wider community-
Division 83: Community services, because this is a matter concerning all people in

$79 878 000- the State-what the Government's attitude is
Mr LAURANCE: Another of the difficulties to the legislation.

facing us is that the Opposition has important Mr Cash: Vandalism costs $80 million a
matters on the Notice Paper in the form of year.
private members' Bills. These have been prop- Mr LAURANCE: I know my Bill will not
erly drafted and brought before the Parliament provide the total answer to the problem, but I
in the proper manner, and we believe they hope it will provide part of the answer. The
should be treated properly. It is obvious we will Government also has a responsibility. I have
be dealing with them at breakfast tomorrow put my cards on the table and done my bit. I
morning. want to know what the Government is going to

Mr Brian Burke: That nearly always happens. do.
You know that. Mr Parker: What does it have to do with

Mr LAURANCE: But I do not have to agree community welfare?
with it. The Leader of the House has given no Mr LAURANCE: It is in the Minister's area.
commitment as to when we will get an answer Mr Brian Burke: Vandalism comes under the
on these Bills. Police portfolio.

Mr Pearce: I said we would deal with them at Mr LAURANCE: No, the Minister for Corn-
the end of the session. You have been munity Services is setting up a vandalism unit
uncooperative-you spoke for one-and-a-half in her department.
hours on the Department of Land
Administration. Fair is fair. We broke the flow Mr Pearce: Why not schedule it for dis-
to enable the Leader of the Opposition to make cussion on a private members' day, if it is so
his major speech on the Loan Estimates. We important?
are trying to balance people's needs, but it re- Mr LAURANCE: We have given a second
quires cooperation from both sides. reading speech.
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Mr Pearce: Yes, 1 know that, but you did not
reschedule the debate for private members'
day.

Mr LAURANCE: The Leader of the House
cut that out towards the end.

Mr Pearce: Only in the last two weeks.
Charles Court was much tougher.

Mr LAURANCE: I have had no indication
from the Government.

Mr Pearce: Because you did not schedule dis-
cussion on your Bill for private members' day
when you had control of business. Now you
want to discuss it when we are dealing with
Government business.

Mr LAURANCE: There is not much point in
scheduling it for discussion if the Government
is not prepared to answer.

Mr Pearce: If you had scheduled it we would
have discussed it, like all the other matters you
scheduled for private members' day.

Mr LAURANCE: The Government has
given no indication that it wants to deal with
the problem.

Mr Brian Burke: The Leader of the House
has you on the ropes.

Mr LAURANCE: He has, and it might take
me a long time to get off them. I have unlimi-
ted time, and if provoked I will use it all! The
Government has not come back to me. It
should make a response, and I hope in the early
hours of tomorrow morning-

Mr Pearce: It depends how early the hours
are. If we get along in a cooperative way we will
look at taking responses to some Bills in the
Government's time. I have to consider the wel-
fare of members, Hansard, and other staff.

Mr LAURANCE: But the Leader of the.
House does not want to throttle the debate?

Mr Pearce: No, but there is efficiency and
inefficiency in speaking. I am asking for a little
cooperation.

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer is being in-
efficient with his interjections. If he belts up I
will get on with it.

I hope the -Government- will respond before-
March next year. It has a responsibility to say
whether it accepts my Bill. If it does not it has a
greater responsibility to say what it will do
about the problem. If that is the case I would
like to know why my Bill is unacceptable. I
received a lot of support from community
groups when I introduced the Bill, but one
which did not come to my attention at the time
but which has arrived since is from the Apex

Clubs of Australia. That body has had a zone
convention since I introduced the Bill, follow-
ing which they wrote to the Minister, Hon. Kay
Hallahan, in the following terms-

Dear Minister
At the recent convention of Apex Clubs

in Zone 4 a motion was passed by del-
egates to approach the Western Australian
Government with a view to amending cur-
rent legislation relating to vandalism.

Delegates considered that parents of
children convicted of vandalism should be
held responsible for restitution of costs to
the aggrieved party. It is felt that this ac-
tion would help to ensure that parents will
accept greater responsibility in the up-
bringing of their children in a society
which is suffering from the breakdown of
the family unit.

It is known that courts have the dis-
cretion to impose penalties for restitution
but the reality is that this action is rarely
exercised in preference to the imposition
of "Community Setrvice Orders".

If legislation was amended to impose a
greater direction to courts to award resti-
tution costs against offenders it is felt that
this will act as a deterrent to possible fu-
ture transgressors.

In cases where the parents of offenders
are unable to meet the repayment costs the
imposition of Community Service Orders
is recommended.

An analysis of statistics provided by the
Minister of Police has shown an alarming
increase in juvenile crime since 1 985 with
Breaking & Entering revealing a growth of
84% and Damage to Property showing an
incre 'ase of 66%. These figures help to
demonstrate the extent of the problem and
if left without positive corrective action
will continue unabated with the brunt of
offenders actions being borne by the com-
munity in general.

It is understood that a Bill relating to the
issue of vandalism is soon to be debated in
Parliament. Apex seeks -your support and
assistance in ensuring that the Bill is suc-
cessfully passed through the Legislature.
Yours faithfully
T. G. HODDY,
State President,
Association of Apex Clubs,
Western Australia.
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The Bill referred to in his letter is my private
member's Bill and it addresses the matter of
restitution and the matter of attempting to
make parents and/or guardians more respon-
sible for the actions of their children by seeking
to change the word "may" where it appears in
several places to the word "shall" so that it will
read that the courts shall direct the parents to
be present when juvenile cases are being heard
and the parents shall be involved in the process
of restitution.

I believe that the idea has merit and I par-
ticularly wanted, during this debate, to indicate
the support of the Apex Clubs of Australia. I
look forward to receiving a response from the
Government before this session finishes.

Division 83 put and passed.
Division 84: Marine and Harbours,

$19 390 000-put and passed.
Division 85: Transport $283 000-
Mr LAURANCE: If ever a Government de-

served criticism, this Government deserves it
in the area of transport. I suggest to the
Treasurer that he reshuffle his Cabinet before
Christmas and shift this Minister to another
portfolio.

Mr Brian Burke: Just a moment. Can I write
down the rearrangement you want?

Mr LAURANCE: I do not want to hear from
the Treasurer. He can read Hansard on the way
to Japan.

Mr Brian Burke: I will make the member for
Vasse Minister for Transport.

Mr LAURANCE: That would be a good
start. It is quite obvious that two Ministers in
the Government are not performing at all.
Even though the Minister for Transport is a
friend of mine I have to say that he has failed
in this portfolio.

Mr Brian Burke: Is he both of them?
Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer knows who

the other one is; he does not have to ask me. It
is the Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices.

Mr Brian Burke: What about the Minister for
Agriculture?

Mr LAURANCE: He is going to resign any-
way. He will be forced to resign. We will have
our preselection on Saturday fortnight. A min-
isterial reshuffle is the only thing the Govern-
menit can do to retain some credibility in the
transport area. The Minister has a bachelor of
business degree and everyone was expecting
great things from him. However, we have seen

nine months of total disaster. He will not stand
up to the Treasurer and be is bleeding the
motorists of this State dry.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not going to move him
then if you want someone to stand up to me.

Mr LAURANCE: I am trying to give the
Treasurer advice. It is obvious, to make an ef-
fective Government, that the Treasurer should
reshuffle his Cabinet before Christmas.

Mr Brian Burke: Where would you put the
Minister for Transport?

Mr LAURANCE: I am not saying that he
should be put out of the Ministry. He does not
have a very good rating.

Mr Brian Burke: That lot on your side are a
bright looking lot.

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer is dead
right, they are.

Mr Brian Burke: I am pretty impressed with
them, actually.

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer needs to be.
He is making a few Freudian slips tonight be-
cause for the first time since the first couple of
weeks after he became Premier, he called us the
Government in question time.

Mr Brian Burke: You can't claim I'm not
encouraging you.

Mr LAURANCE: That is my advice to the
Treasurer.

Mr Brian Burke: Can I ask you what your
strategy is now that the Opposition has
changed? Have you got a comprehensive strat-
egy?

Mr LAURANCE: Wait and see. We do not
give those secrets away lightly. The Treasurer
thinks because we are tired we will let it pop
out.

Mr Brian Burke: I don't underestimate the
new-look Opposition.

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer had better
not, either.

Mr Brian Burke: I don't. I will be nimble on
my toes, ducking and diving, bobbing and
weaving.

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer had better
stop eating that chook feed he eats on his
Pritikin diet.

The Minister for Transport has been an ab-
ject failure. He has not been able to get on top
of the Transport portfolio at all.

Mr Brian Burke: Why don't you suggest he
should be shifted?
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Mr LAURANCE: I was going to do a
Michael Hodgman and give the Ministers
marks out of 10. 1 think the Minister for
Transport would get two out of 10 for his first
nine months in the Ministry. He is just one
point ahead of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services who scores one out of 10,
We only gave him that because we were being
generous.

I was closely associated with a Minister op-
posite who, one day, misread his examination
timetable and went along to the examination
the following day and found out he had studied
for the wrong subject He was mortified and got
five marks for the exam. In those days we used
to have 12 questions which earned eight marks
each, making a total of 96 marks and we were
given four extra marks for the layout and for
writing our names on the tops of the examin-
ation papers properly. This student colleague of
mine earned five marks as I said for the exam
and was upbraided by his teacher. He asked
him how he could earn only five marks when
he got four for writing his name on the examin-
ation paper. He responded that he had misread
the examination timetable and swotted for the
wrong exam. That is going back a long way.

I give the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services one mark out of 10 because he wrote
his name correctly on the top of the paper-no,
we actually give it to him because we were
generous. He got a box of mangoes from a
police constable. There are 3 000 policemen in
the force, of which 2 999 hate him and his
nephew who works in the Police Department
sent him a box of mangoes. The Treasurer
should keep the present Minister for Transport
in that position.

Mr Brian Burke: I have received good reports
about the Minister for Transport.

Mr LAURANCE: He is good for the Oppo-
sition. I can see the Treasurer taking out his
pencil while sitting on the plane on his way to
Tokyo and working out a way to shift his Min-
istry around.

We all heard about the transport trust fund.
My reaction to it was to tell the motorists of
Western Australialto lmistrust the trust.

Mr Brian Burke: You voted for it.
Mr LAURAN CE: I did not vote for it.
Mr Brian Burke: Yes you did. Are you telling

me that the Opposition voted against it?
Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer should re-

member that leading up to the last election the
Opposition had a policy that would have saved

WA motorists $46 million because it would
have done away with the fuel franchise levy.
We were going to be like the enlightened State
of Queensland, which is the only State that
does not have a fuel franchise levy. We made a
commitment that without the lev-y the same
amount of money would be made available for
road building in this State. The Opposition
places a high priority on road building. The
then Minister for Transport ran around the
State telling everyone who was employed by
the Main Roads Department th at if they voted
for the Liberal Party at the election they would
lose their jobs because if it were elected to
Government it would not allocate any funds to
roads. They were told to vote for the Labor
Party and they would not lose their jobs. How
hypocritical! Employees of the Main Roads De-
partment are being sacked in Kalgoorlie,
Carnarvon, Derby, and all around the State.
They voted for the Labor Party, and now they
have lost their jobs and the motorists of West-
ern Australia have lost $50 million to the
transport trust fund.

The Government has been deceitful because
it said the money from the fuel tax would be
used principally for roads, but it was a deliber-
ate untruth because it is spending less on roads.
The Government raised an enormous amount
of revenue from the fuel franchise levy this year
and has spent less on roads. That is what the
Opposition said would happen. The revenue
received from that levy last year was $46
million, and this year it will receive $90 million
and will spend $45.5 million on the Transperth
deficit. Again, that is what the Opposition said
the Government would do.

The amount to be expended on the Main
Roads Department's works programme is
$42.5 million less than the amount spent last
year. It shows the hypocrisy of this Govern-
ment and how the Minister is misleading the
people of Western Australia; and that is how it
has picked the pockets of Western Australian
motorists.

The Government introduced an amendment
to the Transport Co-ordination Act-it should
have been called the transport con trick Act.
The Minister's second reading speech stated
that the legislation would improve the road
system. The Minister must feel an absolute fool
about what he guaranteed, and committed him-
self to, in that second reading speech. He spoke
about the backlog of spending that was
required to overcome some of the problems on
our roads and how they were deteriorating
more quickly than in the past, and that is why
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the transport trust fund was set up. Hie never
intended that more money be spent on roads.
Instead, he has sacked the day labour forces of
the Main Roads Department.

The former Minister for Transport must
cringe when he thinks about what he said to
Main Roads Department employees through-
out the State.

When the Minister introduced the Bill to
which I have referred-

Mr Brian Burke: We will take your word for
it.

Mr LAURANCE: I cannot find it, but I do
have it and I would like to throw it back into
the face of the Minister because he knows only
too well that he said in this Parliament that the
fuel franchise levy had to be increased by 2c a
litre. Western Australian motorists pay more
for their fuel than do motorists in other States
of Australia.

By way of a question on notice I asked the
Minister whether it was true that fuel costs
more in Western Australia than in any other
State of Australia. His reply was that I had
directed my question to the wrong Minister
and that I should direct it to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs. He is unable to tell us that
Western Australia has the dearest fuel of all the
States in Australia.

Mr Tray: You did not know where to direct
the question.

Mr LAURANCE: I will revise what I said
earlier-the Minister is worth 1 / out of 10.

Not only did the Minister say in his second
reading speech that the revenue from the fuel
franchise levy would be spent on roads, but he
also said it in a Press release. It was an absolute
untruth because less money has been spent on
roads. The Government will take another $50
million out of the pockets of Western
Australian motorists, and the money will not
be spent on roads. What about the country
people and the people whom I represent who
pay more for petrol than do the motorists in
the metropolitan area so that people in that
area can travel to work by bus?

I would not mind if the Minister were pre-
pared to take the rap for what he has done, but
he is hiding behind the transport trust fund.
The Bill should have been called the Burke
bleeding heart Bill because it said how much
the Government needed funds to expend on
roads and, as a result, it must tax the motorist
accordingly.

What will happen to the roads now? Every-
one will travel to work by bus, but no-one will
be able to drive on the roads any more.

The member for Pilbara came into this
House with her hurricane lamp and with her
usual shopping list indicating which prices
should be reduced, and said we needed the
special Bill. Burke stands for high taxes and the
dearest fuel in Australia.

When the Burke Government came to power
the fuel tax was the second smallest State tax.
In 1982-83 the tax raised $34.4 million. It is
now a very large tax and raises $90 million. It
takes third place behind payroll tax and stamp
duty. The State is now hooked on the petrol tax
and as the Transpenkh deficit increases in fu-
ture years, motorists will have to dip further
into their pockets.

That is the fact, and it is a disgraceful fact.
The Government should bury its head in
shame and shuffle this Minister to another
portfolio. He does not deserve to stay in this
area. His has been a disastrous performance.

Let us now consider some of the other factors
affecting the Transport portfolio. The only de-
cent thing the Minister may have done was
back away from the electrification programme.
Today's edition of The West Australian
commented gratefully that at last the Govern-
ment was taking on board some of the ideas of
the Opposition. We have put forward positive
progammes in an attempt to lead the way, to
show the Government the way ahead. It looks
as though the Government may even have de-
cided to take some notice of what we have been
saying. This Minister would not have taken
such notice, but someone must have whispered
in his ear and told him that $150 million spent
on an electrification programme would be
throwing bad money after good. I understand
that the Minister is just trying to soften us up
by saying that he will look at a busway pro-
gramme. Even a one-and-a-half-out-of-ten per-
former should be able to work out that there is
no way that that sort of expenditure can be
justified in this State and that there are other
priorities. The Minister should give an assur-
ance that the Government has backed away
from that initiative.

One of the difficulties with all this-particu-
larly with the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust-is that it will be very difficult
to get on top of the transport deficit. This year,
$44.5 million will go to Transperth from the
fuel levy. Another item in the Budget shows
that the social service component that is paid
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out of Consolidated Revenue into the Metro-
politan (Perth) Passenger Transport Trust-the
old MTT or new Transperth-is $33.6 million.
If that amount is added to the $44.5 million
allocated to it from the fuel levy, this financial
year Transperth will be subsidised to the tune
of $76 million. That is an enormous burden.
Calling it by another name and ripping it from
the pockets of motorists in order to pay for it
does not make the deficit go away.

Mr Troy: Are the figures you quoted all for
the metropolitan area? Are you sure of that?
Perhaps you have not done your homework.

Mr LAURANCE: Are they not?

M r Troy: You tell me.

Mr Lightfoot: You are the Minister.

Mr LAURANCE: I have tried to help the
Minister. For nine months I have tried to help
him, but he is still asking me questions. Even at
the end of the blooming session, almost mid-
night on Friday night, he asks, me questions.
How much can we do for him? Is the Minister
telling me that his answers to questions are
wrong, or does he acknowledge the correctness
of the figures?

Mr Troy: Just look at your $33 million fig-
ure.

Mr LAURANCE: The subsidy by way of
social welfare concessions amounts to $33.6
million to the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust. What obtuse and fatuous
point does the Minister want to make about
that? He has no answer, so he becomes a one-
and-a-quarter-out-of-ten performer. It gets
worse and worse.

We do not now have rigorous control over
such subsidies. Next year, the Government
might make the State fuel levy 3c or 4c a litre
more, thus bringing in another $100 million or
$150 million from the motorists to square off
the Transperth deficit. That is not the way to
go. The Minister has lost control of the
Transperib deficit. He just plucks money from
another pocket, and the deficit goes up further.

I now turn to the subject of the Port of
Fremantle. Here again, the Minister has been
an abject failure. Why is it that he cannot get
on top of things such as the casual pool of
painters and dockers and bring that into line?
He knows the figures as well as I do. In answer
to the most recent set of questions I asked him,
he said that he would dream up an answer and
give it to me in writing next Pancake Tuesday!

It is just not good enough, and the Minister
knows it. He would not need to be too bright to
think of a solution to that particular problem,

The Minister knows the statistics as well as I
do, yet he is now going to move from a man-
hour levy to a tonnage levy. HeI will impose
that on almost all port users. That is the first
problem he should address with respect to the
Port of Fremantle. The second problem is the
number of stoppages at the port, and the third
problem is the low productivity level. We went
to the port recently and met with the container
handlers, the Fremantle Port Authority, and
the Association of Employers of Waterside
Labour. We made an arrangement to meet with
the Waterside Workers Federation, but
unfortunately at the last minute the timing of
that meeting did not suit the WWF and it had
to pull out. However, I hope to arrange that
meeting for a future time.

The Minister knows that the productivity of
the Port of Fremantle is very poor. Work prac-
tices cause difficulties with our exports and our
economy is going to rack and ruin, with the
Federal Treasurer a tax avoider and so on. This
Minister has done nothing to address the prob-
lems at the port. If he had made a start on the
problems, I could give him some chance of
making progress. However, it is quite obvious
that the Minister will not make any progress
and he should be removed from his portfolio so
that somebody else can have a go.

What is going on in the painters and dockers
pool is scandalous. The number was increased
by this Government. Is got down to 28 and the
Government put it up to 35. I am almost sure
that it was this Minister who was involved. He
can jump up and down and correct me if I am
attributing to him something that I should not
be. In any event, the number got down to 28
and a suggestion was made that it should be
increased to something like 36 or 38. The Min-
ister then said that it would be 35, and said that
that represented a tremendous compromise.

What a load of hogwash that was! It should
never have been increased in the first place. It
is doubtful if the earlier number of 28 was
Justified. The Minister has a responsibility to
work out how many people are required. I
think 1.6 per cent of the 35 were employed on a
daily basis, so they are not all required.

In many cases work is trumped up. It is not
necessary for it to be done by these people. [ do
not mean them any harm. Redundancy pack-
ages have been worked out before, and should
be here so that this problem is not perpetuated.
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There is a lot of work to be done in
Fremantle, not only for the port but also for the
State's economy. The Government has made
no inroads in that area. This is a devastating
indictment of the Minister's capacity 10 get on
top of this pontfolio.

While on the Port of Fremantle, I raise a
matter to which I hope the Minister will reply.
The container crane contract at the Stateships
facility has just been removed. It has been
taken over from a private operator and given to
the Fremantle Port Authority. I do not know
the full background, but I want to tell the Min-
ister that I will find that out in the next few
days. I would like him to give me an answer
tonight because it will be easier if I get it now
rather than later.

The Minister wrote a letter to Mr and Mrs
Jarvis of Woodlands, who were trading as A. J.
and S. J. Jarvis, They have done this job and
done it well for several years. I believe their
quote was very competitive. The Minister, in
his letter of 3 November to the Jarvises, said
that they had lost this contract; he really
washed his hands of the affair.

I do not know that it is appropriate for the
Fremantle Port Authority to tender in that situ-
ation. I think some pressure was applied from
the union movement. The Minister might be
able to enlighten us while he has the oppor-
tunity tonight.

Moving on to another matter, the Minister
answered a question about World War I vet-
erans. I have been approached by Mr Aubrey
Dennis of Tuart Hill, who is a World War I
veteran. He is of great age. He seeks a con-
cession of fares on the local transport ser-
vices-trains and buses. He says he pays full
fare, and he believes the survivors who fought
in the first World War should be given further
concessions. I understand that is the position in
a number of other States. Is the Minister aware
of that situation?

An article appeared in The West Australian
of 31 August 1 9S2 headed "Free travel 64 years
on". The article says that it is time, 64 years
after the Great War, that veterans in WA be
finally ranted free travel on Westrail's rail and
road services. I guess that has not been ex-
tended to the MTT, and that is what he is
asking. The article said that Victoria and New
South Wales introduced a concession in the
late I1970s and the Commonwealth railways
took similar action.

I do not know how much it would cost, how
many World War I veterans there are in West-
ern Australia at this time, but I bring the mat-
ter to the Minister's attention.

I conclude with deregulation. I thought for a
while that this Governiment would continue the
wonderful thrust of deregulation which had
been introduced by the previous Liberal
Government in this State, but I think it has
backed down. I am concerned that the time-
table for deregulation by this Government spelt
out by the Treasurer when he opened the
national conference of the Road Transport
Federation in Perth a few weeks ago seemed to
be a timetable for doing precious little. The
Government and this Minister-or the new
one who takes his place before Christmas-
should look at making some hard decisions
about getting further along the track of
deregulation.

Deregulation has been a wonderful thing for
Western Australia. Tremendous progress was
made after it was implemented by the previous
Liberal Government. We should get on with
the job, because plenty of further deregulation
of our transport industry could be done.

There is a whole lot of red tape. When we
moved down that deregulatory path in relation
to agencies like the former Transport Com-
mission, now the Department of Transport, we
looked to see how to streamline the operation
in the way of deregulation. We still have a heap
of unnecessary red tape. I am sure costs could
be cut, fewer staff could be used, the operation
could be streamlined, and it could be made
easier for transport operators in this State to
operate.

The Government has not been rigorous
enough in looking at what sont of information it
needs from operators and what sort of red tape
is necessary in the transport industry. The Min-
ister should have a close look at that.
Businesses can get bogged down in red tape-
or blue tape; I have some here to show mem-
bers in a moment.

This applies not only to transport but also in
all fields. The amount Of regulation, red tape,
and so on which goes on in the transport indus-
try is absolutely ridiculous. I was visiting a
transport operator in a country town not very
long ago when he highlighted some of the
absurdities of the current licensing and regulat-
ory system. This chap pulled out an A4 sheet of

Ipaper which had obviously been computer
printed. I thought that was modern. It came
from the Department of Transport, and was a
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commercial'goods licence, -In fact it referred to
two Roadmaster trailers. That should be fairly
simple: One simple page with an amount on it
totalling $943, and the two vehicles are ident-
ified.

I said, "That looks simple, not like a heap of
red tape." He said, "Look closer," so I did. I
unfolded it, and here it is! This is a commercial
goods vehicle licence. I said, "You do not mean
all this relates to these vehicles?"

Mr Clarko: A pity you are not taller.

Mr Lightfoot: That must be two metres long!

Mr LAURANCE: I thought I might show the
Parliament. It reaches the ground now.. That is
a commercial goods licence.

Mr Cash: It is nine feet long!

Mr LAURANCE: It has writing on the one
side, but look at the other side! That is the fine
print, and it reaches to the ground.

I want to demonstrate to the Parliament how
absurd the situation has become. I am standing
on my seat and this licence is still reaching to
the ground. A person could hang himself with
this sort of red tape.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): Order! I think the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has made his point and can
resume his normal position.

Mr LAURANCE: I wonder whether Icoul
incorporate it in Hansard. Anyway, I think it
demonstrates my point. This is a computer
printout, but surely we do not need all this
bumf just to license a commercial vehicle.

Mr Gordon Hill: There appear to be tear off
sections-separate licences.

Mr LAURANCE: NO; I thought that too
when I first looked at it. This is all different. I
do not know whether the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services can really read this
from there, it has such very fine print. I am
having difficulty getting it all back together to
fit into the bag. This chap is a successful
businessman and he gave me another one,
which is even longer, for his other vehicle. This
is something the new Minister could look into
when he takes up his role just prior to
Christmas. He should look into the whole area
of regulation, red tape, and licensing. I think I
have demonstrated that the present situation is
absurd and in need of attention.

Mr CLARKO: I want to talk about a
transport matter which 1 regard as a major
scandal. Members opposite will perhaps be
pleased to know that it does not relate to their
Government but to a decision by the Federal
Labor Government to decline to fund the
Marmnion Avenue extension at Trigg, which is
due to be opened today-my notes indicate
tomorrow but I had to change my speech a
couple of minutes ago as it is now tomorrow.

The reason the Federal Labor Government
gives for declining to finance this road is that it
is certain the road is constructed on land-and
the land adjacent to it as well-which was pro-
visionally listed on the National Estate
Register. According to the Stirling Times of 25
November, the Federal Transport Minister,
Peter Morris, has said-

The Heritage Commission said the en-
tire area would have been listed, if the
project had been deferred.

The article also attributes the following to Mr
Morris-

Under these circumstances it would not
be appropriate for the Federal Govern-
ment to retrospectively fund a road project
that has directly resulted in the loss of part
of the National Estate.

This decision highlights the need to either
scrap the Heritage Commission or at least its
members and staff and start again. The Heri-
tage Commission has no credibility whatsoever
if it could list this arrant waste within the
National Estate Register. It is completely dis-
honest to assert that this Trigg dune country is
in any way either physically or culturally
worthy of inclusion in the National Estate.
Much of it is virtually denuded sand-dunes. It
is not virgin country. It was traversed by Elliott
Road at least 20 years ago, perhaps 40 years
ago, and also by a section of West Coast High-
way which runs from Scarborough to
Kanrinyup Road, and has been there for in the
order of 20 years.

This coastal sand-dune has for a long time
been scarred by the modemn technique whereby
the City of Stirling has had to carve a broad
path through the dunes, purportedly as a
firebreak. It is an absolute nonsense because
the firebreak is about 20 feet wide. If we get a
"Fremantle doctor" coming in and a fire is
raging on the Trigg dune, it just jumps straight
across the firebreak and burns the miserable
vegetation there. The area is regularly
subjected to bush fires which burn out the
meagre vegetation that most of this area con-
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sists of. Only in the south-eastern part of the
Trigg reserve does one find any vegetation
worthy of preserving, and it was I who many
years ago was responsible for ensuring a study
was carried out into the flora and fauna of this
area to establish whether it should be preserved
in some special way. From memory the study
reported in 1972 and found that if we skirted
the particular reserve in the way this road does,
we would not interfere with vegetation of any
significance.

I challenge the people who assert this land
should be put in the National Estate Register to
produce scientific evidence to support their
claim. I assert this is virtually the worst coastal
vegetation along this part of the west coast.
About the only country I can think of in this
area of WA worse than this is the Lancelin
dune country where people roam in their dune
buggies on an area of shifting sand of the sort
we might see in a film on Bedouins.

The hypocrisy of these people in opposing
this moad was highlighted by the Minister for
Transport here. The Deputy Leader of the Op-
position a while ago did mark him down from
two to I h out of 10, although I am prepared to
put him back up to two, because at the same
time that this hypocrisy was being displayed
about the Trigg dune area, a road was being
developed through the area adjacent to the
Cottesloe golf course, a piece of land was being
subdivided on the corner of West Coast High-
way and Oceanic Drive, and the dune in front
of the H-illarys marina was being flattened;, yet
the so-called conservationists said not one soli-
tary word about these other three projects
which were interfering with the same coastal
dune chain. Anyone who knows the country
around the Cottlesloe golf course where the
new road goes through would know its veg-
etation is 100 times better than this burnt-out,
denuded spot of Trigg sand dune.

I would like to read the comment of the Fed-
eral Labor member for Stirling, Mr Ron
Edwards, who lives remarkably close to this
new road. His comments are reported in an
article in the 25 November issue of the Stirling
Times-

Stirling MHR Ron Edwards said he was
disturbed that the hasty construction de-
cision had resulted in not only the loss of a
piece of Australia's precious heritage, but
also had cost $2.5 million.

Firstly, I argue strongly that the land is not
precious. This man, Ron Edwards, who puts
out more Press releases than any Federal par-

liamentarian I can recall other than Al Grassby
and who thinks of himself as the Minister for
everything, is now revealed as being largely re-
sponsible for preventing $2.5 million of Feder-
al road funds, to which we are entitled, coming
to the State. I understand he is quite unpopular
with his State ALP colleagues because of his
desperate, and I gather in most cases,
underhand actions in this matter, and this is
because of a report in the Press some time back
of leaks emanating from his office which had
the effect of undermining the position of Labor
in this State. So we have the position of Ron
Edwards, these so-called conservationists, the
Heritage Commission, and the Federal Labor
Government unfairly robbing WA of $2.5
million of road funds.

Mr Troy: That is not quite true.

Mr CLARKO: I would be happy for the Min-
ister to explain. What the Minister and his de-
partment have done is highly creditable. I am
prepared to show my appreciation, and the
appreciation of those who live in the area. The
advantage of this roadway to the large number
of people who move between the northern sub-
urbs and the south will be immense.

The situation is a scandal. All the people
involved in it who can be sacked, should be. It
is an exercise in deception and dishonesty. If it
is correct, as this newspaper article says, that a
sum of $2.5 million in road funds is not coming
to us from the Federal Government, to com-
pensate for the amount spent on this road, then
our road programme must slow down. Will a
dangerous road not be repaired, leading to a
road accident with injuries or worse? A great
deal of concern must be associated with those
people who have improperly worked against
the building of this road.

If Ron Edwards is a man of integrity-and I
do not suggest he is not-he should
immediately dedicate himself to obtaining this
sum of money which is apparently being denied
to Western Australia. He should ensure we are
reimbursed with that $2.5 million of road
funds which Mr Morris, the Federal Minister
for Transport, is quoted in the Stirling Times
as having said will not comei to Western
Australia.

I commend the Government for what it has
done on this project. It has been difficult for
the Minister, who has had to achieve it despite
the many people who must have crossed his
path trying to put up all sorts of spurious con-
servation arguments. The City of Stirling de-
serves great credit for its pant in the project, as
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does Mr John Quigley, a local resident who
organised local people to attend a meeting at
the Charles Riley Hall and was instrumental in
forming a loose organisation to work in various
ways-newspaper advertisements and the
like-to persuade the various powers that be to
give approval to this project.

I can understand the people living on what I
call the Trigg hill opposing the project because
they believed it would reduce their residential
amenity. I would not question their stance, but
the people who concern me are those who ar-
gued that the road should not go through be-
cause it was an area of valuable vegetation.
That is not true, as anybody who travels on this
road, as from today, will see as they go through
that section. I went out of my way two weeks
ago to ride my bicycle along that road.

Mr Troy: If we do not hurry up, we might not
get there to see the opening.

MrT CLARKO: I can assure the Minister that
it is a matter of great seriousness to us. I believe
it could well unseat Ron Edwards. I think it is a
very close seat.

Mr Brian Burke: I have a feeling he will be
returned.

Mr CLARKO: I will not bet with the
Treasurer on the matter, but I will swap a
couple of stamps I received the other day from
a lady on Norfolk Island. Perhaps that could be
a wager on whether or not Ron loses. I would
not ask' too pointedly, but I gather he is not
very popular with his colleagues for what he
has done.

Mr Brian Burke: We will be working very
hard for him.

Mr CLARKO: He stated he was opposed to
the road because it would cause problems for
the people in Cottesloe and City Beach. I can
just imagine a newspaper advertisement
reminding people in his electorate of the effect
it would have on the people of Cottesloe and
City Beach.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not a very honest
approach. You must be concerned about the
total effect.

Mr CLARKO: The approach of those people
has been dishonest. They have tried to build an
argument to the effct that- it is a piece of
precious vegetation. I have argued that that is
untrue. At the same time as the bulldozer was
there, vegetation as good as, if not better than,
that in the area was also in three other areas;
but the conservationists did not worry about
that. I believe the Conservation Council was

told it was a soft touch. It did all sorts of de-
plorable things, including bringing in Ken
Colbung, to bolster its argument.

The people who live in this area know that
something had to be done about the dangerous
state into which the section of West Coast
Highway between Scarborough and Sorrento
had fallen. A number of fatalities occurred be-
cause of the dangerous nature of the road.
Trucks and other large vehicles were causing a
tremendous traffic problem, and in addition
the road was acting as a barrier of' steel, cutting
off people living in the inner and coastal sub-
urbs from the beach itself. Hopefully there will
now be a vast reduction in the quantity of
traffic using this section of West Coast High-
way. The people who want to go by the seaside
will be able to go down one of the roads off
Mannion Avenue-off Karrinyup or North
Beach Roads-and enjoy the beach, but they
will have to make a conscious effort to do that
and I do not believe people will do so. When
Challenger Drive in City Beach first opened, I
thought I would continue to drive around the
coast. I did it twice and then gave up because I
could not get onto Challenger Drive from
there. That will also happen here. People will
not drive along that section of West Coast
Highway unless they have a clear-cut intention
of doing so.

That will give an opportunity to the
Treasurer's electors, who live in Balga, to come
over in their droves to enjoy the beautiful bath-
ing spots when it gets hot in January and
February. They will be able to park close to
where they want to go. When this road is
opened later today, it will be a real advantage
to the people of Balga.

A spokesman from Ron Edwards' office is
reported in the same newspaper article from
which I quoted before as saying, "The State
Government therefore has to pay the whole
eost." I assert that it is shameful and an act of
gross perfidy for the office of Ron Edwards to
take up that sort of stance; that is, that in some
way or other it does not mind Western
Australia losing out on $2.5 million. Someone
in a responsible position has put it to me that-
Ron Edwards has worked hard to prevent this
sum of money coming forward. That is what I
have been told, although I cannot say whether
or not it is true. if that is the case, I call on Ron
Edwards to reappraise the situation and tr to
ensure that $2.5 million does come to Western
Australia. If he does not, he will remind me of a
spoilt child who has not got its way and has
spat out its dummy.
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This new road extension should bring
trecmendous advantages to all those who tra-
verse or live in this pant of the coastal northern
su-burbs. It is therefore a great day for transport
in this pan of Western Australia and for those
who have been associated with the project, in-
cluding the Minister for Transport. I thank him
ar~d those of his colleagues who worked to
~chieve this, and I thank also the people I
mentioned before because it really is a most
positive thing.

Mr TROY: If I made a judgment of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and Oppo-
sition spokesman on Transport I would look at
the range of issues he touched on in his speech.
I remind members that he failed to cover the
areas of Westrail, Main Roads, Stateships, the
Department of Transport, Marine and lHar-
bours. Department, six port authorities, and air
control, both interstate and intrastate. People
should read Hansard at some time in the future
and judge his performance on the areas over
which he ranged.

I will relate a very small incident that oc-
curred a few weeks ago, on the last day of pri-
vate members' business in this House. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition brought on a
Bill concerning a difficulty with the collection
of fares by taxi drivers, knowing full well it had
very little chance of being debated in the Par-
liament.

He knew full well that it had very little
chance of being debated in the Parliament but
he was happy to make a song and dance about
it. Furthermore, he tried to impose himself on
the drivers at the annual meeting, after they
had asked him not to attend. On the evening
when they broke up he happened to be there
ready to hand out copies of his Bill. The people
will judge that sort of staging to which the
member opposite takes the. transport sector.

With regard to the transport trust fund, the
member opposite fails to understand that the
State Government had a very difficult financial
position. We are not ashamed to admit that. In
12 months' time people will see the results of
the way we addressed the problem, and we
shall be able to accept the credit, hopefully
from members opposite, at that time for the
way we have addressed the problem.

With regard to the transport trust fund allo-
cation to the Main Roads Department, which
involves a figure of $42.5 million, it should be
realised that there are two other allocations
from the transport trust fund. One allocation of

$3 million is made to the Department of
Transport. Is the member suggesting that part
of its function is not related to roads?

The second element is the Transperth
component of $44.5 million. Is the member
saying, for example, that there is no impact
whatsoever during the peak period operation
on the Perth transport system and that
Transperth makes no effective contribution to
lowering the congestion in that period? Is he
suggesting that private motor cars carrying an
average of 1.1 persons are the answer to that
peak period problem? I suggest that the mem-
ber should look a little further than his nose,
a1nd he will find reasonable answers to these
issues.

With regard to staff stand-downs, the mem-
ber fails to recognise that some adjustments to
six-wheel truck operations are necessary if they
are to be more economic. That is a well-
planned and reasoned approach which has
involved a high level of consultancy. I am sure
the member has made much of that point with-
out advancing one quarter of the truth of the
situation.

In terms of revenue collection from metro-
politan and country areas, again the member
chose not to bring into account the full facts.
When one analyses the recoup in terms of
motor spirit, it is seen that 40 per cent is col-
lected from the country and 60 per cent from
the metropolitan area;, and with road user
diesel fuel-not farm use-63 per cent is from
the country and 37 per cent from the metro-
politan area. When those figures are translated
into litres used, metropolitan residents use in
the order of 1 170 litres per annum, and resi-
dents in the country areas south of the 26th
parallel use 1 020 litres. The member chose to
ignore those figures. It is a false argument to
suggest that people are being wrongly charged
in terms of country and metropolitan area com-
parisons.

The member mentioned the performance of
Transperth. It is interesting to note the graphs
on Transperth's performance and the huge
turnaround which coincides with the Labor
Party's term in Government. The increase is
quite dramatic. It clearly shows the perform-
ance in terms of total passenger boardings and
indicates how the situation is progressing. An
analysis of the figures reveals that the deficit
has been held very effectively in per capita
terms and that Transperth is performing par-
ticularly well. It is a fact, but very rarely does
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition do his
homework on these matters.
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With regard to painters and dockers, I will
give another example of how the member has
misused the figures. It is a demand service.
Everyone in the shipping industry recognises
that it fluctuates quite wildly. However, he
chose to select the figures from a trough and
against that use the official figures for those
positions. They were adjusted downwards, but
the member did not acknowledge that, It was
not taken to the trough that applied at the time
because of the casual nature of the demand.
However, he again chase to distort the truth in
that situation.

The member wants to use the old argument
in terms of productivity, but in a recent debate
I clearly pointed out the situation in Fremantle
and the problems with container cranes which
are more than 20 years old. There is a problem
with feeding containers to them to make them
as efficient as one would like. However, the
member for Gascoyne chose not to recognise
that as the main component in terms of further
improvement at Fremantle.

On the question of the container crane and
its maintenance, the joint venture of Patrick's
Stateships called tenders for the maintenance
of the crane. As a result of their analysis of the
tenders, they awarded the contract to the
Fremantle Port Authority. That is the start and
finish of it; it is their decision and the contract
was won as a commercial operation.

With regard to the World War I veteran, the
Government's consideration of concessional
passes does not come within the transport area;
it comes within the portfolio of the Minister for
The Aged and is covered by the Government's
policy for the aged. As Minister responsible for
transport, I consider that is the appropriate
place for the question to be addressed. The
Government is attempting to run the transport
operations on a commercial footing, and
concessional provisions must come outside
those areas for full accountability.

On the aspect of deregulation of moad
transport, we are well on target with the pro-
gramme indicated by the Treasurer. In the past
few weeks a further development has occurred
in woad train- operations and a further step
taken towards deregulation, which has been
welcomed by those in the road transport indus-
try.

[ turn now to the points raised by the mem-
ber for Karrinyup with regard to Marmion Av-
enue. The questions with regard to heritage
should be addressed to the Minister for Plan-
ning. However, on the question of funding, a

series of projects is put forward for a limited
amount of money allocated under that group-
ing. Certainly Marmion Avenue was listed, but
I assure the member that the State is not miss-
ing out. A number of other projects have been
advanced to replace Marmion Avenue, and the
net return to the State has not been affected.

Mr Clarko: Morrison is misleading us, then?
Mr TROY: It is a different group of funding.

He is saying that under that group of funding
Marmion Avenue was not successful, but it
does not affect Western Australia overall.

I do not think it is appropriate for me to
continue my remarks in view of the late hour.

Division 85 put and passed.
Divisions 86 to 89: Metropolitan (Perth)

Passenger Transport Trust, $281 000; Western
Australian Government Railways Commission,
$254 038 000; Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission, $17 862 000; Small
Business Development Corporation,
$1 981 000-put and passed.

Division 90: Water Authority of Western
Australia, $34 785 000-

Mr MENSAROS: I bring only one matter
forward because there are others about which I
will speak during the General Loan Fund de-
bate. They relate to water resources, and I will
address them in somewhat longer terms.

In these Estimates there is a surprising in-
crease in the salaries and wages allocated for
the capital works programme. In budgets for
utilities where the portfolio deals with ongoing
expenditure, as well as having a reasonably
large capital works programme some salaries
from the ongoing expenditure are allocated to
capital works.

Last year out of those salaries almost $5.5
million was allocated for capital works. This
year the amount is $12.5 million. The only ex-
planation we can find is in the supplement to
the capital works Estimates on page 8 where
there is a very interesting remark which
states-

The major item in this common services
group is captial works overheads with a n
allocation of $12.5 million. This amount
has increased substantially from 1985-86
expenditure to reflect a more correct allo-
cation of salaries and administration over-
heads between water resources operations
and capital works.

This is a very ambiguous statement, It could
mean a drastic mistake was made last year be-
cause the capital works last year were $145
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million whereas this year they are $ 148 million,
a difference of virtually nil, yet the allocation
for pant of the salaries to service the capital
works or anything connected with them which
is not booked directly in the capital works
Budget is increased 2 / times. It might appear
to the Minister that $12 milion is not very
important, but it has further importance to
which I will refer when we get to the Loan
Budget. That relates to how the loans generally
and the sources of capital works generally are
organised. That is not a new question, but I
remind the Minister that he should have a little
deeper look at it because I can imagine that the
experts will recommend certain things to him,
and he will accept that from the experts.

The whole charges structure can hinge on the
responsible handling of capital works. The
Minister can learn from these Budget papers
that out of the ongoing expenditure of the
Water Authority of Western Australia a horren-
dous part-44 per cent or 45 per cent-is spent
on servicing loans. Normally in utilities we
used to complain when the figure reached one-
third. Most of the utilities try to reduce this by
self-financing. Of course that demands some
sacrifices, and Governments must start to
make them-and we started it, but it has been
discontinued in various ways; if I wanted to be
unkind I would say by cooking the books. Take
depreciation: The country part of the water
undertakings traditionally under the Public
Works Department used depreciation on his-
torical value, whereas the Metropolitan Water
Authority, as it was before the amalgamation,
took a more modem business approach and
charged depreciation on replacement value.

Mr Brian Burke: It is not as clearcut as you
say. There is a big argument about this.

Mr MENSAROS: We could argue about it.
The question is to what extent one borrows,
particularly at times of high interest rates-
there is no doubt that for the last 10 years we
have had high interest rates-and to what ex-
tent one uses self-financing.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not the only argu-
ment. The crux of the argument is how does
one depreciate Canning Dam, and is it wise?

Mr MENSAROS: I am very happy to go into
this argument, but what I want to point out
now is that no matter how it is depreciated or
from where one gets the internal funds with
which to fund future capital works, the more
funds generated internally to fund capital
works the less it costs the ratepayers in the long
run, and the more people who use the services

generated from capital works the less future
generations will have to pay. That is the philo-
sophical argument. Of course the convenience
of the Government comes into it. Every
Government is at fault there because they like
to say, "We kept the charges below the in-
flation rate; we kept the charges down." That
has nothing to do with the businesslike conduct
of a utility and it is unfortunately a political
judgment. I could have been accused when I
was in charge that the charges did not go down
very much. It was deliberate to go over to self-
financing.

I will explain it in very simple terms to the
Treasurer although it will be a little exagger-
ated, If one takes interest rates, not only the
ongoing rate but adding the cost at which one
gets the loan, it does not matter that the Cen-
tral Borrowing Authority gets it and not the
Water Authority, it still is a servicing rate and
an acquiring rate or procuration cost.

Let us say for easier calculation it is 20 per
cent, although I know it is not that high today.
In the first year one needs 100 units for capital
works. That costs 20 units. In year two one
needs another l00 units which costs another 20
units and makes a total of 40 units. Obviously
by year five 100 units will cost another 100
units; from year six they cost 120 units, and so
on. If one were to self-finance the whole lot,
which again is an exaggeration, in year one the
cost would be 100 units, in year two one would
pay 100 units, and the same in year five, but
from then on one would only pay 100 units,
never 140 units or 160, and so on at an ever-
increasingly higher cost.

Mr Brian Burke: The point is should this
generation pay for the capital works which will
serve three, four, or five generations?

Mr MENSAROS: Exactly. It should be pro-
portioned. The example I gave was an exagger-
ation. The proper thing to do is divide it so
there is both borrowed capital and self-finance,
but one never allows the proportion between
the two to vary to the extent that out of one's
ongoing budget-one's revenue-one has to
pay nearly half for servicing these borrowings
for capital works, because it cannot be claimed
that the present generation can use 45 per cent
or 50 per cent of the capital works.

That is the philosophical question. I have the
greatest respect for the Minister because he
approaches things in an honest and stmaightfor-
ward way. He is prepared to discuss matters
and to learn and ask questions, and one cannot
ask more of him than that. Obviously account-
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ancy is not his main field of expertise. I wanted
to show him how important this is and how
sometimes the experts have to be shaken up.

I wish to dwell on one example connected
with capital works. We have spoken about new
water resources. The next major dam to be
constructed, which is shown on the five-year
plan of the Water Authority, is the North
Dandalup Dam, which will hold about 30
million cubic metres of water, only a small
amount when compared with the 550 million
cubic metres aggregate capacity supplying the
metropolitan area. The Government will be ad-
vised that it will be a cheap source of water and
a clean source of water because it will be rain-
water. It will also be advised that it will be easy
to pipe the water because of gravity. All of
those arguments will be put to the Minister
when studies are done to justify building the
dam. However, I remind the Minister and the
Treasurer that if this dam is built, we can say
goodbye to the playground of the Murray River
delta and the biggest part of the Peel Inlet.

The Government should not ask advice from
desk scientists. I have invited the Minister to
go and talk to the people who have lived there
all their lives. In fact, some of their fathers
lived there all their lives too. I know them be-
cause I have been going to the area for 25 years.

The Serpentine River has been dammed, and
it never flows now; the water is stale. The South
Dandalup River, which is a tributary of the
Murray River was dammed and the Murray
flow then decreased to half. That can be proved
because the flows have been measured.

What does that mean? It means that the
water never cleanses and the algae proliferates.
It has proliferated only since the dam was built.
People do not believe that; they tell us it has
proliferated because of agriculture in the area.
The farmers have been there for nearly 150
years.

The second oldest mill in the State is on Mill
Island, and the Treasurer opened an annexe of
it. I am sorry he did not invite me; I know it
was not through discourtesy. Had I been
invited I could have invited the Treasurer to
my house which would have been nice, and
which is on that island. A ford was used for
access to the old mill, because honses and cants
were used to deliver the grain from the south-
west to the mill.

There was no noticeable algae in the Murray
River 15 years ago. Why? Because the Murray
River flow flushed it out and the algae did not
have time to grow. The cause of the recent

proliferation was not the farms. Another reason
for the algae proliferating has been excessive
domestic development, including the growing
of lawns, and the installation of septic tanks
and french drains, the waste from which is
washed into the river.

If the new North Dandalup dam is built the
area will be killed as an aquatic playground. It
is an enormously important area from a tourist
point of view. I would be happy if I live that
long because there would be fewer people,
which was the reason I built there in the first
place. I needed a sanctuary to which I could
disappear. The dam will kill this area.

As I said, the Treasurer should not listen to
desk scientists. Engineers will argue until they
are blue in the face for the building of these
dams and that is understandable, but they do
not see what can happen in these areas. There
is a new generation of water engineers in the
Water Authority who have never built dams
and they want to build one. That is their argu-
ment for building this one, although they will
not tell one that.

I will not go any further with that, but I will
probably raise matters in relation to charges
during the General Loan and Capital Works
Fund debate.

I would like to leave a thought with the Min-
ister in addition to the financing of capital
works, because it is an important matter and I
think Governments should be responsible for
the State. When I was Minister I always
advocated that in these matters there somehow
has to be a bipartisan policy, as there should be
with charges. Both sides advocate a policy for
charging for usage and service. We have not
achieved a bipartisan policy. The first proper
step towards a pay-for-service, pay-for-use"
policy was that applied by Hon, Graham
MacKinnon in relation to domestic water.
Some people might consider that not to be
equitable because the palace pays the same as
the most humble residence. However, at least it
is paid for on the basis of service and usage. It
has not been resolved with sewerage, and it has
not been resolved with business water charges,
although some steps have been taken here. It
was suggested for the first time by the now
Treasurer, who was then the spokesman on
water resources. He said he would like to drop
the usage allowance allowed for businesses ac-
cording to the value of the property. That has
happened, but it is a drop in the ocean because
business people only represent, from memory,
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five to seven per cent of ratepayers, and yet
they pay more than 50 per cent of the rates as
opposed to the domestic user.

The policy should be a bipartisan one be-
cause we cannot charge for usage from one day
to the next. I wish to give an example which is
well known to those who examined how to
charge for usage, and everyone advocates it.
One can introduce the policy for business water
by charging the measure of water that goes into
the business property, not by the diameter but
by another measurement of the pipe. The
measurement cannot be taken from the diam-
eter because of the resistance from the sides of
the pipes. If that were done, what would hap-
pen? Next year Boans would pay about 20
times more than they pay now, because up un-
til now they have paid not for the consumption
but for the value, and they are on the most
valuable property in town. Boans does not use
a lot of water. It uses it for airconditioning and
toilets, and that type of thing. Yet, on the other
hand, in South Fremantle, Schilkins a tannery,
would pay 20 times less because that property
is of very little value and accordingly it does
not pay terribly high charges on business water,
of which they use a large quantity. If they were
to pay according to usage, the costs would go
up enormously, as they would with a bottling
company or a brewery.

However, it should be done. It has been done
in some places, in Singapore for example. How-
ever, it can only be done gradually, say over a
period of 10 years. A Government will not last
10 years, so it can only be done in a bipartisan
manner. The Government would have to give
up some political advantage if it really wants to
serve the people. I finish at this point hoping I
have contributed something to the debate.

Mr BLAIKIE: The matter I wish to raise with
the Minister relates to the control he has over
the water boards in Western Australia. All I can
say about the previous Minister is, "Good rid-
dance." I found him to be incompetent and
rude because of the lack of consideration he
gave to the respective water boards in Western
Australia. There are three water boards:
Busselton, Harvey, and Bunbury. It was the
Labor Party's policy during the 1983 election
to have a single Water Authority incorporating
all water boards of the State. The Government
subsequently made a decision to permit the
three remaining water boards to continue
operating. However, the previous Minister
made it quite difficult for the boards to con-

tinue by placing heavy restrictions on them. In
doing so, he also created a most unfair set of
financial circumstances.

The Government introduced a pensioners'
rebate scheme for water charges, but when it
applied that policy to the water boards I have
mentioned, the effect was that they had to meet
their own rebates. Everyone in Western
Australia contributes towards the pensioner re-
bates, but when it comes to the three water
boards mentioned the people in those areas are
paying twice.

Previously, the Government subsidised the
respective water boards for the rebates they
gave. Minister Tonkin saw fit to take away that
subsidy and the boards had to meet the rebates.
In addition to that they are obliged to pay a
three per cent levy on revenue received. I ask
the Minister to give careful consideration to
these matters and to review the previous de-
cisions that were made. Both matters have
caused concern to the water boards.

Worse than that, the Minister singled out the
Bunbury Water Board and made a cash grant
available to it for the amount to be levied on
pensioners, but the Hanvey and Busselton
Water Boards were excluded. I do not disagree
with the favourable treatment given to the
Bunbury Water Board, but the Minister made
the other water boards pay the piper.

A further matter I raise with the Minister is
that when the boards were reconstructed they
were given the power to set their own rates
subject to the approval of the Minister. Should
the Minister believe the rate is too high-the
board may set a 16 per cent rate, but the Minis-
ter may say that it should be only eight per
cent-he could insist on a lower rate and, as a
result, bankrupt the board.

I have received a letter from the Busselton
Water Hoard which summarises; the matter I
have raised. It states-

RE: PENSION REBATES-3% LEVY ON
REVENUE

Further to the Board's letter of 7
October 1986, it is their wish for you to
continue your efforts to have the above
charges made into an Ex Gratia Refund to
both Board's, the same as Bunbury Water
Board.

This Board have in the meantime pre-
pared their 1987 Budget, and struck the
rates, based on that Budget, which necessi-
tates an increase 16.66% above the 1986
rates.
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The point to be made in this decision by
the Board, is that 7. 1% of that increase is
represented by the $50,000 to be levied on
the above 2 items, and 9.5% for increases
in normal expenditures.

The Busselton and Harvey Water Boards face
the same problem, and they will need to in-
crease the rate by 17 per cent. If the previous
situation were to apply, the increase would be
only 9.5 per cent.

1 want the Minister to understand that I sup-
port the benefits that have been pranted to the
Bunbury Water Board and agree that the
Government made the correct decision. How-
ever, the same decision should be made in re-
spect of the other two water boards. The
financial penalties applying to the Bunbury
Water Board for the next three years are as
follows: 1986, $46 000; 1987, $92 000; and
1988, $138 000. The total over the three-year
period is $276 000. 1 implore the Minister to
understand that this amount represents the
pensioner rebate and the three per cent levy
which this Government has made into art ex
gratia refund in the case of the Bunbury Water
Board.

it is unfortunate that the Minister's
predecessor is not in the Chamber tonight, be-
cause he knows that the decision he made was
unjustified.

As far as the Busselton Water Board is con-
cerned, the financial penalties it will incur over
the next three years are: 1986, $20 400; 1987
$40 800; and 1988, $61 200. The total is
$122000.

The three boards have provided a positive
service to this State and have been run ef-
ficiently. Although in 1983 it was the Govern-
ment's policy to establish a single authority and
bring the boards under one umbrella, in its
wisdom it made a decision to grant the boards
autonomy under the direction of the Minister.

I plead with the Government to give con-
sideration to the points I have raised in order
that the Harvey and Busselton Water Boards
are treated in the same manner as the Bunbury
Water Board.

Mr CRANE: I wish to raise a couple of
points with the Minister for Water Resources.
Firstly, there is concern in many country areas
that the Government will withdraw from pro-
viding water services in country towns and will
leave them devoid of people, with the result
that the towns will die and will not serve the
community. I refer in particular to Moora, and
[ asked a question about it yesterday.

As the Minister is in the Chamber tonight, I
draw his attention to the strong rumour that
the Water Authority depot in Moora will be
removed, and I ask him to investigate the ru-
mour and to give an assurance that it will not
happen. Once the mood presents itself, it will
not be long before we find that all other
Government authorities will follow suit.

I thank the Minister for his concern and
interest about the experimental dams to which
I have referred in this place on many occasions.
Recently he visited the wheat-belt to look at
these dams. The Minister for Agriculture is
aware of my feelings about these dams. I am
sure the Minister for Water Resources, when he
inspected the dams, did not have any fears of
drowning as he walked over the bottom of
them.

I have always claimed that any water that
falls on the ground in Western Australia should
be preserved where possible. It is a priceless
commodity. There are some areas in which this
cannot happen because of the type of soil.
Some soil will not hold water, and in some
areas there is not sufficient mun-off for the
water to flow into the dams.

I know the Minister is aware of this and has
had it explained to hint It is unfortunate that
at this time when the parliamentary session is
concluding I seem to be the only person from
the Opposition representing the wheat-belt
areas who is able to speak on these matters. I
would have thought that it was our responsi-
bility to be here and to bring these matters
forward at this time.

As the Minister would know, I have been a
very strong fighter for the country areas and I
still am. Even though I no longer live permna-
nently in the country, I spend a preat deal of
my time there. When people ask me where I
live, I generally say, "If you see a motor vehicle
with registration number M-256 on it, you will
know that that is where 1 live."~

I ask the Minister to consider the points I
raised regarding water. I thank him personally
for the interest he has shown and for the en-
couragement he has given to a number of
people who for many years have been
endeavouring to get Governments of different
colours; interested in the problems that we have
in the country. Of course, I am referring
specifically to the Agaton project. It is a won-
derful project, but it is the sort of project which
can be appreciated only by men of vision. I say
that quite sincerely because I am sure that had
present Governments-State and Federal-
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been in office at the turn of the century,
Australia would never have been developed,
because I have never seen in this place suf-
ficient far-reaching vision in members of Par-
liament to adopt the projects which are necess-
an' for the future.

The Minister, as a person who himself has
spent most of his years in the country, appreci-
ates the problems peculiar to those areas and
the sincerity of the people who must live in and
develop those areas for the economic well-be-
ing of the State. I thank him for the interest he
has shown and assure him that he will get every
support from those people who for years have
been crying out to members from both sides of
the Chamber who have always given the im-
pression that they would listen, but who never
seemed to let the words sink in.

Mr BRIDGE: I thank the three members
who spoke on this vote, because essentially
their words were complimentary to the efforts
of the authority and to me, and I am grateful'
for that. The member for Floreat was con-
cerned about a particular item in the Estimates.
The only information I have is almost word for
word the description that the member for
Floreat gave to the Chamber when referring to
that figure. I am advised that the $12 million
figure that is shown is pant of the capital expen-
diture for water resources and, as the member
for Floreat indicated, some of the funds were
apparently used in that area and not just for the
other items which they were designed to serve.
I appreciate the member's comments with re-
spect to that item and I will check out the
matter so that I can get from the authority a
clear definition of how the item ought to be
described and addressed.

Mr Mensaros: It is not very important. It is
only an illustration of how money can be
switched. If there is not enough money for capi -
tal works, the money can be pinched from
somewhere else.

Mr BRIDGE: I appreciate that the descrip-
tion here is not very clear.

The issue the member for Floreat raised in
relation to the dam is a matter on which I
would need to have a lot of consultation with
people in the area. As the member for Floreat
would know, as the Minister for Water Re-
sources I am determined to speak extensively
with people within the areas in which projects
are being examined or planned. As in the case
of the other schemes that we are currently mov-
ing down the path towards commissioning,
there have been many discussions between lo-

cat people and me, and that policy will con-
tinue. I rely heavily upon the input of the
people who understand the region. An under-
standing of local characteristics is necessary be-
fore making final determinations about these
sorts of programmes. I assure the member for
Floreat that I understand the two points he
raised and that I will certainly take them on
board.

The member for Vasse raised the matter of
the rebate and said that he saw some inequities
in the way in which it currently applies in
Busselton as opposed to Bunbury. To date, I
have not had the opportunity to address the
situation, because I did not realise that the
problem existed. Again, I would be keen to
consider the matter and have discussions with
members of the Water Authority Board to see
whether some adjustment can be made.

Mr Blaikie: Would you be amenable to re-
ceiving a deputation from the local water
board?

Mr BRIDGE: Yes, I am always happy to
meet such deputations. That is no problem.

Mr Blaikie: The Premier would do well to
make you Minister for The South West. You
have received a few accolades down there.

Mr BRIDGE: The fact is that I come from
the country and I understand country people
and the need to talk in terms of country issues.
That isjust a normal pattern that I am happy to
continue.

The member for Moore raised two points.
With respect to the first point he raised, it is
clearly a policy of the Government to ensure
that there is not any mobilisation of staffing
levels within the subregions Or within country
tow ns generally. The thrust of our approach to
regionalisation is designed to move people out
of the metropolitan centre-or the main area
in Newcastle Street-into the main areas that
have been developed within certain regions.
We are very keen to ensure that there is no
withdrawal of staff levels from the towns sur-
rounding those main centres.

I have been very conscious of the fact that
many people have been greatly concerned
about that possibility. A lot of pressure has
been applied to me by members representing
places such as Moora, Merredin and Collie be-
cause of the degree of justifiable concern that
has been felt by people in those areas. If
regionalisation allowed this kind of situation to
occur in the country, it would have the desired
effect which the Government sees as essential
for country areas; that is, to improve and up-
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grade the services at the same time as sustain-
ing staff levels. We do not intend to reduce
services or staff levels. in that respect, we
would be very keen to ensure that such a trend
did not occur. 1 take on board the concerns of
the member for Moore, and I am very much
aware of them.

With respect to the Agaton water project, I
visited the area a couple of weeks ago and had a
very interesting discussion with the shire after
visiting the area itself.

I became very interested in aspects of this
scheme, and I shall be looking at it because I
want to satisfy myself about the answers to a
number of issues. I can assure the member for
Moore that the process is in place.

I am not saying that it will ever occur, but I
share the interest of the farmers up there, and
that of members representing the area. One
person who shares the same interests as the
member for Moore is Hon. Jim Brown, MLC.
He is a keen and enthusiastic supporter of the
scheme. He has talked with me at considerable
length, and travelled with me to visit the area
in question.

These matters have been canvassed with me.
I want to thank the three members for their
essential support of the measures put in place
by the Government and me. I have noted the
points raised and will look at them.

Division 90 put and passed.
Division 91: Aboriginal Affairs Planning

Authority, $7 921 000-
Mr CRANE: I briefly draw the attention of

the Minister to the Aboriginal Planning Auth-
ority-it is really Aboriginal Affairs. He may
be aware that I have a number of Aboriginal
people in my electorate, and we have had a few
problems.

The matter I raise tonight is one which has
been before us for a long time and has caused a
great deal of concern to the Moona local auth-
ority. A number of years ago in Moora an Ab-
original pensioner unit complex was built. For
various reasons which 1 will not go into fully
tonight, in view of the time, this complex has
fallen into disuse. Many of the people passed
away, and the place became dilapidated and
knocked about.

There are many reasons for this, which are
not all the fault of the local Aboriginal com-
munity. It became disused and an eyesore in
the town. The shire council felt it should either
be repaired or removed. It was concerned

about this some time ago, and I made represen-
tations to the previous Minister to help in a
great many ways.

I appreciate his problems and the problems
of the present Minister. There seems to be a
great deal of trouble finding somebody who can
make a decision on these matters. By way of
criticism, it is claimed that so much money is
spent for Aboriginal people, but we do not see a
great deal for it. 1 agree with that to a certain
extent. Whenever I go to the airport here cer-
tain people are either just flying to Canberra or
just returning from talking about these matters.

The crux of what I want to say is that much
of the money being spent for Aboriginal pur-
poses is being spent on people travelling
around the countryside, whether in Western
Australia or around the whole of Australia,
attending meetings but not doing very much. I
see a lot of that.

Mr Peter Dowding: They are called parlia-
mentarians.

Mr CRANE: No, these are not parliamen-
tarians. These are people who seem to get
elected to boards, councils, and all sorts of
things, but nothing seems to happen.

My concern is that the money being
expended is not being used for 'the benefit of
the Aboriginal people themselves. The poor old
Aboriginal sitting under the gum tree with the
flies around his head is not getting the assist-
ance we want him to get.

I support help for the Aboriginal people be-
cause they need help. I try to help as much as I
can. I bring this problem to the attention of the
Minister because a decision must be made. We
must have a fast-track mechanism whereby de-
cisions such as those we have been trying to
arrive at with this complex in Moona can be
made quickly so that the complex is either
repaired or used for other purposes.

The Aboriginal Progress Association in
Moora has for a long time wanted to use that
complex for various reasons or in various ways,
but it has been thwarted because it needs about
$20 000 to put the complex back in order. I
made arrangements to obtain the money, but
somebody in authority must look after the
complex.

I am bringing this to the Minister's attention
because it has been going on for a long time.
The Moora council has been very patient. I
requested them not to bulldoze the buildings. If
we cannot use them in Moora, I am sure they
can be used somewhere else.
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I would like to talk to the Minister personally
about this. Someone somewhere must be able
to make a decision to act. Never mind about
these people who travel all over Australia
attending conferences and all that; that does
not solve anything for the Aboriginal people
themselves. They need this assistance. They
want the money and the help. I am sure the
Minister understands what I am saying.

Has any member ever considered a self-help
scheme for the Aboriginal people? Many people
live in fringe dwellings outside the metropoli-
tan area in very substandard buildings. We
should be shocked at the substandard buildings
manny of these people have. Have we ever
thoughtt that perhaps there should be a self-help
scheme whereby they could make bricks and
learn to build houses themselves?

The Minister has been to Sydney Road,
Wanneroo, where Ken Colbung has trained
people to lay bricks. Aboriginal people are
quite capable. -I have lived all my life with
them. Some of the best shearers I have ever
seen were Aboriginal people. They were not
only good shearers, they were kind to the sheep.
I never saw an Aboriginal shearer lose his
temper or maltreat his sheep. I do not know
whether the Minister has either. They have
been very kind.

I believe there is a place for them, and they
can make a very useful contribution. But we
must help them in a meaningful way. I ask for a
scheme where we get them the cement, the
brick-making machines, and the sand in order
to teach them how to do this, because they are
capable of doing it. I appeal to the Minister:
For God's sake let us really do something
meaningful for them because they need our
help and they are deserving Of OUr help.

Mr BRIDGE: The member for Moore raised
two points. I will be brief in responding.

The self-help scheme is gaining considerable
momentum in Aboriginal communities. For
example in the reserve at Broome there is a
fairly large housing project in place where
bricks are being made locally by the com-
munity, and buildings constructed by using
their own work force within the reserve area.
That is much the same as the one the member
described out at Ken Colbung's complex.

The present package which the State and
Commonwealth Governments have worked out
in respect of initiatives designed to improve
Aboriginal living conditions in this State is
geared to that sort of encouragement and devel-
opment. Already we are receiving very

interesting and positive responses from Abor-
iginal communities and groups around the
State. In many instances they are drawing up
corporate plans of development to cover five or
10-year periods. This is tremendously exciting
because these are the sorts of goals and
objectives being planned under the infrastruc-
ture we have put in place to enable those goals
to be achieved. This all fits in with the general
theme of the proposition put forward by the
member. In the next few years he will see much
more of this being put into place.

This will all follow upon a clear policy we are
developing as pant of our whole package where
the question of accountability of funds is a
criticial part of our planning. The monitoring
of what is happening with funds and what work
is being carried out is part of the structure be-
ing put in place. We are achieving this by
developing a strong system of consultation be-
tween all the agencies responsible for funding
Aboriginal agencies in this State, whether they
be State or Federal agencies. We are
coordinating the whole process of the distri-
bution of funds to agencies. The accountability,
supervision, control, and monitoring of every-
thing that goes on is in place so that the result
should be that Aboriginal people will benefit
rather than as sometimes was clearly evidenced
when the dollar was not spent in the way it was
designed to be spent.

The points made by the member for Moore
are valid ones. He will find that we are
structuring Aboriginal Affairs in this State in a
manner designed to look after all the issues he
raised. I am confident that as a result of the
newly developed coordination we have in this
State in the area of Aboriginal Affairs we will
see some clear successes emerging. I am sure
that generally speaking the people will be very
happy with what we will achieve.

Division 91 put and passed.

Division 92: Aboriginal Cultural Material
Committee, $626 000-put and passed.

Division 93: Police, $160 513 000-
Mr CASH: For some months now I have

been pointing out to the Parliament that it is
very clear not only to us but also to members of
the public in this State that the Government of
WA is not dinkum when it comes to supporting
its Police Force and has not seen fit to support
its Police Force in a way that most members of
the public and most members of Parliament
would expect. Therefore we are suffering some
of the consequences of that attitude.
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Yesterday the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services tabled the 1986 annual re-
port of the Police Department, in which can be
found some startling revelations. We find indi-
cations that the crime rate has increased dra-
matically over the last 12 months.

Mr Lightfoot: It is out of control.

Mr CASH: Obviously the member has taken
the time to study the report and to see what the
Commissioner of Police himself says about the
lack of support he is getting from this Govern-
ment and about the crime rate in WA. The
report provides statistics also of our very poor
record, regrettably, of road traffic accidents.

Perhaps for the benefit of the members who
have not read what is in about 150 pages of
reporting, I should provide some summaries, as
I have unlimited time.

Mr Bryce. Enjoy it while you have it.

Mr CASH: I hope the Deputy Premier enjoys
this also as I point out some of the statistics
that have been confirmed by the Commissioner
of Police in WA.

Mr Bryce: No-one believes you.

Mr CASH: All the Deputy Premier is doing is
putting down the Commissioner of Police, be-
cause I will read his report-and if the Deputy
Premier says, as I read the statistics, that the
commissioner is not stating the truth, that is
fine; that is up to the Deputy Premier. I would
have thought that as the Deputy Premier, the
member would have stood in this place and
supported the commissioner. Obviously that is
not the case and I am quite sure the com-
missioner and his senior officers will be
interested when they read this section of
Mansard to see that the Deputy Premier has
implied that the statistics the commissioner has
submitted in his 1986 annual report are not
true.

Several members interjected.

Mr CASH: We have the Deputy Premier
interjecting- back there, the Treasurer
interjecting over here, and the Minister unsure
just what is going on. What an interesting situ-
ation we find ourselves in when the Treasurer
supports the comments just made by the Depu-
ty Premier, which obviously were designed to
undermine the Commissioner of Police in this
State. It is a pretty poor state of affairs, but
what more can we expect from this Treasurer
and this Government?

Let us not kid ourselves about where the
Treasurer stands. Let me show members this
banner headline. They cannot miss it. It reads
"Police union says Burke a bully".

Mr Wilson: Did you write it?

Mr CASH: I did not, Mr Minister for Hous-
ing. It was written by Bill Power, a noted
journalist in Perth.

Mr Peter Dowding: He didn't write the head-
line.

Mr CASH: Perhaps the Minister will be good
enough to tell me who did write the headline?

Mr Peter Dowding: We don't know.

Mr CASH: The headline was written as a
result of the story written by Bill Power. Is the
Minister telling me that this does not say
"Police union says Burke a bully"? I will make
it as easy as I can for the Government members
and will read it out slowly: "Police union says
Burke a bully". Does the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations deny that is what the headline
says? Not even the Minister, on $1 500 a day,
would be prepared to deny that it says that. He
has been into court on a few occasions and has
been able to put a good story across. Doe it not
say "Police union says Burke a bully"?

Mr Peter Dowding: That's right.

Mr CASH: At least the Minister acknowl-
edges that that is both the headline and the
fact. That is all 1 wanted him to do. It does not
say that I am saying he is a bully-not in the
headline. I believe he is a bully when it comes
to his treatment of the Police Force. These are
the words written in the Daily News of 20
November 1986, and the headline which I will
read again for any member who may not have
heard because of the interiections of the Minis-
ter for Industrial Relations is "Police union
says Burke a bully".

If members like, I will circulate it to them
later so that they may read it for themselves
and see the sorts of comments the union made
about the Premier:

Let me go a little further. I have read the
headline to members, but I will read it again:
"Police union says Burke a bully". I will now
read the first paragraph of the story in the
Daily News. It says-

The Premier, Mr Burke, is acting like the
schoolyard bully who can't get his way,
claims the Police Union-
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What does that say? The article continues-
The union says since it won members

the 38-hour week, Mr Burke has continu-
ally attacked the police.

We know that is a fact. Soon after the Indus-
trial Relations Commission brought down its
finding in relation to the recent application by
the Police Union for a 38-hour week, we heard
the Premier say on radio that irrespective of
the Industrial Relations Commission-Madam
Deputy Chairman, I do not wish to interrupt
the interchange going on in the Chamber, but I
want the Government members to listen to me
and not to the member for Murchison-Eyre. I
will have to read the article again.

Point of Order
Mr PARKER: Madam Deputy Chairman,

the member for Mt Lawley is engaging in what
surely must come under the category of tedious
repetition pursuant to Standing Order No. 142.
1 ask you to ask him to cease doing that. It is
the fifth time that he has read the same head-
line.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
I would like to make two observations. One is
that the Minister is quite correct, and that in
my hearing the member for Mt Lawley has in
fact repeated the headline seven times. On the
other hand, there has been some interjection
from members who are not in their seats, which
probably should not be tolerated by the Chair. I
would ask members who wish to interject-and
the member for Mt Lawley obviously is not
discouraging them-to do so from their seats.

Comin mee Resumed
Mr CASH: Thank you, Madam Deputy

Chairman. In respect of your determination,
you were quite right. I understood it to be
seven times, and it had to be said seven times
because of the interjections from our friends up
here, who obviously did not want to listen to
what was going on.

I will continue reading the report, which I
will submit to Hansard later on so it gets the
exact wording, irrespective of the interjections.
The report continues-

A Government member interjected.
Mr CASH: I will start again for the member.

It might be tedious repetition to Government
members, but I say again that I have unlimited
time and I am quite prepared to sit here until
seven o'clock in the morning if it is necessary.

Government members: Boring, boring.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! On this
occasion, recognising the lateness of the hour, I
can give some tolerance to repetition of that
kind, but I do not think it is entirely fair and it
will probably simply prolong the proceedings,
so I would ask members to desist from those
repetitious interjections.

Mr CASH: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Chairman. There is no question that it will pro-
long what I am going to say, because I am going
to say it no matter how long it takes. If the
Minister for Environment wants to carry on
like a two-bob watch at 1.30 in the morning,
that suits me. I have all the time in the world to
tell the Minister that his Government has not
been supporting the Police Force in Western
Australia. For the time being the various Min-
isters of the Government, including the Deputy
Premier who now hides behind his daily paper,
can try as much as they like to defend the Min-
ister for Police and Emergency Services.

Mr Hodge: He has done you over nicely.

Mr CASH: Now that I have heard the inter-
jection, I will come back to it in a minute. But
that is not the way the members of the Police
Force in Western Australia see it when they
talk to me and to other people throughout the
State. They see it quite differently. This article
in itself is a clear indication that the Govern-
ment is not supporting the Police Force.

Mr Bryce: They think you are a political
germ.

Mr CASK: That is not the reaction I get from
the police as I move throughout the State, and
it is certainly not the reaction I get from com-
munity members who write to me and ring me
up and ask me to continue to raise in this
Chamber the fact that the Government is not
prepared to support its Police Force. All it
wants to do is, by way of interjection,
undermine its commissioner and the police. I
do not believe that is a reasonable situation,
but if that is what the Government wants, so be
it. However, the Opposition intends to support
the commissioner and the members of the force
as they would expect to be supported.

Now we are five or 10 minutes down the
track, and I will get back to the article appear-
ing in the Daily News on 20 November 1986
under the banner headline "Police union says
Burke a bully". The article continues-

Its general secretary, Mr Ric Stingemore,
said members were peeved that Mr Burke
had kept up his attacks, mainly over police
lunch breaks.
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Mr Stingemore said Mr Burke was mis-
leading the public, and Statements through
various media were a gross indictment of
the intelligence of the Industrial Com-
mission which granted the 38-hour week.

Mr Stingemore said police officers did
not have a one-hour lunch break, It was 40
minutes and was included in their normal
eight-hour shift.

"He is also saying we get eight weeks'
holiday a year, which is extremely mislead-
ing.

"Police are still working 40 hours a
week-which was agreed in the Corn-
mission-and adding the two hours to
their leave annually.

"That is an economic benefit to the de-
partment and the government-not the
member."

He said officers were required to be
available during their lunch break and in
many cases officers didn't even get their
"crib."

"In many situations they are on the
road, eating fast food --

"It would be interesting for the Premier
to make inquiries at the PacRim Confer-
ence where there are police on duty. They
don't get a meal break."

Mr Stingernore said families of officers
were starting to complain about Mr
Burke's attacks because they regularly
came home asking for meals they had
missed during the day.

Mr Stingemore said officers, particularly
in the traffic branch, were using their 40-
minute break to write up reports.

There it is: A situation where one of the More
notable journalists in the State points out in the
Daily News to the public of Western Australia,
firstly that the Police Union believes that the
Premier is a schoolyard bully, and secondly
that he is- not supporting the police in the way
he should be.

Let us go back to the commissioner's annual
report. Madam Deputy Chairman, you heard
the Deputy Premier say a few minutes ago that
he was not prepared to accept the statistics in
that report. No doubt he will be able to take
that up with the commissioner in due course.
Let us hear what the commissioner himself says

about the Government in respect of the man-
power of the Police Force. On page 2 of the
19 86 Annual Report, he says-

Even without the America's Cup De-
fence, I am concerned at the workload be-
ing placed upon existing staff because of
the shortage of police. Despite the increase
in the authorised strength of the Police
Force during the year under review by 150,
as part of Government's commitment to
increase the force by 300 over a three-year
period, serious deficiencies have been
highlighted throughout this report and it is
disappointing that the Police Force is
restricted in its ability to service outlying
communities in the vast regions of West-
ern Australia, that the Criminal Investi-
gation branch should attend to inquiries
based on time available and not the level'
of need, and that the Traffic Branch is un-
able to maximise the use of road blocks, an
effective deterrent to the drinking driver,
because they are so labour intensive.

That was another clear indication from the
Commissioner of Police in Western Australia
that the Government is not supporting its
Police Force. First we had the accusation that
the Treasurer is a schoolyard bully and then on
page 2 of a document tabled yesterday by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, we
find a condemning statement setting out very
clearly that the Police Force in Western
Australia is not sufficiently manned to enable
the CIB to carry out the inquiries it should and
must carry out, and that the moad traffic branch
is unable to do its job properly in respect of
drinking drivers. What does it say? It says that
the Government could not care less and it is
not interested.

I said once before that I believe the Burke
Government will be remembered not as a
crime busting Government but as a crime
boosting Government. The statisties i-n the
commissioner's report support that contention.
There is no doubt about it; one has only to look
at the rapid rise in crime to see what it is all
about.

Mr Marshall, the Assistant Commissioner,
Crimes Section, sets out within that report the
prime objectives as far as he is concerned. He
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then refers to problems in respect of the crime
trend. On page 16 of the report, under the
heading, "Crime Trend", he says-

In the past twelve months 125,955 of-
fences were reported to police, which was
12,085 (10.61%) more than the previous
year.

Statistics from 1981 to 1986 show total
offences reported to police rose from
85,539 to 125,955, an increase of 47.2t1%.
In the same period, less 6 months, the
population rose from 1,290,300 to
1,42l1,600 an increase of 1 0. 17%.

Statistically we have a situation in which the
crime rate is easily outstripping the growth in
population in this State, and it seems through
their interjections and Jack of action, that this
Government and its members support that rise.
It is a pretty condemning situation when we
reach that stage. Other reports have been
published recently which support the figures
contained in the commissioner's report.

The Opposition believes that measures can
be taken to reduce the crime rate in Western
Australia and to give support to both the com-
munity and the Police Force. Some of the
measures we would take are: Arrange for an
urgent review of the rising crime wave to be
carried out by an independent expert required
to report on causes and remedies within nine
months; introduce into Parliament a motion
allowing members of Parliament to let the pub-
lic know where they stand in respect of the
death penalty. In the previous debate on this
subject, the Labor Party members were
directed as to how they should vote and were
committed to supporting their party in
abolishing the death penalty.

In view of some of the recent horrific mur-
ders which have occured in Western Australia,
it would be interesting to know where these
Labor members stand today in respect of the
death penalty. The Opposition would also have
a very good look at the parole system and
immediately act to stop serious offenders being
released on parole by the Prisons Department
before review of the Parole Act could be
completed.

It would also be an opportunity to consider
abolishing the maximum and minimum penal-
ties and replacing them with definite or finite
terms. We would also straightaway increase the
police strength to cover the recent 38-hour
week granted by the Industrial Relations Com-
mission. Those are some of the positive things

this Opposition would do to try to stem the
rising crime rate in Western Australia and to
give support to the Police Force.

Earlier tonight the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position talked about vandalism. I had the op-
portunity more than a week ago of taking a trip
to the eastern goldfields and at every town we
visited the local community advised us that
they were concerned at the rising crime rates in
small country areas and the problem of vandal-
ism. Before that can be remedied we must have
sufficient police officers to monitor the situ-
ation and enforce the existing laws. This
Government is not prepared to do that.

Mr Gordon Kill: Are you going to acknowl-
edge the comparison between your Govern-
ment and ours in that respect?

Mr CASH: In which respect?
Mr Gordon Hill: In terms of recruitment of

police officers.
Mr CASH: Let the Minister for Industrial

Relations stop tapping the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services on the shoulder; I
want him to interject so that I can expand on
the silly things he says. I thank the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services for raising this
point. On 16 October this year, the day the
Budget came down, the Treasurer claimed that
additional police officers would be recruited
into the Police Force during the balance of the
financial year 1986-87. The Minister for Police
and Emergency Services put out a Press release
to that effect. Members will recall that the next
day the then Leader of the Opposition stood in
this Chamber and congratulated the Govern-
ment on its move. That was in the belief that
additional police officers would be recruited
after 16 October 1986.

What happened? Within a few days we
discovered that the Treasurer's statement and
the Press release put out that day by the Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services were ab-
solute fallacies and full of untruths. We
discovered that no additional police officers
would be recruited to the Police Force after 16
October 1986 and before 1 July 1987. What an
absol ute joke when th is Min ister for Pol ice and
Emergency Services puts out a Press release
trying to convince the public of Western
Australia that he is supporting his Police Force,
and we find a few days later that it was absolute
garbage with no truth in it whatsoever

What does it say? He was caught with his
pants downs. What did the community say?
They could not believe that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services would stoop so
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low as to put out such a Press release knowing
at the time that no additional recruits would be
taken into the Police Force after 16 October
1986 and before 1 July 1987.

I thank the Minister for Police and Emerg-
ency Services for reminding me of that matter.
It is something I may not have remembered to
include in the speech. If he wants to raise any
other points I will be more than happy to re-
spond to them.

Mr Gordon Hill: I wanted you to trot out the
statistics for police recruitment under your
Government.

Mr CASH: I thank the Minister for his inter-
jection. If he is honest he will stand up and
explain why the Labor Government decided to
increase the number of police officers. It was
because the forner Liberal Government set
down a plan which was agreed to by the Police
Force, and all the Labor Government did was
to complete the putting into operation of that
plan. How can the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services take any credit for that? If
he wants to take credit for additional police
officers let him put some on instead of writing
bogus Press releases claiming they are going to
be put on.

We spoke earlier about the morale in the
Police Force. I believe that because of the Op-.
position's commitment to supporting the
Police Force its members see some hope for
their profession and their job of protecting
people and property. They will not get much
encouragement from this Government, but be-
cause of the pressure the Opposition has been
able to bring to bear we believe the Govern-
ment will wake up in due course and recognise
the virtue of some of our statements. In recent
times, as a result of the Opposition's pledge of
support for the Police Force, morale has started
to improve.

The member for Mandurah laughs; appar-
ently he does not support that contention. I do
not know what goes on in Mandurah, but re-
cently I asked a question as to the manning
levels there, and he knows why I asked it. He is
not doing his job, and certain people in the
Mandurah community had to come to me to
seek my help to find out how many police
officers there were in Mandurah and whether
there was any likelihood of increasing the num-
ber. Does the member agree with that? He put
out a Press release on that after I asked a ques-
tion in the Chamber and got the advice from
the Government. He used that same Press re-
lease to make it look as though he was doing

something for the police in that area. His Press
release did not work; I beat him to it. I had
already sent a copy of the answer to the ques-
tion to the people in that area, and they were
well aware where the question came from. The
member for Mandurab may like to come in as a
"tail-end Charlie", but it did not work and he
made a fool of himself.

Mr Williams: Tail-end Charlies invariably
get hosed out.

Mr CASH: That is dead right, and that is
what will happen to the member for Mandurah.
What was the reply to that question?

Mr Read: I am sorry, I have not been
listening.

Mr CASH: But the member for Mandurah
was the person who put out a Press release
trying to show the people in his town that he
was taking some interest in the Police Force.
Now he admits he dues not know the answer to
the question. I guess it is a case of the Govern-
ment Press officers getting hold of the answers
to questions raised in this Chamber, writing
Press releases, and putting them in the mem-
ber's name. The people of Mandurah would not
think too much of him if they worked out what
it was all about. The member for Clontarf was
right; the member for Mandurah is nothing but
a joke. The member is laughing-he agrees
with me. What hope is there for him? None at
all.

Mr D.L. Smith: Hie is the best member
Mandurah has had, which is more than can be
said for Mt Lawley.

Mr CASH: If the member wants to delay me
he can table his report at 7.00 a.m. His interjec-
tion probably just cost an extra 15 minutes. I
suggest he goes and has a rest and then comes
back and tables his report.

Mr Blaikie: I think the Leader of the House
will deal with him.

Mr CASH: The Leader of the House is out
there grimacing at me every time one of his
colleagues makes an interjection.

.The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
Order! I think it is conventional to address
your remarks to the Chair, and [ would prefer if
you would continue to abide by that.

Mr CASH: The Leader of the House is stand-
ing out there grimacing every time a Govern-
ment member makes an interjection, knowing
it will cost more time, because I have an obli-
gation to respond to the interjections. I was
referring to morale before the member for
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Mandurah cut in and explained that he did not
know what was in a recent Press release about a
question asked in this Chamber.

I emnphasise the situation which caused half
the problem of falling morale in the Police
Force in recent months. It came about as a
result of a number of promises made to police
officers in this State prior to the last State elec-
tion. At that time the then Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, Jeff Can, wrote to the
Police Union and said he was pleased to advise
that the Government had agreed to a 38-hour
week.

Mr Blaikie: He was a very effective Minister;
he almost lost his seat to a grandmother by 50
votes.

Mr CASH: That is a good point. At the re-
cent State election, Mrs Marge Tubby, who was
the Liberal candidate-

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! That
may be something you could get away with by
way of interjection, but I doubt it has any rel-
evance to this debate.

Mr CASK: I take the point. The candidate
put up a good fight, but the comment was
directed to the then Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Jeff Carr, who promised a
few days prior to the 1986 State election that
the Government would grant a 38-hour week to
police officers in this State. The officers were
very pleased to receive that letter, and com-
munication was made about that situation
through the Police Union magazine. Month
after month the Police Union made contact
with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and the Government generally, asking
when the 38-hour week would come into effect.
Month after month the Government stalled
and would not give a direct reply, even though
the police had a copy of a letter which said the
Government had been pleased to grant them a
38-hour week. It was ideal for the election, but
it did not do a lot for morale. All the daily
newspapers in the State had banner headlines
talking about falling morale in the Police Force.

Mr Williams: It is still falling.
Mr CASH: [ am hoping there will be a rise as

a result of the Opposition's positive statements.
The police have recognised some of the
statements we have made. They are still at a
loss to know what this Minister and this
Government are doing, but I understand that
will be corrected in the near future.

Mr Blaikie: At least they can see an alterna-
tive.

Mr CASH: They can see a positive alterna-
tive proposed by the Liberal Party. They are
grateful for that. The community in WA is
pretty impressed with that because, for a long
time, they did not know what was happening
with law and order under this Government.

Let me return to the morale situation. Be-
cause of the inaction by this Government, the
morale in the Police Force continued to decline
because the Government was not prepared to
stand by its election promise. Between
February and September, this State has had
four Police Ministers. What does that say about
this Government?

Mr Laurance: It doesn't care.
Mr CASH: It does not care very much. Only

an hour ago the Treasurer pleaded with the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to make
suggestions to him on how he could reorganise
the Cabinet. What does that indicate to us? It
does not say much for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services.

Mr Blaikie: 1 think the member for Piibara
should take his place.

Mr CASH: There is every possibility of that
happening. I have some time for the member
for Pilbara, and I feel she will probably support
the Police Force a little more than the current
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Mr Lightfoot: At least the member for
Piibara is a battler.

Mr CASH: An Aussie battler, but not too
good on petrol prices. She would probably do a
better job on the Police Force. Perhaps the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition might make
that formal recommendation following the
earlier request tonight by the Treasurer.

I think I have clearly shown that he had a
massive morale problem from just after the
election until recently, when members of the
Police Force began to understand the positive
comments made by the Opposition in WA.

Mr Lightfoot: We have collectively arrested
the decline in morale.

Mr CASH: I think so.
An area that deserves consideration tonight

is the neighbourhood watch scheme. The Min-
ister for Police and Emergency Services has
said on a number of occasions in this House
how much he had to fight for the additional
$100 000 that the Government intends to put
into the neighbourhood watch scheme in this
State. I think that is admirable. Regrettably,
the problem is that the $100000 will not be
enough. Whether that means that the Minister
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was incapable of convincing his Cabinet col-
leagues of the merits of the project and got
steamrolled or whether it is just another case of
the Government again emphasising its lack of
support for the Police Force I do not know.

At the moment in Western Australia there
are 12 or 14 neighbourhood watch schemes
under way. If we compare that with the success
of neighbourhood watch in the Eastern States
we find a great disparity. Neighbourhood
watch commenced in New South Wales in
March 1985. At the moment there are 762
schemes in operation. That is fairly admirable.
By the end of November it is expected to have
an additional 220 neighbourhood watch
schemes operating. The general criterion for
establishing a scheme is to canvass about 600
to 800 homes and then to get 200 householders
in the area to show some support. The New
South Wales scheme requires about one-quar-
ter of an area to show interest before a scheme
is implemented.

The aim was for 100 schemes in the first 12
months. I know the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services will be somewhat surprised
because that does not say much for his record.

Mr Gordon Hill: I will make my speech later.
Mr CASH: But the Minister will not be able

to deny the statistics because these statistics do
not lie. I do not blame him completely because
he has been Minister for only a short time and
this is his first Budget. He managed to get
$ 100 000 in it. That does not say much for his
predecessors.

The first State seminar in New South Wales
was attended by 600 people from 385 schemes.
in general terms, the reduction in housebreak-
ings was believed to be about 47.65 per cent.
That figure speaks volumes for the scheme. The
best area that could be analysed statistically
shows that once neighbourhood watch had
been implemented there was a reduction in
general housebreakings. by 82 per cent. From
those figures I suggest that the neighbourhood
watch scheme in New South Wales is working
fairly well.

To support that, a recent-article in Australian-
Police written by the New South Wales comn-
missioner, John Avery, suggested in respect to
neighbourhood watch that the progressive
achievement of neighbourhood watch was a
significant event in the whole range of com-
munity, police, and Government efforts to deal
with crime. He said its impact has been such
that it merited special mention in the speech of
the Governor at the opening of Parliament.

Later on in the article he said that recently the
total number of homes incorporated into the
scheme passed the. 300 000 mark. That was
three times the target for the first 12 months
and a tribute to the team that had worked so
hard within the Police Department, and an
even greater tribute to the people in the com-
munity who responded.

Later in the article he said that the neigh-
bourhood watch schemes were continually
serviced by police, and consequently supported
by community and sponsors alike. In relation
to the community response he said that the
community concern about personal safety and
security of homes and property had been at a
high level for many years. The Police Force had
provided insufficient mechanisms for that
community concern to be expressed in positive
and constructive ways in the past, and the com-
munity was seldom involved in crime preven-
tion and crime fighting, despite the obvious
willingness of so many to contribute.

I emphasise the statistics because I know the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services
was suitably impressed when I read them
earlier. In the first 12 months, 380 neighbour-
hood watch areas were established. A total of
304 000 homes were incorporated within the
schemes and public meetings of up to 600 or
700 people were commonplace.

Later on the commissioner says in his re-
port-and it is of value to members-

Mr Brian Burke: Itfs pronounced, "says"
Mr CASH: I did not have the benefit of the

education the Treasurer had. I apologise to the
Treasurer for my mispronunciation of the word
".says".

Mr Brian Burke: You have got a good head
for picking up things. You are like a chook.

Mr CASH: I hope I do not earn the repu-
tation of picking things up like the Treasurer
does. He has reminded me that I have an
article from The Sydney Morning Herald which
is titled, "Business makes it mucky for WA's
Captain Clean". I am happy to circulate the
article to all members. The Minister for Indus-
trial Relations is reclining- in his seat at, the
moment, and I ask him whether he can read the
headline. I will read it again.

Mr Hodge: Read it seven or eight times.
Mr CASH: At times I think I have to do that

to penetrate the thick head of the Minister.
Mr Brian Burke: Go back and see Murdoch

Investments. They probably want to develop
something again.
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Mr CASH: If Captain Clean wants to wake
up and start making allegations about business
favouritism, it is in the article I have
mentioned. The reporter, Paul McGeogh, re-
ports certain allegations, as he sees them, and I
believe that most members of the Government
would probably be interested to read the
article. I will be happy to circulate it at any
time so they can read how some people in the
Eastern States see how certain allegations of
business favouritism, involving some of the
biggest names in the country, the sabotage of a
member of Parliament's car-

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
Order! I fail to see the relevance of the com-
ment made by the member for Mt Lawley to
this debate.

Mr CASH: It does reflect on the police in
New South Wales.

Several members interjected.

Mr CASH: I advise the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations that the police in Western
Australia would be interested in the article also.

Mr Peter Dowding: You had better send
them a copy.

Mr CASH. That is not a bad idea. At the
Minister's insistence, I will send them a copy
tomorrow in case they missed the article.

I thank the Treasurer for making the point
about the pronunciation of the word "says". I
will try to correct my mispronunciation and I
wonder if he can correct some of the allegations
in the report. What does Captain Clean-the
Treasurer-say about that? He reclines again in
his chair and says nothing.

There is an indication in the article by Paul
McGeogh that the Treasurer's image was being
tarnished and smeared by some of the alleged
practices. Whether it is true remains to be seen.
The Treasurer made a point about picking up
things.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know Ted
Synnathamby. I never ask Teddy anything or
get any statements from him. Who knows
Teddy Synnathamby? Nobody.

Mr CASH: No, but is he someone to whom
the Treasurer's brother introduced me? I may
know the man. The Treasurer's brother has
introduced me to a number of people. Perhaps
the Treasurer would like to explain-does he
know the person?

Mr Brian Burke: Who?

Mr CASH: The person to whom the
Treasurer was referring. I suggest that he check
with his brother to find out whether he knows
him.

Mr Brian Burke: You said you did not know
him.

Mr CASH: I said to the Treasurer that his
brother may have introduced me to him.

Mr Peter Dowding: You said that you did
not know him.

Mr CASH: Ilam prepared to stay in this place
until 7.00 a.m. If the Minister for Industrial
Relations wants to make a comment, the least
he can do is to wait for the Treasurer to finish
his comments.

We were talking about a particular person
and I asked the Treasurer whether he was the
person to whom his brother introduced me.

Mr Brian Burke: How do I know whom my
brother introduced you to?

Mr CASH: Has the Treasurer's brother said
anything to him about it?

Mr Brian Burke: My brother very rarely re-
fers to you, and when he does it is in awful
terms.

Mr CASH: That is not true. He and I
attended a function the other day and he was
more than pleasant to me, so do not put him
down-be fair.

I would like to come back to the point of
neighbourhood watch. Captain Clean awoke
and asked me if I knew someone. I suggested
that it was probably a person to whom his
brother introduced me and then he backed off
at 100 miles an hour and said, "I do not know
to whom my brother introduced you".

I was quoting some interesting statistics from
the New South Wales experiment.

Mr Brian Burke: I met Teddy Synnathamby
a number of times. He was the Head of
Murdoch Investments.

Mr CASH: Let it be recorded that the
Treasurer, Captain Clean, has made a
statement that he has met Teddy Synnathamby
on a number of occasions.

Several members interjected.
Mr CASH: Madam Deputy Chairman, would

you like me to wait five minutes until the inter-
iections subside?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Lawrence):
Order! It seems that the member for Mt tLawley
no longer wishes to field interjections. In that
case I ask members to hear the remainder of his
speech in silence.
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Mr CASH: I would be more than happy to
field interjections dealing with neighbourhood
watch.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: In fairness to
the members who have been interjecting, the
debate has flowed free and wide and it would
be difficult to say which interjections the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley is prepared to field and
which ones he is not.

Mr CASH: I go back to the police response in
respect of neighbourhood watch. Again I am
referring to the article in Australian Police this
year. It states-

The benefits to the community of Neigh-
bourhood Watch are obvious-close com-
munity ties, a stronger sense of security
and confidence in the home and neigh-
bourhood, the knowledge that support and
assistance is more readily at hand and, of
course, in most cases a drop in 'house
breaking in particular, and crime in gen-
eral, is evident in Neighbourhood Watch
areas.

The benefits to police that flow from this
operation include a reduced crime rate.

Mr Peter Dowding: Someone had better read
this quote to make sure you are telling the
truth.

Mr CASH: So that I do not have to keep
waking the Minister for Industrial Relations, I
will give Hansard a copy of the article and as
long as he relics on H-ansard reproducing that
article as it is Written, he will not have any
problem. What can I say to someone who is not
prepared to believe the statistics contained in
the commissioner's annual report for the year
1986 and now disputes the statistics in the
A ustralian Police.

What does it tell us about that sort of person?
It tells me something about the sorts of activi-
ties in which that person would indulge in
police investigations in the north-west of
Australia. It confirms to me that some of the
comments made about that interference are
probably accurate. I return to the police re-
sponse, which states-

The benefits to police that flow from this
operation include a reduced crime rate-
job satisfaction-the warmth that flows
from productive human cooperation-a.
great reduction in the we/they syndrome-
the so-called siege mentality which can
grip police in vast urban configurations.

(164)

In general terms, there is no question that
neighbourhood watch was a success in New
South Wales. It could be a success in Western
Australia if the Government were prepared to
commit the sort of support that the Eastern
States capitals commit to this scene in their
respective areas.

I do not have the Victorian statistics with
me, but I would be happy to get them from the
Parliamentary Library. The South Australian
statistics indicate that its scheme was to open
on 9 October and that it had a number of
schemes which had been selected by the police
on the basis of crime and population density.
The format in South Australia is very similar to
that in Victoria. Obviously, the Opposition
supports the concept of neighbourhood watch.

The City of Stirling, which is often to the
forefront in local government matters in West-
ern Australia, has made it quite clear to its
ratepayers that it will participate in the West-
ern Australian neighbourhood watch scheme. I
recently received a letter from the Mayor of the
City of Stirling, Councillor George Strickland.
He indicated that while the City of Stirling
would be pleased to cooperate with the Police
Department in implementing the various
schemes across the 29 suburbs that comprise
the City of Stirling, it had gone one step
further. As a forward thinking council, it has
gained the services of the recently retired
Deputy Commissioner of Police, Mr Ralph
Wilson. He will take up the role of neighbour-
hood watch coordinator within the City of
Stirling's division of community services. I
congratulate the City of Stirling for getting on
with the job and for wanting to make a success
of it. I know that Ralph Wilson is a highly
respected former police officer, and he is the
sort of person who will be able to do a great job
for the city and its ratepayers.

One of the side effects of neighbourhood
watch schemes has been the problem of neigh-
bours who are very keen to participate tending
to ring the police every time they see something
strange happening in their neighbourhood. An
ankile in the 22 November edition of The
Western Mail talks about neighbours -reporting
private eyes. Apparently, private investigators
going about their duties in various districts
were often reported by anxious neighbourhood
watch participants who believed that the pri-
vate investigators may have been ini the area
for some other reason.

The Opposition obviously supports neigh-
bourhood watch, but it is important to. note
that although this Government has committed
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$100 000 to the scheme this year, it must not
be forgotten that we need to have sufficient
police officers to respond to the calls that are
made once neighbourhood watch schemes are
in place. Some experiences in the Eastern
States clearly show that when insufficient
police officers are available to respond
immediately to neighbourhood. watch calls,
some difficulties arise. If a police squad ap-
pears on the scene some two or three hours
after the initial call by the neighbourhood
watch participant, some friction can develop.
The participant starts to accuse the police of
not being fully involved in the scheme. In the
Eastern States, there have been cases in which
neighbourhood watch scheme participants
have rung the police and the police have
answered the call some hours later. The police
have ended up arguing with the participant be-
cause of their late arrival on the scene, and in
some instances the participant who made the
initial phone call to the police has been ar-
rested. That is not the sort of thing that we
would want to happen here. I urge the Minister
in his support of neighbourhood watch to make
quite sure that our Police Force is manned ad-
equately, so that it can respond to the many
calls that can be expected to occur.

The other matter that I wanted to raise was
that of moad traffic.

Mr Bryce: No wonder you didn't get too far
in that ballot. I think your colleagues had
already judged you as being a little too garru-
lOUs.

Mr CASH: I want to put the Deputy Premier
right.

MrT Bryce: You will probably improve your
rating considerably next time around if you are
a little bit more succinct.

Mr CASH: That indicates, firstly, that the
Deputy Premier does not really know the facts
and, secondly, if he did, I could not trust him
to tell them the right way.

I have a newspaper ankile here with a head-
line that indicates the gravity of the road traffic
problem.

Mr Bryce: The great researcher! We read the
newspapers every day too, you know.

Mr CASH: It is interesting that every time
someone brings out a report on law and order
or the Police Force generally, and it reflects
badly on this Government, the Government
does not want anything said about it.

Mr Bryce: The in-depth analysis! You dig
deep into the newspapers!

MrT CASH: I do not mind the Deputy
Premier interjecting. We do not have to dig too
deep to find the deceit that runs through his
Government.

Mr Bryce: You're devastating, you are!
You're showing Disraeli-like qualities tonight,
you really are.

Mr CASH: I was talking about the deceit of
the Government and directing that specifically
to the Deputy Premier, who is well known for
his deceit.

Mr Bryce: I'm so hurt!
Mr CASH: The Deputy Premier may be as

hurt as he likes; but these are the facts.
Some time ago we had a "Great Plate Auc-

tion" in Western Australia. At the end of that
auction both the Treasurer and the then Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services said that
the proceeds of that sale would be paid into the
Police Department or other agencies in order
that the funds could be used for road traffic
safety programmes in this State. We now know
that the Government did not use all that
money for road traffic safety programmes. It
put the money into Consolidated Revenue and
used it for general Government spending pro-
grammes.

Mr Williams interjected.
Mr CASH: As the member for Clontarf quite

rightly points out, the money was probably
used to fund the political advisers to the
Government, the number of whom seem to
grow week by week. The use of those funds for
purposes other than those stated caused some
concern within the Police Force and the general
community. The result was that 12 months
later we saw the result of this Government's
not being dinkum about the road toll in West-
ern Australia. An article in The West Australian
of 29 August talked about the soaring road toll
in Western Australia. it is not much fun to talk
about, but it is a fact, one from which the
Deputy Premier cannot run away.

There was also a page one story in the
Sunday Times, and the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services went on and on. He told us
that he intended to bring in all these tough new
laws. The tougher the law the more determined
he was to cut (town the road toll.

Mr Brian Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr CASH: The Treasurer says, "Hear, hear"

but again it is a case of words, words, words,
but very little action. The current session of
Parliament is due to finish this morning. Has
any member seen amendments to the Road
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Traffic Act in respect of the comments made by
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
in August? Not at all. He backed off at 100
miles an hour, could not get himself into gear,
and nothing happened.

This is a clear indication that this Minister
for Police and Emergency Services will put out
any Press statement which suits him on the
day. There is no way that what the Minister
said in the Press statement will ever end up
seeing the light of day by way of a Bill
introduced into this Chamber to try to alleviate
and reduce the road death toll in Western
Australia.

Some weeks ago I wrote to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and suggested
to him that a parliamentary committee could
be appointed whereby we had one Government
member, one member from the National Party,
one from the Liberal Opposition, and a number
of professional people. I suggested one medical
person from the road trauma committee, a pro-
fessional engineer, and a couple of other pro-
fessional people. I suggested that as a positive
way of assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to deal with the unaccept-
able road toll in Western Australia. Up until
tonight, I have still not had a reply to that
letter.

What does that say? It says to me that this
Minister for Police and Emergency Services
and this Government are not really interested
in doing anything about the unacceptable road
toll in Western Australia. If they had been
dinkumn we would have seen amendments to
the Road Traffic Act come in, and we would
have been able to support them or suggest
further amendments. But we have not even had
the opportunity of going to the community and
seeking its support to reduce the road toll in
Western Australia.

Why? Because the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services puts out Press releases and
then does nothing to bring the legislation be-
fore the House. He made promises that things
would happen in this session. What happened?
Instead of road toll legislation, nothing at all.
This is a clear indication that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services has lost control
of the situation. He is prepared to put out a
Press statement to get himself headlines, but he
is not prepared to act on the Press release when
it comes to the real thing.

Mr Peter Dowding: Is it true they call you the
Press release queen?

Mr CASH: I have no idea. I heard a rumour
when I was in the north-west recently-] do not
know whether it had to do with Press re-
leases-of the member for Maylands being a
queen. I know that some members on the other
side have those tendencies, but I do not know
whether the Minister is one of them. That is
something the Minister can deny or not when
he goes back to the north-west, if he goes there
at all. He knows what the reaction will be when
he arrives in the north-west towns. The people
there are not particularly impressed at the way
he carried on at a police inquiry some time ago.

Mr Laurance: You are the cross he has to
bear. Look at what you have done to the police.
Dowding, Tonkin-Tonkin was an insult to the
police.

Several members interjected.
Mr CASH: We had that confirmed by one of

the Government members at a police function
recently.

Mr Laurance: They hope he will be the Min-
ister for Police and Emergency Services
tomorrow.

Mr CASH: Let me get back on the track. I
thank the deputy leader for those comments
because I know the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations has backed off at 100 miles an hour,
and he now wants to go back to sleep.

I want to make a point about drugs in West-
ern Australia. Tonight I asked the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services if he could tell
me the telephone number of the Western
Australian drug hot line about which he issued
a Press release some weeks ago. Members will
recall-

Several members inteilected.
Mr CASH: I want the Minister for Industrial

Relations to repeat that number for the benefit
of members.

Mr Peter Dowding: Which number are you
referring to?

Mr CASH: Which number does the Minister
claim is the hot line?

Mr Peter Dowding: I was singing out num-
bers to help youz

Mr CASK: If the Minister rings that number,
I will guarantee it is not the Western Australian
drug hot line..-

Mr Bryce: What is?
Mr CASH: There is none. That shows the

Deputy Premier's ignorance.
Mr Brian Burke: I thought the Minister said

tonight it has not been set up.
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Mr CASH: I want to make the point tonight
that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, some two or three weeks ago at the
time when this State did not participate in the
national drug Operation Noah-I think it was
19 November-claimed that the Government
had allocated $80 000 to install a drug hot line
in Western Australia. The words used in those
Press releases imply to the people of Western
Australia that that drug hot line was already
commissioned and in use.

Let me tell you. Mr Deputy Chairman that is
another patent untrth which has been
published by this Minister far Police and
Emergency Services. As late as five o'clock last
evening I rang the Police Department in West-
ern Australia again, and they confirmed to me
that there was no drug hot line in Western
Australia. In fact I was given the number of the
national drug line in Canberra and told I would
have to make the best use I could of that.

The police did not know when to expect the
drug hot line to be installed in Western
Australia, contrary to what the Minister had
said some weeks ago.

This Police Minister has failed at everything
he has attempted to do for the Police Force in
Western Australia. The members of the Police
Force in Western Australia believe that he is
incompetent and inept. Tonight the Premier
gave some indication of a reshuffle in his Cabi-
net; perhaps the police in Western Australia
can take heart, because the sooner this person
is replaced by a more competent person pre-
pared to support the police and in turn support
the community, the better off the people of
Western Australia will be.

Mr GORDON HILL: There have been a few
occasions when I have sat in this place and
really had a belly laugh, principally when my
colleagues on this side, particularly the member
for Scarborough, have made some amusing and
very witty speeches. I am a fairly serious per-
son, but I could not help having a good belly
laugh tonight while listening to the contri-
bution by the member for Mt Lawley. I will
have pleasure in recalling various pants of his
speech to different sections of the Police Force
that he has offended tonight.

The member for Mt Lawley would be aware
of the contents of a speech made by the Com-
missioner of Police a few weeks ago at a gradu-
ation parade at the Police Academy-the third
graduation for this year, thanks to the ad-
vanced recruitment programme of this Govern-
ment. For members who are not aware of the

commissioner's speech, I will paraphrase what
he had to say because I do not have a copy of
his speech with me. He said that some people
in the community were attempting to
undermine the Police Force in this State for
their own selfish purposes and their own mo-
tives, which would become more evident in the
future. The member for Mt Lawley would have
a pretty thick hide not to realise that he fits that
description.

Mr Cash: On talking to some senior officers
at that graduation, they tended to confirm my
initital thoughts that he was referring to you.

Mr GORDON HILL: I believe that interjec-
tion ought to be recorded in Mansard, because I
can tell members that immediately after the
commissioner's speech, in which he indicated
that he was concerned at the comments by cer-
tain people in the community who he believed
were attempting to undermine the efficiency
and effectiveness of the Police Force and the
confidence of the public in the Police Force in
this State, the member for Mt Lawley, just two
minutes after the commissioner had finished
his speech, was in his car and had left the acad-
emy without speaking to any police officer.
Members of the Police Force who were present
and I know that to be a fact. When the com-
missioner was making his comments, I can only
imagine he was referring to people like the
member for Mt Lawley because of the mem-
ber's repeated comments here and in public.

The comments made by the member for Mt
Lawley have bordered on tedious repetition-
not just tonight, but over the weeks that Parlia-
ment has been in session. He has consistently
made allegations about police morale and
police manpower, yet he refuses to spell out the
previous Liberal Government's record in this
area, I imagine not wishing to compare it with
our record.

He has continued to make allegations about
the ineffectiveness of the Police Force in com-
bating crime in this state in an attempt to cre-
ate an atmosphere of fear in our community.
He refers frequently to a New York-style cnime
wave and to people carrying weapons. His com-
ments concern me just as they concern the
Commissioner of Police and his officers
throughout the State. Members of the Police
Force do not want to see members of our com-
munity carrying weapons, as the member for
Mt Lawley suggests they should. The Police
Force does not believe we are bordering on a
New York-style crime wave.

5220



[Friday, 28 November 1986J 22

I am very proud to say that our Police Force
has a record far above the national average in
the area of cleaning up crimes committed in
our State. The department's statistics reveal
that in every area of crime bar none, the Police
Force in this State has a clean-up rate well
above the national average. I am proud that
our Police Force is able to perform with that
level of success.

In his comments tonight, the member for Mt
Lawley has continued with his attempts to
undermine public confidence in the Police
Force of this State. That is the concern police
officers throughout our State and I have.

The member for Mt Lawley has claimed that
this Government does not support the Police
Force. It is worth noting that in this year's
Budget the Government has provided for a
12.5 per cent increase in the allocation to the
Police Force. We know we are living in times of
financial constraint and that other Govern-
ment departments have suffered reductions in
their budgets, yet the Police Force has received
a 12.5 per cent increase this year. That is some-
thing that I, as Minister for Police and Emerg-
ency Services in this Government, am es-
pecially proud to say.

Mr Cash interjected-
Mr GORDON HILL: I continue to hear in-

ane interjections being attempted by the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley across the Chamber. I re-
ferred a moment ago to some of the comments
made by police officers around the State, but in
relation to the comments made by the member
for Mt Lawley it is not only police officers who
are saying this. The President of the Criminal
Law Association in Western Australia, Mr
Utting, had something to say about the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley. I quote from a letter to The
West Australian on 24 September 1986 in
which Mr Utting said-

Mr Cash appears to lack the knowledge
to make any sensible contribution to this
debate.

That sums it up perfectly. That is from a man
who would have a pretty fair idea of who does
and who does -not have an understanding of
these issues.

For the benefit of the Chamber and es-
pecially the member for Mt Lawley, and so that
it is recorded for posterity yet again in
Hansard, I shall outline the record of this
Government in terms of police recruitment,
and of our giving real assistance to the Police
Force in this State by way of manpower in-
creases.

This Government gave a commitment in
1983 to increase the real strength of the Police
Force-that is, over and above natural wast-
age-by 300 in our first term of office. We
have given the same commitment in our sec-
ond ternm of office. That is a real strength in-
crease of 600 police officers in that period. In
this Budget, the Government has provided for
an additional 213 police officers and two police
aides, and that is an advance recruitment. We
provided for that for the purposes of the
Amnericat s Cup, whereas normally that recruit-
ment would take place at a later stage of the
Government's term. That means that in the
early stages of this term of office there has been
a dramatic increase in the real strength of the
Police Force.

Members should compare that with the
record of the previous Liberal Government
when, in 1981, the year after an election, not
one additional police officer was recruited to
the Police Force, and in the three-year period
1980-82 a total of 144 police officers were
recruited. We have recruited at a far faster rate.
At the time we took office in 1983 this State
had one police officer for every 496 people;
today there is one police officer for every 460
people.

Mr Cash interjected.
Mr GORDON HILL: Apart from providing

a real increase in the strength of the Police~
Force, we have in this Budget, as in previous
Budgets, provided for improved conditions for
police officers and improved facilities and
equipment for the Police Force. I should not
have to go over all those areas again, but the
most significant of these is the recent an-
nouncement of the new national computer
fingerprinting system.

Mr Cash interjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Thomas):

Order! Order! Interjections can be made, but
there should not he constant badgering. If the
member speaking does not want to respond,
members should not continue badgering.

Mr GORDON HILL: Thank you, Mr Deputy
Chairman.

The new fingerprinting system comprises
equipment which has the ability within seconds
to match up fingerprints or even partial finger-
prints with others which are collected and
stored in the computer. Approximately 1.6
million fingerprints will be stored nationally,
and for the first time Western Australia will
have access to them within minutes whereas
previously it could have taken months to do
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that matching. That will save an enormous
number of man-hours and means that we are
assisting the Police Force not only in its efforts
in criminal investigation and detection but also
in a real sense by providing additional man-
hours and manpower levels.

I will go over a couple of other issues, but I
will not delay the Committee unduly because
these have been canvassed before. The member
for Mt Lawley continues to try to undermine
the effectiveness of the Police Force by raising
the question of morale. There are two very
good indicators of morale; firstly, the number
of resignations within the Police Force; and
secondly, the amount of sick leave taken by
police officers. We have seen a dramatic drop
in the average number of days lost by the
Police Force over the years. In fact, in 1985-86
only 6.93 man days were lost in sick leave.
Members should compare that figure to the
New South Wales situation, where an average
of 20 man days per year are lost. The figure of
6.93 man days for 1985 is a dramatic drop
when compared to the 8.3 man days lost in the
last year of the Liberal Government.

They are the sick leave figures, which are a
pretty good indicator as to whether or not
police officers are happy with their lot, and
whether morale is at an all-time low as the
member for Mt Lawley repeatedly asserts.
Another indicator is the number of resignations
received. I have said this before, but it is worth
repeating once more. In the last two years of
the Liberal Government in this State there
were 186 resignations from the Police Force,
and in the first four years of this Government
there were 147. That is from a rising base be-
cause members should recall that we have
increased the real strength of the Police Force
quite dramatically.

The member for Mt Lawley canvassed many
issues, and I could go on ad infinitum to dis-
cuss things such as the neighbourhood watch
scheme. It is interesting to note that the
Government gave the Police Force exactly
what it asked for-a 300 per cent increase. The
member for Mt Lawley criticised the Police
Force for not asking for more money; he says
the Government should have provided more.
We gave the Police Force what it asked for, as
in many other areas in this Budget and in other
Budgets in the past.

I have every confidence in the Police Force
in this State, and particularly in the Com-
missioner of Police who I believe is an out-
standing person doing an outstanding job. lHe
is certainly not helped by the continuing criti-

cism by the member for Mt Lawley. When time
permits in the future, 1 look forward to
discussing these issues more fully.

I note that the secretary of the Police Union.
has said that he believes manpower will be an
issue at the next election. I hope it is because
we have a proud record and I look forward to
indicating to the public what we have done in
providing the Police Force with the equipment
and manpower resources it needs to do its job
effectively.

We certainly have a proud record in com-
parison with the performance of the Oppo-
sition when it was in Government. We have
heard a lot of talk from the member for Mt
Lawley about what the Liberal Party will or will
not do when it gets into Government. We have
heard it all Previously, but when the Liberal
party was in Government we did not witness
the level of support we are hearing about now.

The clean-up rate occurring within our
Police Force is an indication of the outstanding
job they do. I do not believe that comments
made by the Opposition generally and the
member for Mt Lawley in particular concern-
ing morale and other areas, and the criticism
levelled at the Commissioner of Police and the
Police Force, instil confidence in the police on
the pant of the public. Such actions can only
undermine the effectiveness of the Police
Force; they do a great disservice to the Oppo-
sition and indicate the level of the credibility of
the member for Mt Lawley.

Item 4: Services and Contracts-

Mr CASH: The anticipated vote for services
and contracts has increased by 50 per cent. Will
the Minister explain what that is about?

Mr GORDON HILL: This provides for
consultancy services, leases, and contracts the
department arranges. The increase in the ap-
propriation this year is primarily due to the
full-year effect of computer software lease ar-
rangements in association with the mainframe
upgrading, the computer consulting system tb
provide expertise and advice not available
from in-house resources, and consultancy in-
volving the Australian Bureau of Statistics and
crime statistics.

Item 7: Purchase of Plant, Equipment, etc-

Mr CASH: Last year the vote for this item
was $3.7 million and the expenditure was $4.3
million. This year the estimate is for only
$842 000. Will the Minister explain what plant
was purchased last year and why there is a
significant reduction this year?

5222



[Friday, 28 November 1986] 22

Mr GORDON HILL: The reduction this
year is due to the fact that the policy of the
Police Department has changed in regard to the
purchase of computer equipment. Significant
amounts of computer equipment were
puchased in the last financial year. Last year's
Estimates are an indication of where that
money was spent.

As far as this year is concerned, the hardware
will be purchased from the Capital Works and
General Loan Fund and an allocation of $2.859
million has been provided within that area of
the Budget.

Item 10: Support Services-

Mr CASH: Last year the expenditure was
$6.3 million and this year it will rise to $13.6
million, an increase of more than 100 per cent.
Will the Minister explain where the money will
be spent this year?

Mr GORDON HILL: The allocation is
increased dramatically this year because for the
first time the Police Department has a motor
vehicle purchase and replacement programme
within its own budget. The allocation of $6.532
million for this activity has been included in
this item for the first time. The allocation was
previously recorded against the Minister for
Budget Management under "Miscellaneous
Services"-

There are substantial increases in the allo-
cation this year which relate to the Police Acad-
emy, vehicles retained for the America's Cup
series, the purchase of a new police launch, and
the purchase of various communication equip-
ment including hand-held radios and similar
items.

Division 93 put and passed.

Division 94: Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs
Commission, $854 000-put and passed.

Postponed Divisions 61 to 6 now considered.

Division 61: Agriculture, $64 167 000-
Mr BLAIKIE: A couple of items directly re-

lated to the portfolio of Agriculture,' which
have come to light in the last week, are causing
some concern.

Only today I tabled a petition relating to
bottled milk no longer being available in this
State. The petition I tabled was collected with
some haste. The people involved said it took
something like two hours to collect 250 signa-
tures for presentation to the Parliament. An
advertisement was also placed in The West
Australian, and in the order of 5 500 people

have taken the trouble to respond to that adver-
tisement. Further advertisements will be placed
next Monday and Tuesday.

Apparently these independent milk vendors
have arranged a meeting with the Minister for
Agriculture on Monday or Tuesday of next
week. I share the concern of the vendors about
the cessation of bottled milk. I speak with some
authority because I chaired an inquiry into the
dairy industry and during the course of taking
evidence one matter became obvious-the im-
portance of direct sales of milk to the house-
holder. Even more important with regard to
maximising direct sales were the times and fre-
quency of delivery.

That has a twofold effect: Firstly, it main-
tains the important vending industry, and sec-
ondly it ensures that the State maximises its
penetration of milk to the consumer. The Min-
ister for Agriculture is very much aware of the
difficulty facing the Australian dairy industry
and the rigours which the local industry is
facing. A -care and dairy" plan has been
introduced on a national basis, which is costing
this State several million dollars a year. The
dairy industry needs to maximise sales of dairy
products, particularly of milk. It is my belief-
and this was brought out by inquiries we car-
ried out across Australia, and it will prove to be
the case anywhere in the world-that the re-
moval of bottled milk from consumers will lead
to a significant downturn in the amount of milk
being consumed by the public.

Mr Grill: What can we do about it?
Mr BLAIKIE: I am coming to that point

now. No doubt it is a Commercial decision
which the companies have made, bearing in
mind that only two companies operate in West-
ern Australia. They have rationalised their op-
erations, and have been assisted by some fairly
short-sighted industry decisions which have al-
lowed them to rationalise to the extent that
they operate without competition. The
companies know they can withdraw bottles
from sale in Western Australia and virtually
thumb their noses at the Minister and the
Dairy Industry Authority, and so they have
made the decision on a commercial basis.

Mr Crane: They not only work without com-
petition, but in collusion with each other.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Moore was a
member of the inquiry of which I was chair-
man. The Government must take a positive
initiative and find out whether anyone in West-
ern Australia or interstate would be prepared to
come here to meet the demand for bottled
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milk, assuming one exists. If we give customers
a choice in relation to something which the
existing companies say has no commercial ben-
efit, surely they will not deny access to another
company which is prepared to start up and
make that judgment. A further disadvantage
for a third company, if the Government i n its
wisdom is prepared to give it a licence to
operate, is that the Government must ensure it
has a supply of milk to put through its factory.
There is a very sound reason for the Govern-
ment to look closely at the decision the existing
companies have made.

Mr Grill: Who might come in?

Mr BLAIKIE: I do not know. If I were Minis-
ter it is a matter I would canvass very widely.
There is a further downside risk. It is not for
me to sample public reaction, but the vendors
who have carried out surveys already have
found a wide public rejection of what the
companies have done. It is interesting to
speculate what sort of acceptance there would
be for bottles if they came back onto the mar-
ket. Considerable concern has been expressed
about milk being brought across the Nullarbor
Plain. I share that concern. The only way the
Western Australian industry can meet that
competition is by putting out a quality product
and meeting consumer demand.

If the local industry is not prepared to meet
consumer demand and the product flows in
from the Eastern States, the Western Australian
industry cannot cry poverty if a Victorian takes
the market away. It is easy to transport milk
across the Nullarbor in cantons, and it is not
much more difficult to bring it across in
bottles. They need not necessarily be glass
bottles-they can be plastic. It would be a trav-
esty if an Eastern States manufacturer or pro-
ducer saw a market opportunity and provided
what the Western Australian manufacturers
were not prepared to provide. That is the
downside risk, and it is a real and significant
threat.

Let us go one step further. Our inquiry was
very critical of the role the existing companies
had played and the fact that they did not ap-
pear to have a far-sighted view of the industry.
If one looks at the history of the last 10 to 15
years, one sees there has been a restriction on
the operations of manufacturing plants in the
interests of rational isation, as the companies
would say. As a result of decisions by the Dairy
Industry Authority the Esperance manufactur-
ing plant was closed down. I do not come from
that area, and I do not represent Esperance, but

that decision was wrong. The plant could have
operated in that area and served the Norseman
area as well.

Following the companies' decision to ration-
alise bottled milk, the time is not too far distant
when they will make a commercial judgment
and say it is no longer viable for them to main-
tain their plant in Albany and they will close it.
They will say they have higher throughput in
their Perth plant and they will manufacture
here and redistribute. The same thing will hap-
pen to the only other plant in the south-west-
Peters at Brunswick. So the raw product will be
produced around the State, transported to the
metropolitan area, and then transported back
to the country. It may make good sense to the
directors and shareholders of Peters, but it is
illogical for country areas which are struggling
to get industries. There are opportunities if new
operators are prepared to have a go and they
are licensed to do so.

I refer now to the inflow of dairy products
into both Australia and Western Australia. The
Prime Minister launched a national campaign
to buy Australian goods. The member for
Moore will confirm that I am an instant expert
at being able to assess the products in the dairy
bars of most supermarkets. Members of our
inquiry would confirm that. We went from one
supermarket to another right across Australia.

Mr Grill: Was that the night I saw you in
Kings Cross?

Mr BLAIKIE: That was anoither inquiry.
Coles was specialising in dairy products. Two

or three days after the Prime Minister launched
the "Buy Australian" campaign-I have sent
him a letter complimenting the Federal
Government on that campaign-I examined
the dairy bar in Coles and there were I13 cheese
lines that had been advertised across Western
Australia. To the unsuspecting eye it looked all
right, but when I examined the cheese lines, of
the 13 that were advertised, nine were from
outside Australia. One of the brand lines in
particular was Riviana, and the only thing that
is produced in Australia is the wrapper; the
product comes from Denmark. This is part of
the tragedy of the Australian dairy industry.

Mr Grill: It is symptomatic of most of our
industries.

Mr BLAIKIE: I agree with the Prime Minis-
ter when he said that the manufacturing indus-
try has caused Australian industries no end of
trouble because they are non-competitive. The
dairy industry is a classic example of how an
industry which has been supported year in and
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year out is non-competitive internationally.
The industry is still subsidised, and the Kerin
plan will guarantee a continuation of subsidis-
ation.

What do we produce that we send overseas?
Mr Grill: Do you know where the subsidies

end upl The Treasurer had a survey done
which indicated that most of the agricultural
subsidies end up in Victoria.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister is quite right.
We had the same results. What do we produce
for export? The Australian industry produced,
in bulk for export, butter, powdered milk, and
cheddar cheese. What dairy products form the
world surpluses? Of course they are butter,
powdered milk, and cheddar cheese, but that is
what we sell outside Australia. We continue to
export those products and subsidise them. It is
the inside of manufacturing that is causing a
tremendous disservice to the Australian dairy
industry. It needs a shake-up.

The point I want to get back to is manufac-
turing. With three or four other associates, I set
up a dairy company called the Margaret River
Cheese Company. I had no desire at all to be a
cheese manufacturer, but I wanted to prove a
point contained in one of the principal
recommendations of the report of the com-
mittee of which I was chairman. The
recommendation was that there was an oppor-
tunity in Western Australia for the production
of manufactured alternatives to what com.-
panies were producing. Major companies here
produced a bit of powdered milk, a bit of but-
ter, and a bit of cheddar cheese, but they were
importing the bulk of it. They are working to a
captive market, and the return is not very high.
They have not been innovative.

We have been attempting to produce brie, a
French product. We have experienced many
difficulties and our chances of success are ex-
tremely remote because we know nothing about
making that cheese. We have found that we
cannot make enough to satisfy the market. The
point I am making is that we are attempting to
do something with no expertise except a desire
to try to prove a point; and the point we will
proba bly finish up making is that we will go
broke- If we had the technique, the backup, and
the resources that other countries have, 1 be-
lieve we could be successful.

Dairy companies have made a Commercial
decision and a market judgment. I believe it
will be to the disadvantage of the Western
Australian dairy industry and I believe also
there will be a reduction in token sales of milk

which we cannot afford to lose. I also believe
there will be an opportunity for that market to
be fulfilled. Who will fill it I do not know, but I
believe there is an opportunity for the Govern-
ment to go to the companies and say, "You
claim there is no opportunity for market milk
because it is expensive. If we invite a further
producer into the market, will you accept that
as a commercial venture or are you prepared to
bring bottles back?" I do not know what the
vendors will say to the Minister on Tuesday,
but I believe they are on the right track.

The information we got from the other States
indicates that when they switched to cartons,
milk sales dropped dramatically. That is im-
portant because the industry is totally depend-
ant on market penetration in Western
Australia. Anything that is lost will be to the
disadvantage of the whole State.

My final point relates to a very historic oc-
casion which took place in Bunbury on
Monday. It was the first quota exchange by
auction, and it was held at the recreation
centre. Not only was it the first in Western
Australia, but it was the first exchange by auc-
tion in the history of the Australian dairy in-
dustry. I pay tribute to the Minister for having
the courage to bring that auction in. For years
the dairy industry has been plagued by ru-
mours, innuendos, charges, and countercharges
about the way milk quotas have been
transferred or sold. The Minister must know
about people in the industr who have been
charged with being crooks or underhanded be-
cause they have manipulated the system. I am
just repeating what other people have said in
allowing milk quotas to be transferred. What
the Committee needs to understand and what
the dairy industry refuses to accept is that in
the total industry of 600-odd producers there
will always be a percentage of producers who
have had enough and want to get out of the
industry. They have a quota which is a tangible
and valuable article. The people who want to
get out of the industry do not necessarily want
to sell their property but want to sell their main
asset, the milk quota.

Many dairy farmers who have small or me-
dium sized quotas want to improve themselves
by purchasing more quotas. They do not want
to purchase additional farms or to retain the
ridiculous situation which was forced on them
by the Dairy Industry Association. For
example, if they buy additional quotas they are
not permitted to use their existing milking
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facilities and are forced to duplicate facilities.
The industry has lived under those conditions
for between 30 and 40 years.

I do not know about the negotiations be-
tween the Minister and the Primary Industry
Association. The PIA would not have been par-
ticularly excited when the Minister lifted the
level of quotas and introduced the sale of
quotas by open auction.

I commend the Minister for having the cour-
age to take the action he has a which Ministers
on my side of politics never had. One tried to
make them understand that the industry was
slowly grinding to a halt because of red tape.
Recently 4000 litres of quota have changed
hands, at an average price of $430 per litre. At
an auction a person must use his commercial
judgment, and he makes a bid of his own free
will. Of course, difficulties will arise. One diffi-
culty was when John Garland & Co was en-
gaged as the auctioneer. Wesfarmers or
Southern Districts Estate Agency could have
been engaged. Kowever, the Minister adopted a
principle, and he got on with the job.

It is important to have a rapid frequency of
sales rather than have them two or three times
a year. I am aware that the PTA would like
three sales a year to allow people to build up
their quota. If a quota sale were held every two
months, people would become used to the op-
pontunity of purchasing more quotas. More
importantly, if a person was in financial diffi-
culty and he had a quota of 300 litres, he could
sell 40 litres of that quota to obtain ready
capital.

One difficulty does arise; that is, there will be
a need to ensure that the regional areas, par-
ticularly Albany, are able to maintain a role
within the dairy industry. Existing industries
include the Capel Dairy Company, the Mt
Barker cheese factory and 'Masters Dairy has a
carton plant at Albany. While I have been criti-
cal of the companies, it is important that de-
cisions are made to ensure that there is not a
downturn in the number of producers, which
will force the companies to say, "Because there
is not sufficient milk in the area and quotas
have been sold to dairy farmers on the south-
west coast, there is no longer a need to have an
industry in the town." Decisions must be made
to ensure that there is a future for the dairy
industry in these regions.

Mr Grill: I agree with that. The biggest
danger is if we change the transport arrange-
ments. I know that people say it is a rational

thing to do, but if we do it we will put that
industry at risk. I am loath to make changes to
the transport arrangements.

Mr BLAIKIE: As far as the transport rights
are concerned, it comes back to the argument
that if all production plants were located in
Perth milk would be transported from Albany
to Perth. The person at the end of the line will
pay the most for transporting milk. Surely it is
more logical that a production plant be located
at Albany. Unless a decision is made to main-
tain the regional centres, all milk will be
transferred to the city. The companies will not
be disadvantaged, but the people at the end of
the line will suffer.

Mr Grill: With regard to Albany, we seem to
have won the argument about centralised costs.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have followed the matter of
quotas very carefully. The Albany region may
have gained more quotas than it ]ost, but it was
more by good luck than good management.

I am optimistic about the future of the dairy
industry in Australia. Earlier this year 1 visited
France and investigated the dairy industry in
that country. It is interesting that it is the
world's largest producer of dairy products. I
was of the opinion that Denmark and Holland
were the world leaders in the dairy industry.
However, the volume of dairy products pro-
duced in France is greater than those countries
combined. I was more than impressed with the
range of products produced in France and with
its ability to be an innovator in generating new
markets outside the EEC. Australia could learn
a lot from France.

I did not return from France with fears of
gloom and doom for the Australian dairy in-
dustry.

Mr Mensaros: They are heavily subs idised.
Mr BLAIKIE: Yes, and they are also very

much orientated towards meeting market de-
mands.

1 did not give credence to Switzerland's
having a large dairy industry, but it produces
1 56 different cheeses which are marketed
around the world. The number of cheeses
produced in Australia is infinitesimal and does
not meet the demand in the marketplace. Gen-
eral de Gaulle once said, "How does a country
produce a different cheese for every day of the
year?"

There is an opportunity, but that opportunity
will be denied unless the Australian dairy in-
dustry makes itself market-orientated and
understands that if the industry is to have a
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future it must be able to market around the
world. It must be able to produce the products
that countries around the world want.

Mr CRANE: I support the remarks made by
the member for Vasse. The Minister obviously
has a good grasp of the dairy industry, and he
must have read the report of our Honorary
Royal Commission. I did not intend to speak
on these lines, but the remarks of the member
for Vasse have reminded me of the work we
have put into that report and the results of it.
We took the matter very seriously.

With respect to bottled milk sales, if we are
not careful we could get competition from the
Eastern States to service the demand which will
be made by the people in Western Australia.
After all, the consumer should decide what is
wanted. The member for Vasse did not empha-
sise as strongly as he could have one of the
concerns which we noted at the time of our
inquiry. I refer to the desire of the two
companies to by-pass the milk vendor and deal
directly with the supermarkets. Eliminating
bottled milk plays right into their hands.

Our commission spent a lot of time in
Sydney investigating this matter. We found
that when the number of milk vendors de-
creases, there is a proportional drop in the sales
of milk. That is very important.

Mr Grill: Could you tell me whether bottled
milk is available in all the other State capitals?

Mr CRANE: It was certainly available at the
time of our inquiry.

The point I want to emphasise is that milk
was supposed to have been delivered five days
a week. We were given an assurance by the
milk companies that it was being delivered on
certain days. We did what could only be de-
scribed as a dastardly thing. Because we were a
little bit suspicious that the milk companies
were not telling us the truth, on a day when
they were not expecting us to go and have a
look at the vendors coming into their factories
to pick up their milk, we went out to wait for
the vendors to arrive. It was a claimed delivery
day. I never saw so many red faces in my life as
I did on that day. We knew damned well that
they were not doing what they said they were,
and we caught them red-handed. My message
to the Minister is that he should not necessarily
take as gospel what the factories tell him.

Ours was a particularly good commission,
and we spent a great deal of time on the inquiry
with great enthusiasm. It worked as a com-
mission of the Parliament, but there were no
party politics in it. Members from the two

Houses were on the commission, including
Hon. Jim Brown and the member for Warren. I
hope that the Minister will look through the
report some time.

Some of our recommendations were not
implemented. The Minister should look
through the files. He wouild be interested in
how the Esperance dairy was closed. It was the
greatest bit of skulduggery I have ever seen in
my life, and it was our Government which was
responsible for it. I felt very sorry for the.-
people who were endeavouring to keep that
business in Esperanee going. They were
virtually blackmailed out of it by the authority,
and our Government allowed that to happen.

Mr Grill: That was the Jones family, wasn't
it?

Mr CRANE: Yes.

The other matter that the member for Vasse
reminded me of-and which we made a
recommendation about in our report-was
Atwell's clotted cream, which was available in
Western Australia and well received in the
market. There were many requests that it be
allowed to continue, but it was not so allowed.
It was very conveniently phased out and never
brought back in. The company virtually had to
close down.

Mr Blaikie: Not only did the company close
down, but there was no replacement of the
product.

Mr Grill: Where did it operate from?

Mr CRANE: Mundijong. Clotted cream is a
commodity which is not now available in West-
ern Australia, but it is not too late to bring it
back. If we are concerned for Western
Australia-as I believe we are-we should give
every encouragement to the people who have
the initiative and the drive to make available a
commodity which is in demand. I feel. very
strongly about that.

My next points relate to the rural industry,
and in particular to the grain-growing side of it
and -the -Rural. Adjustment and Finance .Cor-,
poration. The Minister once asked me what I
would do to save the rural industry. I know it is
a big question and one that is not easily
answered. I feel very sorry for the Minister for
Agriculture at this time, because the rural in-
dustry is going through a serious downturn.
The Minister has inherited the problem which
was created long before he even came into Par-
liament.
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If the Minister were to ask me what was af-
fecting the grain-growing side of agriculture
more than any other factor, I would have to say
high interest rates. They are the real killer.
There are other problems which necessarily
flow from interest rates, but a reduction in
interest rates would help the industry tremen-
dously.

When we inquired into rural sector hardship,
the bank rate for loans of under $ 100 000 was
fixed at 13.8 per cent. Unfortunately, some
people have argued that interest rates should be
left to float, and they have gone up to ridicu-
lous heights. I believe that because of the greed
of human beings we have to fix things such as
interest rates. The bank rate should never have
been allowed to go beyond that figure.

The Primary Industries Bank was established
many years ago. When its establishment was
being talked about we all had our three
penn'orth and made suggestions as to how it
was going to be the salvation of the rural indus-
try because it would supply long-term finance
at affordable interest rates.

The Primary Industries Bank was the
greatest disaster that ever happened to the rural
industry. Over the last few years it has been
charging among the highest rates which have
been paid. People who took out loans at eight
per cent have ended up paying 21 per cent on
the same loans. That is in my opinion the
greatest fraud which has ever been brought on
an industry by any Government. No particular
Government is to blame, but a succession of
Governments.

Coming back to the interest rate, if there
were some way in which it could be subsidised
or pegged back, that should be done if we are to
save the industry.

I commend the Minister for something he
was able to do as a result of a request of mine.
This concerns the requirements of the Rural
and Industries Bank to have a first mortgage on
properties for water supply loans. That has
been a bone of contention and has caused
many problems. We have had a breakthrough
in this instance, and I thank the Minister sin-
cerely. The person concerned has also thanked
me.

We should concentrate on this area to see
whether we can short-circuit it. There is no
need for the R&l Bank to have a first mortgage
in every instance, because it often prevents
farmers from obtaining a water supply loan
which they may need. Very often it is not a lot
of money. Members will agree that $20 000 on

a property worth $400 000 is chickenfeed.
There must be some way around it. I thank the
Minister for being able to make that con-
cession.

Crop liens are another source of problems for
farmers. A number of years back this scheme
was brought in. If a farmer takes out a lien, say
for $40 000, it is a requirement that a crop lien
be taken to cover that loan. At the end of the
year at harvest time that crop lien must be paid
back, and the farmer suddenly finds himself
with no money. The result is a very short-term
loan. So crop liens for that purpose are of no
real value to the farmer. The farmer will take it,
but as I have said before, if a man is drowning
and he is thrown a rope, he will grab it. The
farmers have to grab a crop lien loan, but it is
not of any great long-term help.

The other day I had a call from a farmer who
was reassessing his situation. In the next few
weeks he will have to pay back money he has
received because of the lien. His money will
have gone and he will not be able to carry on.
That is another area where we should sit
around in a ring to work out those problems
and overcome them.

I have had reports from a number of people,
and I shall be contacting the Minister shortly.
One person I know has had to leave his farm.
His wife and children are living in a country
town, and he is working in Perth. He has re-
established himself in a job here. He comes to
Perth on Sunday evening and returns to his
family at the end of the week. It is about a 2V2
hour drive.

That man has been refused the $8 000 re-
establishment loan; he is not eligible for it.
That is because where a person has moved off
his farm with his wife and family and re-estab-
lished himself in another job, and he needs that
money because he has left the farm without any
money-

Mr Grill: In those matters we have to abide
by the Commonwealth guidelines. If you let me
have the details, I will look into it.

Mr CRANE: We have many people we must
help, and this is one area where we can help
them.

Some time ago I wrote to the Prime Minister
because I was desperately worried about the
situation in the rural industry and the fact that
it was virtually impossible for farmers to carry
on. In one area the farmers themselves, through
the Wheat Board, have had to borrow money,
often at high rates of interest, to pay the first
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advance on their grain. As a result of the high
interest rate, much of the value of that grain is
taken up in costs.

It is to the Credit of the Labor Governments
that the Commonwealth Bank was established
in such a way that it was able to make the
necessary advances to industry, whether rural

-or any other industry. The bank can make
loans at very low interest rates, or at no interest
at all. Because of the importance of the rural
industry to the economy of Australia, this is an
area where, instead of borrowing money from
overseas and increasing our overseas indebted-
niess, which has already escalated to a tremen-
dous figure. the Commonwealth Bank-as in
the past-still could make those first advance
moneys available at no cost to the industry at
all. This would mean that producers would get
more on their first advances because the money
would not be taken up in interest. That would
be to the benefit of Australia as well.

The Commonwealth Bank financed the first
World War in Australia, and we came out of
that war not owing any money at all. It did the
same with the east-west railway. But no-one
seems to want to remember those things for
some reason or other. It has been done and it
can be done again. It is a source of finance
where we do not have to go offshore to borrow.
it would be a benefit to Australia, not only for
the rural industry but for the rest of the com-
munity, and it would cut down our overseas
indebtedness considerably.

I want to raise the necessity to devise some
scheme, which will be more obvious after this
coming harvest, whereby farmers who are not
able to carry on and need to dispose of their
properties but cannot do so are able to stay on
their properties, perhaps as caretakers, rather
than moving to the city to find other accommo-
dation which is often not available. They have
a home on the farm; their children go to the
country schools; they buy their goods in the
country towns. It would also help those country
towns if we could devise some scheme whereby
they are left as caretakers for a number of
years.

-Mr Brian Burke: Can you not hurry up?
Mr CRANE: If the Premier does not think

the matter I am talking about is important, I
would be glad to seek leave to continue my
remarks next Tuesday.

I did not necessarily want to speak tonight,
because I thought we could have come back
next week. As I say, I will be happy to seek
leave to continue my remarks next week. I am a

genuine person-I am not saying everyone else
is not-and I feel for these people and I believe
we should concern ourselves as a Parliament
with their future.

I have almost put a scheme together which,
when I do, I will present to the Minister, a
scheme whereby farmers will not have to leave
their properties. We do not want mortgagee
auctions-none of that rubbish. There is a way
to leave these communities in place; all we
need is the will to act. We can not have an
exodus from country areas. We cannot con-
tinue to be this cruel to farmers and their famil-
ies. It is a tremendloas upheaval for farmers to
have to leave the properties on which they have
lived all their lives. I left my property this year
after 60 years, but I was one of the lucky ones
because I was not forced to leave. I was lucky
enough to get a good price for the property,
which I sold because the family did not want to
carry on. Still, the pain was there and it would
have been so much greater had I been like so
many of these people and been forced off the
land. I feel for these people.

I ask the Minister to bear with me and to
help me in this matter so that together we
might find some way to allow these people to
stay, if necessary as caretakers, so they can still
be part of their communities and perhaps even
be able to stay on and retire there. If this does
not happen the properties will go to the sharks,
and there are plenty of them just waiting to
pounce on a lot of these properties. We ought
not to allow that to happen. This is the reason I
introduced my private member's Bill last year.
I wanted to prevent that happening. It did not
work in that sense but it did what I wanted it to
do-it frightened the hell out of a lot of
financiers.

As responsible people we ought to have
arranged to come back for this debate next
week rather than have it forced through quickly
simply in order to finish our work this week.
But I am elected to do my job, and if it takes
next week or the week after, I am happy to do
that, because I enjoy my work and I am paid to
do my work. When we rush like this I do not
believe we are acti ng responsibly.

Mr GRILL: I mean no disrespect to the
member for Vasse and the member for Moore
when I say that I do not intend to give a long
response to their remarks. With due deference
to other members here tonight, I will simply
say that I agree with almost everything both
members said. They made some positive
suggestions we can consider. I take on board
the fact that the member for Moore in particu-
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far suggested we might sit down together and
have a bit of a conference on a few matters. I
will leave my comments at that.

Mr Crane: That is all I wanted.
The CHAIRMAN: The question is that the

Division be agreed to. All those in favour say
aye, to the contrary no; the ayes have it.

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Chairman, I sought your
call.

The CHAIRMAN: I beg your pardon, but I
did not hear you.

Mr BLAIKIE: You have heard me now.

Withdrawal oifRemark
The CHAIRMAN: Order! With due respect

to the member, I feel you have reflected on this
Chair and I request your immediate apology
and withdrawal.

Mr BLAIKIE: I apologise and withdraw.
The CHAIRMAN: I did not hear you seek

the call and I do not expect that from you or
anyone else. I give the member the call.

Committee Resumed
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr BLAIKIE: I wanted to raise the topic of

compensation under the compensation fund
the department administers, although I am not
sure whether it falls under this item. My con-
cern relates to Johnes disease, something caus-
ing a great deal of concern to the cattle industry
of this State. The disease has been discovered
on three properties so far, one being Rosa
Brook, and this property is quite significant
because it is the first dairy property on which
has been discovered this disease. One animal
from the property has been slaughtered, tested,
and found to be positive.

Johnes disease has previously been known in
WA, and its ramifications for the State are cer-
tainly very clearly identified by people in the
cattle industry. The discovery of the disease on
properties in this State poses a serious concern
to the Government because of compensation
payments it may need to meet.

Johnes disease is not normally present in
WA, and the present policy of the Department
of Agriculture is to eradicate the disease. So far
the most economic way to do this is to slaugh-
ter the infected herd and pay the owner com-
pensation. Any other animal introduced from
the same interstate herd of origin is traced and
placed under a surveillance quarantine for life.
This does not prevent an owner from selling or
moving the animal, but the owner must first

advise the department and obtain a written
permit to move the animal. Because Iohnes
disease spreads slowly, there is no urgency to
slaughter herds in which the disease is
diagnosed. This allows time to develop eradi-
cation programmes to minimise the financial
loss to the farmer. This contrasts with virus
diseases such as foot and mouth, where the first
priority is to slaughter all infected animals and
so prevent rapid spread of the virus.

The point is that the Department of
Agriculture's policy is that herds in which the
disease is discovered should be totally
slaughtered. I understand the number of cattle
involved has been small to date, but in this case
357 cattle are involved, so the Government will
be looking at a considerable level of compen-
sation. The Government must remember that
one animal which was slaughtered was found to
be positive when tested. The disease had
remained dormant in the animal for six years.

The Department of Agriculture is aware that
the animal may have passed the disease to
other animals on that property. The problem is
that the owner has been selling young calves,
which are very susceptible to the disease, to a
wide area of the south-west. The department is
carrying out a very intensive surveillance pro-
gramme to track sales of animals over the last
five years. Of major concern to the Govern-
ment then should be that a total eradication
programme might be involved, and the farmer
would need to be adequately compensated.

Because it is a dairy herd, for the first time it
takes on a different proportion. Previously,
beef animals had been slaughtered and paid for
at a beef price. In the case of a dairy animal,
the farmer receives only the beef price for the
animal and not the price for the production it
would have given throughout the year. A differ-
ent set of circumstances and consequences are
involved.

Already the Federal Government provides in
its taxing measures that where the owner of a
herd has been obliged to slaughter his herd in
the interests of quarantine measures, and
where it has been a declared animal husbandry
measure for the benefit of a region or State, of
the total amount of money received by way of a
compensation payout-bearing in mind that
for the 357 animals slaughtered the cheque is
paid over immediately--Zonly 20 per cent will
be subject to tax each year for a period of five
years. So the Federal Government understands
the seriousness of the situation and has
reviewed and altered its taxing laws accord-
ingly.
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1 want the Minister to be aware of my con-
cern about this matter. My final point is that if
Johnes disease is found on several properties-
and I certainly hope it is not-the State could
be up for a major compensation payment. The
people involved in eradicating it, the farmers,
must be assured forthwith that there will not be
any tardiness by the Government in meeting
those payments.

I will not divulge the name of the farmer on
whose property this disease has been
discovered. I simply say that I commend him
most highly for the manner in which he has
approached his responsibility. While that
farmer did have the opportunity, if he wished
to be irresponsible, to pass the animal off in the
marketplace, or to take it into the bush and
destroy it, he went to the Department of
Agriculture assuming it may have this disease,
and that was subsequently confirmed. He had
only one affected animal, but he did not have
to do that; he could have covered it up and
hoped it would go away. I have a great admir-
ation for that person's sense of responsibility.
Hie knew when he came forward to the depart-
ment the consequences that could apply to his
property;, namely, that even if the animals on
the property are slaughtered the property must
remain in quarantine for two years with no
other animals being permitted onto it. That
indicates the seriousness of the matter.

Bearing in mind that previously we talked of
only about 20 or 30 cattle but in this instance
there are 357, 1 want the Government to be
aware of what may well be a major Problem,
and I want an assurance that in the event of
compensations having to be paid out,' the
Government will meet its obligations and
responsibilities forthwith and will not be tardy
in this regard.

Mr GRILL: I note the member for Vasse's
concern in relation to this case of Johnes dis-
ease in dairy cattle in his electorate. So far as I
understand, there are no problems with com-
pensation. I am not certain how it is calculated
in respect of dairy cattle, but that is a matter of
detail which can be discussed.

Mr Blaikie: But your funds might run dry.

Mr GRILL: I understand what the member is
getting at, but my understanding from the De-
partment of Agriculture is that there should be
no problems. However, I will discuss it again
with the department, and if there are any prob-
lems I will get back to the member.

Division 61 put and passed.

Divisions 62 to 65: Agriculture Protection
Board, $10 148 000; Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation of Western Australia,
$1 899 000; Western Australian Meat Com-
mission, $2 373 000; South West Development
Authority, $1 555 000-put and passed.

Division 66: Fisheries, $7 435 000-
Mr BLAIKIE: I want to raise with the Minis-

ter the matter of Fisheries, and in panticular the
proposal by a committee of fishermen to estab-
lish a closed entry fishery for the southern
shark fishery. I know that the industry has
appointed its own people to a committee which
has been sitting for some time to examine man-
agemen t regimes for the southern shark f ishery.
The committee has made recommendations, of
which certainly the fishermen are aware, and
those recommendations if implemented will
putsa number of people out of business.

That pant of th e f ishery i s i n decl ine because
of overfishing by people moving out of other
fishing industries due to Government action in
recent years. A number of people were involved
in the tuna industry, but when it became a
closed industry quotas were allocated and
people moved out of that and into the shark
fishing industry, with the result that that indus-
try is now overfi shed and needs management.
Management will mean a less intensive work-
ing of that fishery than currently applies.

With all the goodwill in the world and all the
good advice the Minister can obtain, there is a
responsibility for Government to manage the
fisheries. However, it has a further responsi-
bility-that of ensuring that people are not
bankrupted out of the business as a result of
decisions by Government. The Government
will be damned if it does, and damned if it does
not, but I believe the Government and the in-
dustry must commence a fund for a buy-back
system in order to relieve the pressure on the
industry. It will not be economical for those
people with only a minimal amount of net and
hand fishing time to go fishing at all. They will
not have a resources base to sell because it will
not be saleable, so I believe there should be
very positive consideration of a buy-back
scheme.

While I have previously criticised subsidis-
ation of industries, I am now saying that a
subsidy must be paid to keep people out of the
industry. The industry must be managed, and if
a subsidy is not paid for those people to get out
of the industry, they would be bankrupted out
in any event if the Minister implements the
recommendations of the working party.
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The Government finds itself with a hiatus in
the situation. It will be damned if it does and
damned if it does not but it is most important
for a decision to be made. The Government has
allocated $160 000 for a buy-back scheme. I am
not aware of whether those funds will be avail-
able to the southern shark fishery; if they are,
congratulations to the Minister for getting the
scheme under way. The amount allocated is
small but at least it is a starting point.

The fishery needs to be managed and the
amount of effort involved certainly needs to be
minimised. It will cause suffering to a number
of people. The Government has an obligation
through the taxpayers to fund that scheme and
buy out some of the people in the industry so
that they can leave it with a degree of dignity.

Mr GRILL: With respect to the southern
shark fishery, the working paper put together
by the working group, comprising mostly
fishermen, has reached me and is being con-
sidered. In the meantime a small, strident
group of fishermen in Bunbury has not only
criticised the working group but also endeav-
oured to pass a vote of no confidence in the
director. It is most unfair. The fishermen came
to the department and wanted to set up the
working party. It is composed mainly of the
fishermen, yet before the report has hit my
desk a certain minority group is criticising the
director who has no input into the document. I
was very angry. It is not fair that the depart-
menit should be made a whipping boy for a
group of disgruntled fishermen. We will en-
deavour to work out something with those
people.

Mr Blaikie: If you are having this type of
thing from disgruntled people it is probably
because they are fighting for their financial sur-
vival.

Mr GRILL: I understand that. With respect
to the buy-back scheme, as the member for
Vasse has indicated, $160 000 has been set
aside in the fisheries budget this year to com-
mence the scheme. It will apply to all those
fishing licences which are not included in any
limited entry fishery. For instance, if one of the
boats which has fished for shark on and off in
the southern waters does not gain entry to that
limited fishery, its owner will be eligible to
offer the boat on the buy-back scheme. It has
been tentatively agreed to by the Fisheries De-
partment and WAFCO on the basis that the
industry will put up half the funds and the
Government will put up the other half.

Cabinet has not finally agreed on the terms
and conditions of the scheme but the money
has been set aside and hopefully Cabinet will
agree on the terms and conditions fairly soon.

Mr Brian Burke: In fact, Cabinet agreed on
Friday.

Mr GRILL: Apparently it has been agreed to
by the Cabinet subcommittee and it will go
ahead shortly.

Mr Blaikie: When will you make a public
announcement?

Mr GRILL: I will do it next week.
Division 66 put and passed.
Schedules I and 2 put and passed.
Clauses I to 4 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 Brian

Burke (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN AND
CAPITAL WORKS FUND) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.28 a.m.]: I

would like to make a few more comments con-
tinuing from where I had to conclude in the
Revenue Budget debate because the time ran
out.

1 continue with the issues connected with the
portfolios I shadow on behalf of the Oppo-
sition. The last subject I refer to within the
Attorney General's portfolio is the fairly con-
troversial, but currently much debated, issue of
capital punishment. Not only the rise in what
might be called conventional crime all over the
world, but also the proliferation of terrorist ac-
tivities, have brought about a drastic change in
public opinion on the subject of the death pen-
alty. That change has occurred not only over-
seas where terrorism is much more prevalent
but also in Australia.

This overwhelming public support for the
reintroduction of capital punishment for cer-
tain crimes should not be, as it has been,
ignored by the Government. The Government
often claims that it is representing the whole of
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the State and not only those who voted it into
power. However, even among this category of
Labor supporters there must be a large pro-
portion who favour the reintroduction of the
death penalty. If this was not the case public
opinion polls would flat usually show that 60
per cent or more of the public generally support
capital punishment, and of necessity they must
draw from Labor voters as well as non-Labor
voters. I maintain therefore that the Govern-
ment of the day has a duty and obligation to
heed this majority view of the electorate. The
only excuse not to do so would be if the
Government stated its firm belief that capital
punishment is immoral. I know some Labor
members hold this view, but it is not backed by
the view of most religious leaders.

In any event, one would expect the vote on
capital punishment, if legislation were to be
introduced by the Government of the day,
would be a conscience vote for all parties in
line with tradition. What I am proposing is not
Liberal policy either, but I am sure it is the
opinion of the majority of Liberal members. I
am simply saying it is the duty of the Govern-
ment of the day to heed majority popular
opinion and act upon it.

There are many arguments against capital
punishment and I do not want to go into them,
but the main argument has always been
whether it is Or is not a deterrent. I do not
accept the statement that capital punishment is
not a deterrent, and the proof of this is to be
found if we compare statistics for the
Australian States during a time when capital
punishment was abolished in some States and
existed in others. I refer to the Commonwealth
statistics for Queensland and Victoria between
1950 and 1964. Queensland had abolished the
death penalty, but Victoria retained it. During
this period there were 84 offences in
Queensland which would have deserved capital
punishment and 72 in Victoria. If one con-
siders the population in Victoria in those years
was more than twice as large as Queensland the
adjusted figures would be 72 for Victoria and
very conservatively 168 for Queensland, so
there were about 2.5 times as many murders in
the State where capital punishment had been
abolished.

The present additional argument for
reintroducing capital punishment is the enor-
mous proliferation in terrorist activities, most
of which are connected with ransom and black-
mail. If one removed the cause of blackmail
which is that many life prisoners are sitting in
gaol and terrorist activities are aimed at freeing

them, one sees that if those people had been
executed because they committed capital
crimes there would be no reason for commit-
ting new terrorist activities and causing much
death and despair in society.

The question of whether legal killing is ethi-
cal can only be answered in the negative if we
were to abolish other types of legal killing as
well. Logic demands that we would abolish the
excuse of killing in self-defence. The killing of
fugitives would not be excused, and more im-
portantly one would entirely have to do away
with the self-defence of a whole nation which is
to go to war. I know there are views which
advocate 100 per cent pacifism, but I do not
think they would be held by more than a small
percentage of people in the community.

One could go into different arguments, but
that is not my intention. I only wanted to
record my views on this matter and emphasise
again that the Government cannot push aside
overwhelming public opinion in favour of capi-
tal punishment and ignore the public.

I dealt with water resources during the de-
bate on the Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill,
but I would like to mention a few other aspects.
One is the consolidation of legislation
pertaining to the water resources portfolio. De-
spite the fact that the Metropolitan Water
Authority was created five years ago and the
Western Australian Water Authority more than
a year ago by amalgamating the MWA and the
country water authorities, pants of the old legis-
lation are still in force. One would have to
know and use the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage, and Drainage Act, the Metropolitan
Water Authority Act, the Metropolitan Water
Board Act, and the Western Australian Water
Authority Act to completely cover legally the
activities of the present amalgamated auth-
ority. One would still have to use the Country
Areas Water Supply Act and the Country.
Towns Sewerage Act and Acts relating to drain-
age.

This consolidation started a long time ago,
and the excuse of the draftsman was that it
took a l-ong time to complete. I think it is quite
untenable, and the Minister would have to
make a strong decision one way or another to
achieve a complete consolidation. Surely if it is
possible to physically and reasonably success-
fully amalgamate that huge utility, the yearly
turnover of which is above $300 million, it
cannot be maintained that it is impassible dur-
ing a much longer period of time to amalga-
mate the legislation which pertains to it.
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I mentioned the techniques of borrowing and
self-financing a few hours ago, but I would like
to press again the fact that with huge utilities
like the Water Authority there is almost com-
plete non-accountability to the Parliament. It
has always been the case that the revenue and
ongoing expenditure of these instrumentalities
were not contained in the Budget because they
are separate entities. In previous years, how-
ever, at least the capital works were in the Loan
Budget because either the whole or part of the
capital works were covered by the Loan fund.
That is not the case today, and despite the fact
that the Treasurer issues all sorts of Budget
papers which previously were not issued, they
are only there for the guidance of members and
do not contain a single vote because all the
capital is borrowed from outside and has not
come from the Loan Fund-not even $10.

The suggestion was that at least a nominal
amount should be allocated from the Loan
Fund and therefore the utilities ought to have a
vote. The Treasurer responded quite sympath-
etically in the past but has done nothing to
implement it.

If the Leader of the House could organise
business better and if the Parliament were pre-
pared to sit from the end of July to the end of
November, instead of the seven or eight weeks
it has sat this Budget session, the Parliament
would have a reasonable opportunity to scruti-
nise these utilities.

I am sorry the Minister was not here, but I
am sure he will take note of my concerns.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [4.41 am.]: I want to
have recorded in Hansard my comments relat-
ing to the General Loan Fund. It is always
interesting to look at the strategy of Budget
management and of the State's finances. In
June this year the Government increased all
charges thereby increasing the revenue of the
State. Those increases took effect on I July. It
introduced a later than usual Budget and it is
now the end of November and the Budget still
has not been passed by the Parliament. On the
one hand the Government has allowed 12
months for it to collect the revenue but, on the
other hand, because the Budget has not been
passed by the Parliament it will probably be
January or February before the works pro-
grammes actually get under way. It is probably
a fairly reasonable system of housekeeping be-
cause there are some benefits for the Govern-
ment in bringing in the Budget as late as it has.
It can be assured though that it has not gone

unnoticed and we will be looking at areas in
which substantial amounts of money have not
been spent and at carryovers.

My main point in rising this morning is to
express surprise at the decision by the Govern-
ment not to build a hospital at Margaret River.
In April this year the Treasurer visited the hos-
pital in the district. At the time I had some
optimism about what he would say to alleviate
the concerns of the people who were present
that day. The Minister for Health visited the
district in August, but of course by that time
the decisions on the Budget had been made. I
will not go over the matters I raised previously.
I wish to include in Hansard letters I received
over recent weeks from people and community
organisations who are concerned about the lack
of activity by the Government. The Margaret
River District Hospital Visiting and Advisory
Committee wrote to the Minister for Health,
the Premier, and to me. The letter certainly
should be included in Hansard. It states-

I write, on behalf of the committee, our
annual letter expressing our bitter disap-
pointment that the State Government has,
yet again, refused to appropriate funds to
provide a new hospital facility at Margaret
River.

Since this matter has obviously become
a mere political football, there is no point
in the committee reiterating old arguments
or raising new points. If, after seeing the
hospital at first hand, Mr Burke and your-
self cannot make a decision regarding its
future, as Mr Wenn reports, there seems to
be very little point in presenting any ma-
terial for consideration.

Mr Burke has pointedly said that he will
not listen if the committee makes 'a song
and dance' over the issue, and our many
years of using 'the quiet, reasoned ap-
proach' have got us precisely nowhere; it is
no wonder then that the committee feels
that it is 'damned if it does and damned if
it doesn't'. We also feel that the rights and
wrongs of the situation have been buried
by the political considerations and that
committee submissions receive little if any
attention.

We shall continue to work to provide
such comforts and equipment needed for
the hospital patients, especially those in
Permanent Care.
Yours Faithfully,
J. A. Wake, (Mrs)
(Hon. Sec.)
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That letter tells a tale of frustration that 1 also
feel for the community I represent. The letter
certainly expresses the committee's concerns
about being ignored.

Margaret River is a rapidly growing town. It
is the focal point of the country tourist industry
and a town in which substantial private invest-
ments have been made. Per head of population
it would probably be the fastest growing com-
munity in Western Australia, and it is growing
in spite of the Government. If ever a facility
was needed for that community it is the hospi-
tal. The Treasurer has visited the district and
his comments during that visit indicated that
be understood the concerns of the people and
that he could not understand why previous
Governments had not given the go-ahead for
the project. Yet, in 1986, it has been ignored
again.

The letter from Judy Wake on behalf of the
hospital committee is not an irrational letter. It
is a reasonable letter expressing the frustration
of that community, and I join her in that frus-
tration. Because I have no intention of letting
this project, which I regard as being the most
important project in the electorate which I rep-
resent, become a political football-

Mr Bryce: 1-as there been any proposal for a
private hospital?

Mr BLAlKIE: The people have approached
the Government time and time again.

Mr Bryce: You said the town was growing
despite the Government and it was because of
the private sector. Is the private sector
interested in building a hospital?

Mr BLAIKIE: The private sector may well
finish up being approached to build a hospital.

Mr Bryce: There are lot of private hospitals
in WA, you know.

Mr BLAIKIE: It may be approached, but
there was an expectation that this project
would have priority in this Budget.

A letter was written by Mrs Dorothy
Shepherdson, a member of a longstanding dis-
trict -family And a person. who has had a long
association with the community, following an
article which appeared in the local paper
indicating that the hospital would be sold. The
Government did not make an allocation for the
hospital in the General Loan and Capital
Works Fund Estimates of Expenditure. Before
the Budget was released there were grave con-
cerns in the community that the hospital would
close. It was reported in the paper and as a

result of that report Mrs Shepherdson sent me a
copy of a letter she sent to H-on. Doug Wenn.
The letter read as follows-

With reference to the Margaret River
Hospital and the article in the Busselton-
Margaret River Times of Thursday 18th
September-"-Hospital closure denied by
Wean". Your statement meant absolutely
nothing to the residents of Margaret River.
After declaring the rumour "absolutely
wrong" you contradict this by saying--if
it was not possible to have a new hospital
constructed in the town at present it was
imperative that the permanent care section
should be retained. And if we can't have a
full hospital I shall be pressing for at least a
Nursing Station."

The situation would then be worse than
at present. A Nursing Station would be un-
thinkable and out of the question for a
town the size of Margaret River which is
continually growing. Perhaps you don't
realise the amount of building, both pri-
vate and commercial, going on here at
present. There are three Doctors practising
here and a fourth when required. Two tim-
ber mills operate in and near the town.
Should a serious accident occur, a nursing
station would be totally inadequate. It is a
puerile statement, which I believe came
from a politician, to say that Margaret
River people can go to either Busselton or
Augusta. I can see the Doctors who have
recently moved into the town, packing up
and leaving should this situation occur.

I want to express my concern and frustration
that in spite of the representations that have
been made, the Government has ignored this
centre. It should have received a fair go from
the Government.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

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

Divisions 1 to 4-Agriculture, $1 514,000;
Community Services, $3 375 000; Computing
and Information Technology, $7 070 000; Crown
Law, $6 473 000-put and passed.

Division 5: Education-Primary and Second-
ary Education Buildings, $47 286 00 --

Mr LAURANCE: An amount of $680 000
has been made available for additions to the
Exmouth District High School. A unique ar-
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rangement has taken place because the State
Government will be reimbursed at least half of
that amount by the United States Government.
The United States Navy has made an agree-
ment with the State Government to jointly
fund the additions at the Exmouth District
High School which will provide for year I I and
12 students to attend the school.

The Navy base at Exmouth felt that the chil-
dren of Navy personnel should be able to at-
tend the school up to year 12. It has presented a
difficult problem over the last 10 years because
the number of children attending this school is
small. However, from the commencement of
the 2987 school year, year I I and 12 students
will be accommodated at the school.

The United States Government put up its
share of the money 12 to I8 months ago and
obviously it was in United States dollars. The
figure has appreciated considerably and it will
provide more than half of the estimated
$680 000-perhaps that figure may now be a
little short of the contract figure.

The unique arrangement has shown that our
Amercian friends are prepared to contribute
towards facilities which will be shared by both
United States and Australian students.

Some weeks ago I raised a matter during the
grievance debate about the difficulties being
experienced by the Exmouth Shire Council. To
date I have not received a response from the
Treasurer. He was a little out of sorts on the
day I raised the matter apparently because the
Government Whip had not told the Treasurer
that I had indicated he was the Minister to
whom I would be directing my grievance.
When I commenced my remarks the Treasurer
asked me to what I was referring and when I
told him he said that it was not a matter for the
State Government, but that it did have some
involvement because of its liaison with the
Federal Government. I asked him for a reply to
my grievance.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not think any response
was warranted.

Mr LAURANCE: At the time the Treasurer
indicated that he would provide me with a re-
ply.

Mr Brian Burke: I will look at it again.

Division 5 put and passed.

Divisions 6 to 8-Education-Technical Edu-
cation Buildings, $19 223 000; Fisheries,
$360 000;, Health, $99 851 000-put and
passed.

Division
$20940000-

9: Land Administration,

Mr LAURANCE: Can the Treasurer indicate
why the vote for the Land Administration De-
partment has increased from $6 million to $20
million?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that I
can answer that question. I can refer it to the
Minister, who is not here. If the member refers
to the detail under that department he will see
that the vote for the urban lands subdivision
programme increased from $6 million to $18
million in round terms. That seems to be the
increase referred to, but I do not know the
reason for the increased allocation.

Mr Pearce: There is a reference to it on page
9 of the "Supplement to the Capital Works
Estimates".

Division 9 put and passed.

Divisions 10 to 23: Local Government,
$100 000; Marine and Harbours, $19 168 000;
Mines, $2 903 000; Office of Government Ac-
conmmodation, $13 532 000; Police, $9 425 000;
Prisons, $8 685 000; Resources Development,
$2 000 000; Services, $994 000; Sport and Rec-
reation, $711 000; Treasury, $191 000; Hedland
College, $1 327 000; Kalgoorlie College,
$560 000; Karratha College, $1 089 000; West-
ern Australian College of Advanced Education,
$1 962 000-put and passed.

Division 24: State Housing Commission,
$72322000-

Mr MENSAROS: This being the only oc-
casion on which one can talk on Homeswest
matters, I use it to relate a complaint made to
me about some Homeswest units on the corner
of Amberley Way and Shelbred Way in Balga.
The complaint was made that the units use
water on their gardens 24 hours a day.
Although the matter was reported to
Homeswest, it has done nothing about it and
the Water Authority can do nothing as long as
the bill is paid. It is alleged that in 1983 the bill
amounted to $1 304; in 1984, $1 225; in 1985,
$I 327; and to May 1986, $707.

The Water Authority has advised that an ex-
tra meter was installed next to unit I13D. That
meter is additional to the separate meters for
each unit. The inspector from the authority ad-
vised that the whole block used the water from
this meter to water their gardens because
Homeswest pays the bill for that meter. It is
listed on the Water Authority's computer as
".garden services". The inspector said that
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although the meter should not be there the
authority had to obtain Homeswest approval to
remove it. The meter number is 28790.

The Water Authority agrees that use of the
meter represents a massive waste of water and
money, especially as the authority is pushing at
every opportunity for the conservation of
water. Residents of the area are most irate that
the residents of the units can get away with this
wastage with no questions being asked. The
people who complain want something done
about it so that the Homeswest residents have
to pay their bills and save water the same as
everybody else.

The home of the private resident who made
the complaint is connected to sewerage. Private
residents say that some of the Homeswest units
are on a septic system, and they wonder
whether it might not be cheaper for Homeswest
to connect sewerage to its units rather than
replace septic systems.

I leave the complaint with the Minister and
hope that at some time he will be able to re-
spond to it.

Division 24 put and passed.

Divisions 25 to 29: Aboriginal Affairs Plan-
fling Authority, $1 504 000; Building Manage-
ment Authority, $30 005 000; Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation, $1 429 000; Advances
to Sundry Dodies, $5 994 000; Loan Flotation
Expenses, $300 000-put and passed.

Schedules I and 2 put and passed.

Clauses 1 to 4 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 Brian

Burke (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

LOAN DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from I1I November.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [5. 10 a.m.]: This Bill is to auth-
orise loans which contribute towards the State
capital works budget, and as such warrants the
Opposition's support and will get it.

At this stage, as this is the last piece of legis-
lation which will be debated this evening,- I
express on behalf of the Opposition our ex-
treme disgust and anger at the manner in which
these Budget Bills have been handled by the
Government this year. In an absolutely unpre-
cedented manner the Government has asked
members of Parliament and the staff of Parlia-
ment House to sit for extended hours over an
extended period-

Mr Parker: Unprecedented?

Mr MacKINNON: If the Minister would
listen to what I say he will see what I mean.
This is not the way to handle the most import-
ant Bills which come before the Parliament
each year.-

In many cases the Government has not even
had the courtesy to have the Ministers here to
handle their clauses in the Bill. Members of
Parliament, both on this side of the House and
the other, when in Opposition and in Govern-
ment, have only rare opportunities to debate
issues of a general nature which relate to their
electorates. In moany cases they want an oppor-
tunity to question Ministers closely about areas
of expenditure, and this is one of those cases.

Let me give a classic example of what I mean
when even those Ministers who are here do not
reply. I instance the member for Vasse who
raised a matter of great concern and interest to
him personally and to his electorate. The
Treasurer did not even have the guts or the
courtesy to respond to that matter. That is an
absolute disgrace. When was the last time, Mr
Speaker, that you saw the Treasurer of this
State not even respond to the second reading
debate of a Budget Bill?

Why are we subjected to this absolute lu-
nacy? To accommodate the wishes and whims
of the Treasurer who wants to go overseas next
week. It appears that we have a Government
which is a one-man band. We cannot do any-
thing unless he says so. The Leader of the
House says we are not coming back on 9
December-it will probably be 15 or 16
December-to discuss this Midland abattoir
report, because the Treasurer will-not be-here.

Mr Laurance: He has to shore up his de-
fences.

Mr MacKINNON: He knows it is a particu-
larly important matter. He has to cover for his
Minister for Agriculture.

Mr Laurance: For his Police Minister and his
Transport Minister.
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Mr MacKINNON: It is time the Govern-
ment got its act together to ensure that this
Parliament operates in a far more businesslike
and orderly manner.

In closing let me place on record my sincere
thanks to my colleagues. Despite the misman-
agement of Government, they stuck to their
guns and in my view properly and adequately
closely questioned the areas of Government
which have been their responsibility and
interest. They have indicated to the Govern-
ment that if it wants to sit here again
tomorrow, we will accommodate it and do our
job. We do not believe it is appropriate or
reasonable for the Opposition or the people of
Western Australia to see the Parliament treated
with absolute disdain and contempt by this
Government, and we lodge the strongest poss-
ible protest at the manner in which we have
been treated so shabbily by this Treasurer and
Government

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [5.15 a.m.j: May I point out to the
Leader of the Opposition that until two days
ago he was the organiser of business on the
Opposition side. I liaised with him every day
with regard to the programme while he held
that pos -ition. He has .been well aware of the
Government's programme and he has been in
agreement with it until today. We have been on
schedule every day until today. Why we were
suddenly not on schedule is because the Oppo-
sition under the new regime no longer seems to
have the capacity to predict the way in which
and the extent to which its members will speak
and be involved in the debate.

My understanding was that the House would
have risen with all the work completed by mid-
night last night or one o'clock at the latest-
that is, until we had those amazing things like
one-and-a-quarter-hours by the Deputy Leader
of the the Opposition on the Department of
Land Administration, of all things. We had
another two-hour burst from the member for
Mt Lawley repeating ad nauseam what he has
said over and over again in the Parliament.
This Government has gone a long way towards
trying to achieve reason and rationality in the
operation of Parliament, but it requires a level
of cooperation which we had until today. I
hope that the shambles of performance by the
Opposition during the course of today is not a
hallmark of the boys of the new regime.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc,
Bill passed through Committee without de-

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

Third Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)

15.17 n.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [5.18 a.m.J: I want to
make a couple of brief points in response to
something which the Leader of the Opposition
said earlier this evening about the Govern-
ment's loan programme. As someone who has
been to the Premiers' Conference and has been
involved in these discussions I want to make
the point that there are occasions when a
Government must make decisions about
financial matters to do with loans; decisions
which have to do with broader economic
consequences-for example the level of
borrowings. This point was dealt with by the
Leader of the Opposition in his speech on the
other loan Bill which I do not think was fully
understood,

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balsa-Treasurer)
[5.19 a.m.): In closing the debate I have one or
two things to say. I have never seen such a
whingeing, superficial and shallow perform-
ance as that displayed by the Leader of the
Opposition. He has not even bothered to check
the facts of previous sittings before making
wild assertions.

The Leader of the Opposition might like to
know that in 1982 we sat beyond midnight on
13 occasions. This year my best estimate is that
we have done so on six or seven occasions. In
1979 we sat after midnight on 18 occasions.

Mr MacKinnon: Does that make it right?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Do not start whingeing

about whether it makes it right or not. In 1979,
under Liberal stewardship we sat beyond mid-
night on 18 occasions. Tonight the Leader of
the Opposition comes in and says that on the
General Loan Fund he will not make a
substantial speech because he is not prepared.

That is what he said-"I am not prepared".
That is how good he is.

Mr Clarko: You are having a whine.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I am not; I am

pointing out a couple of facts of life to mem-
bers opposite. I am not trying to do anything
except tell the Leader of the Opposition that he
cannot sleep for half the General Loan Fund
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debate, say he is not going to make a
substantial speech, after being responsible on
the pant of the Opposition for the stewardship
of the running of the House, and then moan
about the way in which the House is run, with-
out knowing that his panty when in Govern-
ment had a practice of sitting beyond midnight
three or four times as often as we have since we
have been in Government.

It is tough at the top and it is awfully hard if
one is shallow, superficial, surface skating, and
trite. It is harder still if one thinks he knows
everything and can do no wrong.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I know the hour is
late but there is no need for this sort of behav-
iour; it is not appropriate. We do not always
agree with what is being said, but that does not
remove that person's right to say it. The
Treasurer.

Mr Lightfoot interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I know this is the
member's first term here but I think by now he
should know a little better. He well knows the
attitude taken by Speakers and Chairmen of
Committees in this place on interjections made
after statements of the nature I have just made.
I consider his interjection to be highly dis-
orderly and very rude and I think he ought to
apologise for his rudeness.

Mr Lightfoot: A point of order.

The SPEAKER: Order! Resume your seat. I
know the time is very late and people's tempers
are becoming frayed. Nonetheless I ask that
you apologise.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I apologise.

The SPEAKER: The Treasurer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is all right for the
Leader of the Opposition to come in, JUMP UP
and down, and shout and growl, and accuse the
Leader of the House of being less than cour-
teous and all those sorts of things; but if that is
good enough for the Leader of the Opposition
it is good enough for me to stand up and tell
him the truth about his own performance. It is
no excuse-and that is what he was trying to
make-for the Leader of the Opposition to say
he is ill-prepared because the hour is late. In
Parliament, as the Leader of the Opposition, it
is incumbent on him to be prepared. This
Leader of the Opposition is the first I have ever
heard stand up and say, "I am going to make an

insubstantial speech." He spoke for about 10
minutes on the General Loan Fund and about
two minutes on the Loan Bill itself.

Mr MacKinnon: You didn't respond in
either case.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course not, because
there was nothing to respond to, and had the
Leader of the Opposition listened to himself he
would have slunk out. It was embarrassing
even to him. I am keen for him to get off on the
right foot. it was awful to hear him stand up
and say, "I am going to make an insubstantial
speech." That is what he said.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not going to
tolerate a situation developing at this time of
the night or at any other time where members
try to shout down the person on his feet. I will
take action not against ordinary interjections
but against the next person who interjects in a
concerted effort to stop a person speaking in
this place, and that person will receive a con-
certed action by me and will be very sorry
about it-I promise.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In conclusion I say
that, firstly, the Leader of the Opposition was
ill prepared-he said so himself to the empti-
ness of his own benches. Secondly, it has been
demonstrated that the management of the
House has been far more efficiently handled
this year than in previous years. if that is the
case, then credit is due to the Leader of the
Opposition for the period in which he was
partly responsible for running the House. But
now he wants to attack and criticise the
Government for the job of which he was pant
and for which he was partly responsible with-
out even referring to the fact that his party
when in Government was responsible for man-
agemenit which, according to his own lights,
was far worse than anything we have experi-
enced this year.

I cannot make up for the deficiencies of the
Leader of the Opposition. I have been
interested this week to see the changes made by
the Opposition. The present Leader of the Op-
position will not last as long as the previous
one unless he starts to develop some substance.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.
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MIDLAND ABATTOIR SELECT
COMMITT'EE
Report: Tabling

MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [5.27 a.m.]: I
present the report of the Select Committee into
the Sale of the Midland Abattoir Land together
with minority report submitted and the
transcript of evidence, and I move-

That the report be received.
Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

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

That the House at its rising adjourn until
a day to be fixed by the Speaker.

House adjourned at 5.30 am r. (Saturday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ABATTOIRS

Lambs:-Imports

1851. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister for
Agriculture:

With the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Corporation making the
statement that 404 925 lambs were
imported into Western Australia in
1985-86 at an average price of $1.42
per kilogram by other people and or-
ganisations, why does the corporation
refuse to disclose the basis for its
assumed price per kilogram, and how
can the corporation claim the infor-
mation is commercially sensitive to
the corporation?

Mr GRILL replied:

I will advise the member in writing in

due course.

ANZAC DAY TRUST FUND

Legislation

1969. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister-for Racing
and Gaming:

(1) Is there an Anzac Day Trust Fund
which receives revenue based on a
percentage of receipts from sporting
events held on Anzac Day?

(2) Under what legislation or regulation is
this fund established?

(3) For what purpose are the proceeds of
the fund used?

(4) Does Casino revenue contribute to
* this fund?

(5) If no to (4), why does it not contrib-
-. ute?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister for Racing
and Gaming. It has been referred to
the Minister for Budget Management,
and he will answer the question in
writing.

CRIME
Domestic Violence: Community Services

Department Directive
1981. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Community
Services:
(1) Has the 1981 directive in relation to

assistance to wives and children leav-
ing home because of domestic viol-
ence or other problems been changed?

(2) If so, in what way and why?
(3) Will the Minister table the pre- 1981

directive, the 1951 directive, and the
current directive?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The 1981 directive was amended as a

result of a request from the domestic
violence task force that the Depart-
ment for Community Services review
its administrative procedures in re-
lation to victims of domestic violence.
The new procedures give staff clearer
guidelines in providing more support
and pmotection to women and children
of domestic violence.

(3) The three directives are tabled as fol-
lows--

(a) pre- 198 1 -administrative
struction. 151;

in-

(b) 198 1-administrative instruction
222;

(c) current--extract from financial
assistance branch policy and pro-
cedures handbook.

(See paper No. 596.)

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Street Children

1982. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:-
(1) What is the estimated number of

.,street children" in the metropolitan
region?

(2) What action is taken by the depart-
ment in relation to street children?

(3) Does the department follow up con-
tacts with street children made by voW-'
untary agencies?
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(4) Does the department seek to exercise
the statutory powers it has in relation
to street children and their parents?

(5) Does the department have any long-
term strategy in relation to street chil-
dren and, if so, what is it?

(6) Does the Government have any policy
to increase parental responsibility for
the welfare of children and their con-
duct, whether Unlawful or anti-social?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) There are many interpretations of the

term "street children". However in
the ten month period to June 1986, a
street work team recorded contact
with 405 young people considered to
be "at risk".

(2) The department has contracted the
Perth Inner City Youth Services
(Inc)-a group of the inner city volun-
tary agencies-to manage a snreel
work project which makes contact
with young people on the street and
establishes links with relevant ser-
vices.
The Government also provides re-
sources for 20 drop-in centres in the
metro and country regions.

(3) The voluntary agencies make appro-
priate referrals to a wide range of ser-
vices. Where referrals are made to ser-
vices provided by the Department for
Community Services, these are acted
upon.

(4) Where a child is considered to be in
need of care and protection, the de-
partment. exercises its statutory
powers. It has developed a programme
whereby young children found on the
streets without any means of returning
home are taken home and parents
alerted to their responsibilities.

(5) Yes. The Department for Community
Services provides a wide range of pre-
ventative programmes to support and
maintain families. However, in the
case of crisis situations, the depart-
ment itself, and through non-govern-
ment agencies, provides a number of
services ranging from supported ac-
commodation to assisting young
people to return to their families or, if
this is not possible and the young per-
son is old enough, to independent -liv-
ing.

(6) Yes. While crisis intervention is some-
times necessary and must be provided,
the Government's policy is primarily
to support and maintain families
within the community. Early inter-
vention aims at increasing parental re-
sponsibility before conflict or break-
down reaches an irretrievable stage.

PRISONER
Garry Raymond Pryor, Sentences

1983. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Prisons:
(1) What was the total sentence

disregarding remission being served
by Garry Raymond Pryor before his
escape last week?

(2) When was his case last considered by
the Parole Board?

(3) When was it due to be considered
again by the Parole Board?

(4) What are the details of his "four-stage-
resocialisation programme" being
conducted by the Prisons Depart-
ment?

(5) Under the authority of what sections
of the Prisons Act was that pro-
gramme being conducted?

(6) When did it begin?
(7) When was it due to be concluded?
(8) Did the department receive any indi-

cation from the Parole Hoard of its
attitude to parole for Pryor?

(9) Had Pryor applied for parole and, if
so, when was his application made?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The member will be advised in
writing.

PASTORAL LEASES

1986.
Lan
(1)

Mr
ds:

Tenure: Legislation
LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Further to question 1591 of 1986,
when he indicated that the Govern-
ment still intended to legislate to pro-
vide for improved tenure for pastoral
lessees, can he now explain why this
commitment to pastoralists has been
broken?

(2) When is it now intended that the
Government will legislate in this way?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

I will advise the member in writing.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: FREMANTLE

Painters and Dockers. Levy

1992. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will all ships be required to pay the
proposed tonnage levy for the employ-
ment of the casual pool of ship
painters and dockers at Fremantle
Port?

(2) If yes, will all ships be required to use
the Pool?

(3) If no to (2), why should ships be
charged a levy for service they do not
require?

Mr TROY replied:

This question requires a detailed ex-
planation which will be forwarded to
the member in writing.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: FREMANTLE

Painters and Dockers:- Levy

1993. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that the existing man hour
levies charged to pay for the casual
pool of painters and dockers at the
port of Fremarntle is to be replaced by
a tonnage levy?

(2) If so, when is this change to come
about?

(3) How many men are employed in the
casual pool of painters and dockers at
Fremantle?

(4) What is the annual cost of this pool?

(5)- How is the man 'hour -levy collected-
and by whom?

(6) Who will pay the proposed tonnage
levy and how will it be collected?

Mr TROY replied:

This question requires a detailed ex-
planation which will be forwarded to
the member in writing.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: FREMANTLE

Painters and Dockers.- Employment

1994. Mr LAURA NCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it a fact that of the 35 men compris-

ing the casual pool of ship painters
and dockers at the port of Fremantle,
in the month of September the per-
centage of this pool employed on a
daily basis for the mouth was 1.64 per
cent and the percentage of available
labour on idle time was 98.36 per
cent?

(2) If yes, how does he justify having a
workforce available that is clearly not
required?

(3) When was the pool increased to 35
men?

(4) What was the previous registered
strength prior to the increase to 35
men?

(5) Why was the increase made, and how
does the Government justify this in-
crease when the statistics available
clearly show that there is very little
call on this pool?

Mr TROY replied:

This question requires a detailed ex-
planat ion which will be forwarded to
the member in writing.

LICENSED PREMISES

Juveniles: Meals

2004. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Racing
and Gaming:

(1) With reference to the presence of a
juvenile on licensed premises for the
purpose of obtaining a meal, what
guidelines are used to determine
whether the provision of food on li-
censed premises constitutes a meal for
the purposes of policing the relevant
section of the Act.-

(2) What is the time limit for consump-
tion of a meal?

(3) What constitutes reasonable parental
control of juveniles on licensed prem-
ises?

(4) Do the guidelines used to determine
(1), (2), and (3) apply equally to hotels,
clubs, and limited licence clubs?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Section 6 of the Liquor Act defines

.,meal" as such substantial food as
may be prescribed by the regulations.
Regulation 10-

Substantial food means the main
course of a menu consisting of not
less than three courses, the mini-
mum requirements for which are
soup, main course (not in sand-
wich form) with vegetables or
salads followed by a sweet or
cheese.

(2) A single period of trading. Section
7 (2) (a) of the Act applies.

(3) The Act requires a juvenile to be ac-
companied by a person in authority
over him. Section 126 (6) defines a
person in authority as a person over
18 years of age who is a spouse, parent
of, or in loco parentis to, or the guard-
ian of the juvenile. "Control" is not
mentioned.

(4) The provisions of the Act referred to
in (1) to (3) above apply to hotels and
clubs. For clubs operating under an
unlicensed club permit-section 42-
the following condition applies to such
permits-

Juveniles on the premises the sub-
ject of this permit must be in the
company of an adult person in
authority over them.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE
CORPORATION
Arrears Payments

2005. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware of an undated letter sent

recently by the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation to farmers, in
which immediate payment of' arrears
is sought?

(2) Why is the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation seeking payment
before harvest is completed?

(3) Why does the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation need a statement
of assets and liabilities now?

(4) Is the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation planning any action
against wheat prowers before the

1986-87 harvest is completed and
guaranteed minimum price payments
are in the farmers' bank accounts?

Mr GRILL replied:
I will advise the member in writing in
due course.

GRAIN: FREIGHT RATES
Steering Committee: Negotiations

2008. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Government continuing its

negotiations with the grain freight
steering committee over the matter of
competitive grain freight rates?

(2) If negotiations have broken down
what course of action does the
Government intend to pursue to en-
sure grain growers, especially those in
long-haul areas, are offered equitable
freight rates?

(3) As deliveries are already well under
way in the northern and eastern
wheatbelt areas and initial payments
for grain from which freight and hand-
ling charges are deducted are immi-
nent, has Westrail issued any directive
to statutory marketing or handling
authorities in regard to the freight rate
to be deducted?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) No. Westrail's final offer to the grain

freight steering committee, which
involved a reduction of 1.6 per cent
on last season's rates-9 per cent in
real terms-and a reduction of 2.5 per
cent from the 1986-87 rate offered
previously, was rejected by the com-
mittee.

(2) Because the parties involved have
failed to reach agreement on the
freight rates for the current grain
season, I intend to gazette the rail
rates following Cabinet consideration.
The proposed rates represent a re-
alistic response to the demands for
substantial progress to be made
towards achieving rate
competitiveness by 1988-89, as
required by the grain agreement. In
addition to this, I have included pro-
posals to reduce long-haul grain rates,
in recognition of the special problems
faced by prowers in outlying areas.
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(3) Advice to all interested parties will be
made immediately following Cabinet
consideration.

PRISONER

Garry Raymond Pryor. Sentences

2017. Mr CASK, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Prisons:
(1) Was the prisoner, Garry Pryor, who

allegedly escaped from legal custody
recently, ever sentenced to a term of
imprisonment or an aggregate of terms
of imprisonment, without regard to re-
mission4 of more than 15 years?

(2) What terms of imprisonment are cur-
rently being served or have yet to be
served by the prisoner Garry Pryor?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) G. R. Pryor was serving a sentence of
two months handed down on 9
January 1981, plus breach of parole-
3 056 days-plus seven years, plus ILI
months-no minimum term-both
cumulative, handed down on 10
March 198 1.

(2) At the time of escape, G. R. Pryor was
serving breach of parole days.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS
Meeting: Transcript

2018. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware of a meeting held between

the Department of Marine and Har-
bours, the State Planning Com-
mission, the developer's architect, the
Swan River Management Authority,
and the Mayor and Town Clerk of the
Town of Mosman Park on 16 October,
to discuss the Mosman Park tea-
mooms?

(2) Is he aware that this meeting was
taped?

(3) Will he table transcripts of this meet-
ing?

(4) Will he table any Department of Mar-
ine and Harbours Engineer's report or
reports in regard to the Mosman Park
tearooms?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Yes. I am also aware that all persons
present were aware of the meeting be-
ing taped.

(3) No.

(4) If the member indicates the specific
Marine and Harbours report he de-
sires to see, I will consider the request.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Short-term Cash Surpluses: Fee

2025. Mr COURT, to the Minister Co-
ordinating Economic and Social
Development:

(1) Why is the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation now charging
Treasury a fee for handling the
Treasury's short-term cash surpluses,
when the Government had previously
stated that no fee would be charged?

(2) When did payment of the fee by
Treasury commence?

(3) What fee structure is being charged by
Western Australian Development
Corporation?

(4) Why has the public not been notified
of this change in practice?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) The fee reflects changed arrangemnents.
agreed between Treasury and WADC.
They have been examined by the
Auditor General and are consistent
with the Government's policy of in-
creasing parliamentary scrutiny of
Government outlays. In general terms,
the arrangements provide Treasury
with a rate of return equivalent to or
better than what Treasury has been
able to obtain in the past, while con-
tinuing to safeguard public moneys.

(2) These arrangements have operated,
from the beginning of the financial
year.

(3) The fee structure is commercially
based and reflects certain guarantees
and profit-sharing arrangements.

(4) These arrangements fall within the
normal transactions that Treasury
negotiates from time to time,
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POLICE OFFICER
Willenoorn: Health Risks

2029. Mr CASK, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Is lie or his department aware of the

concern for residents' health at
Wittenoom and, if so, have the police
officer stationed at Wittenoom and
his family been made aware of
potential health risks?

(2) Were any tests conducted on them be-
fore being stationed at Wittenoom?

(3) Are records kept of the police person-
nel who have been stationed at
Wittenoom, and is screening of their
own and families' health being
monitored to ensure adequate data is
available to asist in the case of poss
ible future medical claims?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
The member will be advised in writing
in due course.

PORTS AND HARBOURS
Lancelin Jetty.- Construction

2031. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Why did work stop on the construc-

tion of the new Lancelin jetty?
(2) (a) Has work recommenced;

(b) if not, when will it start?
(3) When is it expected the jetty will be

completed?
(4) Has every care been taken to ensure

the unfinished work is adequately
illuminated in darkness, in view of the
fact it is causing concern as a hazard
to fishing boats operating in the area?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Labour and plant engaged on this

project were temporarily redeployed
to carry out works at the H-illars Boat
Harbour. During this period the
barge-mounted crane required at
Lancelin experienced a mechanical
fault, was damaged, and is undergoing
repairs.

(2) (a) No;
(b) works will recommence as soon as

the crane has been repaired and
the required labour force been en-
gaged.

(3) April 1987.

(4) Some problems were experienced with
the maintenance of hazard lights on
the unfinished structure, but these
have been overcome.

MINERAL
Nickel: Agnew Mine Reopening

2032. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Could he please advise whether nego-

tiations are continuing to reopen the
Leinster-Agnew nickel mine?

(2) Are there any commitments Or pro-
posals with respect to Leinster town-
site?

(3) Has the State Government offered
concessions of any nature to
companies who may have the capacity
to reopen the Leinster-Agnew nickel
mine?

(4) If yes to (3), what were the con-
cessions?

(5) Since his statement that he may re-
scind the agreement with the Agnew
joint venture partners, are the leases
heretofore referred to now safe with
the joint venture partners?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1), (3), and (4) It is not my practice to

discuss commercial matters, or nego-
tiate, publicly.

(2) Agnew joint venturers have commit-
ted to keeping Leinster open, both for
their own purposes and so that others
can use it on a commercial basis.

(5) The question is based on a false p rem-
ise.

GRAIN
Cartage: Malatester Contractors

2033. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) How much per tonne is being paid to

Malatester Contractors of Bunbury to
cart rain-
(a) from 0 to 25 kilometres into

Newdegate;
(b) from 25 to 50 kilometres into

Newdegate?
(2) If the figure is above the reported

$ 1.53 per tonne being charged pro-
ducers, who is subsidising the remain-
der?
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Mr TROY replied:
As requested, the matter has been
responded to in writing.

MUSEUMS
Travelling Conservators

2034. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
The Arts:
(1) Will the positions of-

(a) travelling conservators; and
(b) travelling curator,
continue to funded after May 1987?

(2) If not, would he outline steps that can
be taken to have this valuable service
to local museums continued?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Current funding will continue until

June 1987, and I anticipate further
submissions in the WA Museum's
Budget proposals for 1987-88 which
will be considered in the context of the
overall budget priorities.

(2) Not applicable.

MUSEUMS
Local: Funding

2035. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
The Arts:

As Instant Lottery distribution advis-
ory committee money appears to be
no longer available for application by
local museums, could he outline steps
that the committees of local museums
can take to obtain funding to restore
or preserve items of our precious ma-
terial culture contained in their mu-
seumns?

Mr PARKER replied:
Distribution of Instant Lottery funds
for cultural purposes, including local
museums, is to be reviewed. The re-
view which will be undertaken in the
new year will include representation
from the WA Musetfm, the Battyc Li-
brary, WA Art Gallery, the new Heri-
tage Council, and the Department for
the Arts.
I will ensure that the needs of local
communities to restore and preserve
significant cultural items will be fully
considered in the review process.

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES
Days Lost

2037. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:
(1) What is the current method of calcu-

lating the number of days lost due to
industrial disruption in Western
Australia?

(2) What was the previous method of cal-
culation?

(3) When did the change occur?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) to (3) Advice provided by the

Australian Bureau of Statistics indi-
cates that the method of calculating
the number of man days lost due to
industrial disputation in Australia has
not changed since 1970.
The marked reduction in man days
lost in Western Australia due to dis-
putes during the lime this Govern-
ment has been in office cart therefore
not be disputed on the basis of a
change in the Australian Bureau of
Statistics' method of calculation. The
improvement therefore stands as an
undeniable achievement of the present
Government.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Financial Statements

425. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister Co-
ordinating Economic and Social
Development:

Some notice has been given of this
question.
Referring to note 16 of the annual re-
port of the Western Australian Exim
Corporation, will the Minister ex-
plain-
(1) The nature of bad debts to the

value ofll S11024 written off dur-
ing the year?

(2) The investments on which
$181 770 was lost when they were
disposed of during the year, and
the reasons for that loss?

(3) The investments the value of
which was diminished by
$565 944 during the year, and the
reasons for the fall in value?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) to (3) The question was referred to the

Exim Corporation but I have not
received the advice-

Mr MacKinnon: Surprise, surprise! Will
you send it to me in the mail when it
comes?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Leader of the
Opposition will get his act together-
he either wants it or he does not want
it. The question without notice was
received and referred to the Exim Cor-
poration, and I have not received the
advice. The Leader of the Opposition
can say, "Surprise, surprise", or what-
ever he likes, but that is the truth of
the situation.
I will send the answer to the Leader of
the Opposition when the Exim Cor-poration provides me with the detail. I
do not know why he carries on so. As
soon as I get it, I will send it to him.

REGISTRY OF COOPERATIVE AND
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

Portfolio Responsibility'
426. Mr MARLBOROUGH, to the Minister

for Housing:
(I) H-as the Government decided to

transfer the Registry of Cooperative
and Financial Institutions Cram the
Housing portfolio?

(2) If yes to (1), what alternative arrange-
ments are to be made?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes. following a report of the Func-

tional Review Committee, the
Government decided to transfer the
registry to the Treasury Department,
where it will be established as a dis-
tinct division of Treasury. This will
ensure that it has direct access to
Treasury's resources and expertise in
various areas.

(2) Concurrent with the transfer, the
registry will be moved to a location
More central to Treasury;, and the
Public Service Board is addressing
this matter.
I take this opportunity to Correct the
impression I conveyed during the sec-
ond reading debate on the Perth
Building Society (Merger) Bill last
week. In answer to a query from the

member for Nedlands; during that de-
bate, I indicated that a public an-
nounce ment had been made about
this transfer, It was my impression at
that time that this decision had been
announced by the Premier at the same
time as he announced the formation
of a working party to review building
society and credit union legislation.
On checking, 1 have found that, in
fact, no direct announcement was
made in this regard, although it would
certainty have been inferred by most
people concerned from the advertising
of the position of registrar as a
Treasury position in weekend news-
papers on 24 and 25 October.

However, formal notification of the
transfer has now been conveyed to the
permanent building society and credit
union associations. They have also
been advised that the transfer will not
be effected until accommodation is
available in the Treasury Department
in the early part of 1987.

AUSTRALIAN WHEAT BOARD
Adt'ance Payments

427. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the

Australian Wheat Board is not making
payment to growers on wheat
delivered to CBJ- this season until the
dispute between CHf and Westrail on
a negotiated grain freight rate is
settled?

(2) As some growers are paying at least 20
per cent bank interest on borrowed
money, and because of the delay in
payment for wheat delivered they are
not able to maintain payments to
offset this interest, will the Minister
intervene and influence the Australian
Wheat Board to pay a first advance
immediately with an estimated freight
reduction, instead of reneging on its
obligation and making money for the
board at growers' expense?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) 1 am aware of it. I received a telegram

from the Australian Wheat Board on
Tuesday and immediately replied
indicating that the matter was receiv-
ing urgent Government consideration.
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(2) The member may refer to my response
to the member for Merredin during
questions without notice on
Wednesday, in which I indicated my
intention to place the matter before
Cabinet next Monday. It is my under-
standing that the grain freight steering
committee, after not reaching agree-
ment with Westrail, recommended to
the Wheat Board that last year's rates
less 10 per cent be paid by the AWB as
an interim measure. I am concerned
that the Australian Wheat Board has
chosen not to make any advance, and
I am even more surprised that the
AWB is insensitive to the wheat
growers' position.
The Government is addressing this
unsatisfactory circumstance as a mat-
ter of urgency, and if further represen-
tation is necessary to the AWB by the
Government after Monday's Cabinet
meeting, I assure the member for
Moore that strong representation will
be made on behalf of the growers.

MR JOHN TRENT
Financial Assistance

428. Dr WATSON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is it correct-that the Midland Brick Co

Ltd has offered financial assistance to
Mr John Trent, who owned a brick-
works in Manjimup?

(2) If so, what is this assistance and was it
mentioned in the statutory declaration
Mr Trent tabled in another place yes-
terday?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) Yes, I believe there is now

specific evidence that, in fact, Mr New
has held out a frnanacial inducement
to Mr Trent to make the statement he
made which was tabled in another
place yesterday?

Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: Yesterday when I referred to

the statement by Mr Trent, I said it
was totally dishonest and totally de-
ceitful. In that sort of situatiun it is
always very hard to verify the truth or
falsity of such statements. One can
deny them-and they were com-
prehensively denied in two statutory
declarations which I tabled yesterday,

(165)

one by Mrs Lois Anderson, a research
officer in my office, and the other by
Mr Paul Regan. It is difficult in that
situation because there is no empirical
evidence upon which one can say one
person obviously was telling the truth
and the other perhaps was not telling
the truth.

However, I believe there was a clear
indication in the statutory declar-
ations made by Lois Anderson and
Paul Regan that some time ago Mr
New held out to Mr Trent a financial
inducement to make the sort of
statement. Mr Trent made yesterday. I
refer to the part of Mrs Anderson's
affidavit wherein she was in conver-
sation with Trent, Smith, and Regan
in my office in August. It states-

During the interview Mr Trent
made comments, which could be
construed as threats, if our efforts
on his behalf were not fruitful. I
cannot remember any exact
remarks but willingly swear that I
felt I was being threatened. Mr
Trent reiterated his remarks that
he was opposed to Ric New but
said that he was under pressure,
as a result of the Government's
lack of support for him, to help
Mr New. Mr Trent ended the
meeting by saying that if his
present proposal was not accepted
he would be forced to take actions
to look after his interests at any
cost. Paul Regan and I reported
the outcome of the meeting to Mr
Grill.

Today on the "Howard Sattler File"
on radio in debate with me-a debate
instigated by Mr New-the following
statements were made-

Sattler: Would you have been
sorry for him if he'd been your

-compet-ition?

He was referring to Trent- The debate
went on as follows-

New: No problem at all. Our his-
tory is one of helping the country
brick makers and, in fact, now we
will do what we canfior this guy.
Well try to buy some of his bricks
if he can carry on in a small way
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but it's a company scheme that's
gone through and it's cost him a
lot of money.

That is a clear indication out of his
own mouth that New obviously is now
prepared to bail Trent out of his
unviable financial position and is pre-
pared to buy his bricks, which he obvi-
ously cannot sell on the market.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! On several oc-

casions in the last week I have made a
visit to another place, and the sort of
behaviour I have seen there has horri-
fied me. The sort of behaviour that
members were embarking on just now
leads me to believe that we may well
sink to that level if we continue. I
hope we do not.

Point of Order

Mr MacKINNON: Members of the Oppo-
sition are becoming very exasperated
that this Minister has again embarked
upon a lengthy answer to a Dorothy
Dix question. He has been speaking
for five minutes, and it makes a com-
plete mockery of question time when
the Minister is allowed to continue to
flout a traditional method of question-
ing in this Parliament in such a way. I
.would like you, Sir, to give serious
consideration to our request to
instruct Ministers to keep their
answers short and to the point, other-
wise I will find it difficult to request
my members to restrain themselves in
the manner you have requested.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is hardly appropri-
ate for the Leader of the Opposition to
now whinge after he has been labelling
this Midland abattoir matter the most
serious matter in this Government's
history and power-

Mr Lightfoot: And it is.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -and it has now

been confirmed again from the other
side that that is the case. The Leader
of the Opposition wants the Govern-
ment rendered mute while Opposition
members are able to say whatever they
like. It is not our way to allow the
Opposition to hand it out without
copping a little bit back. In the past
day or two, while it has taken the Min-
ister a few minutes to answer the ques-

tions, his answers have been germane
and absolutely to the point. What is
more, they have shown up the hypoc-
risy of the Opposition in a way that
provokes them to points of order
which waste their own time.

The SPEAKER: I suppose there are two
points from the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's point of order which it is
necessary for me to address. The first
relates to answers to questions. It is
true that in the past Ministers have on
occasion given fairly lengthy answers.
I did ask yesterday that answers be
fairly short and to the point. Having
said that, there will nevertheless be oc-
casions when certain questions are
asked which require answers which
are longer than might be the norm.
This may or may not be one of those
occasions.
The second point is that I do not mind
whether the Leader of the Opposition
instructs his members to comply with
my ruling or not. If I find they are not
complying, I will take appropriate ac-
tion.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr GRILL: It is interesting to see the
lengths to which the Opposition will
go to gag me on this particular subject.
Since the tabling of that statutory dec-
laration in the upper House, Ric New
has seen fit to help Mr Trent, who is
operating a brickworks in Manjimup.
That assistance is clearly in the form
of financial help. It fits in with the
scenario painted in the two statutory
declarations filed by officers from my
office. The question needs to be asked:
Why is that help being extended at
this time? Trent has been in financial
trouble for months. Why is the help
being extended on 28 November
1986? The only answer is that the
scenario painted by Regan and
Anderson is entirely correct. The help
coming forward on 28 November
1986 in the form of financial reward is
an inducement by New for Trent to
tell lies in this place and the other
place. It is as clear as the nose on one's
face.
The former Leader of the Opposition
said at an earlier date that this matter
would not go away. I can assure the
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Opposition it is not going to go away,
and I am going to make sure it does
not because 1 am going to track down
every lie and dirty deal done by mem-
hers opposite and their colleagues
outside this House, and I am going to
expose them. What is more, members
opposite are not going to gag me in
this place or anywhere else. What they
have tried to do is the dirtiest deal 1
have come across in my time in Par-
liament. It is going to be exposed-the
deceit and the dirt and the lies-and
this is just the start. It is a straight-out
financial inducement. It came out of
his own mouth, and it condemns New
and Trent and the statutory declar-
ation Trent made yesterday.

MIDLAND ABATTOIR LAND SALE

GHD-Dwyer Report: Findings

429. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) What conclusions did the GHD-
Dwyer report come to in regard to the
sale of the Midland abattoir land for a
brickworks, remembering that the
Minister referred to such a report last
night in answer to a question without
notice?

(2) Did the report recommend any par-
ticular advantages to be gained from
siting a brickworks on the land, and if
so, what were they?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) There has never been, in the history of
this State, a more comprehensive
analysis of the options for the sale of
a piece of land than the one dune by
GHD-Dwyer in respect to this particu-
lar piece of property. That property
was a millstone around the neck of at
least three Governments-the Court
Government, the O'Connor Govern-
ment, and the -Burke -Government
which inherited the problem that the
Opposition, when in Government,
made for the people of this State.
There were $15 million of
accumulated debts and an annual bill
of $2 million made up of interest pay-
ments accruing each year, with main-
tenance costs approaching $500 000.
This was the legacy members opposite

and their forebears left to this Govern-
ment to sort out when we came into
power.

In 1982 the then Minister for
Agriculture, Mr Dick Old, said that
the property had to be disposed of as a
matter of urgency, that it was draining
the coffers of Treasury, and the sooner
it was got rid of the better.

The GHD-Dwyer report was one of
many reports in respect of this prop-
erty. The property was flogged up hill
and down dale around Western
Australia. In fact, the abattoirs section
of the property had a negative value.
The problem with members opposite
is that they have never read the valu-
ation made on the property by Baillieu
Justin Seward Pty Ltd, the very agents
members opposite employed to sell off
this property and who sold parts of it
without going to tender. Later, the Op-
position had the hypocrisy to come
forward and endeavour to say in this
House, not having even read the valu-
ation, that the property was sold for
too little. It flies in the face of the
valuation made by the Opposition's
own agents and it then blames this
Government for not going to formal
tender when they were selling Govern-
ment land by private tender.

The consultants who put together the
GHD-Dwyer report and who, with
other members of the Government,
formed a committee to consider at
least two offers that had been received
in relation to that land-the Taylforth
offer and the offer from Mr Ellett-
came down strongly in favour of
adopting the proposal put forward by
Mr Ellett. That recommendation came
forward before I knew anything about
the sale of the property; and before it
had reached my consciousness the
valuation was adopted by those people

beoetwas -ven libco nsiderid =by
Government.

(2) I remn'ind the Leader of the Opposition
that our Government endeavoured to
sell the property to a whole range of
people in the livestock industry; and
after considering the two applications,
the one from Mr Ellett and Pilsley In-
vestments was by far the better. It con-
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ferred on the people of Midland ben-
efits that far exceeded the Taylforth
offer.

MIDLAND ABATTOIR LAND SALE
GHD-Dwyer Report: Findings

430. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Given his answer to my previous
question, is the Minister aware that
the director of .OHD-Dwyer, a Mr
McKenzie, said to the Legislative As-
sembly Select Committee appointed
to inquire into the sale of the Midland
abattoir, on page 197 of the transcript,
"he tried to highlight the fact there
was no great advantage in creating
another brickworks"?

The SPEAKER: Order! Before I call on the
Minister for Agriculture to answer
that question, I wish to consider the
implications with respect to the Stand-
ing Orders.

Speaker's Ruling
I have consulted the Standing Orders
and on my interpretation, Standing
Order No. 375 indicates that I should
rule the Leader of the Opposition's
question out of order.

ABATTOIRS

Lambs: Interstate Trade

431. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Following the report of a statement in
The West Australian last Saturday by
Mr Jonathon Burston, who in a sub-
mission to the Constitutional Review
Committee said that section 92 of the
Commonwealth Constitution-which
allows free trade between the States-
should be repealed because of the
widespread effect imported lambs
have on the Meat Marketing Corpor-
ation's lamb marketing operation, is
Mr Burston's statement a reflection of
Government policy and if not, what
action does the Minister propose?

Mr GRILL replied:

I have not seen the article. I will look
at it and send the member a reply in
writing.

HEALTH
Drug Hot Line

432. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of the success or otherwise

of Operation Noah which was conduc-
ted in the Eastern States on 19
November 1986?

(2) Is he aware of complaints to the police
in Western Australia that are contrary
to his public statement that there
would be wide publicity to promote
the WA Drug Hot Line, and that the
telephone number does not appear to
be well known?

(3) What is the telephone number of the
WA Drug Hot Line?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) I am not aware of any statistics relat-

ing to the success or otherwise of Op.-
eration Noah in the Eastern States or
whether any are available.

(2) The member must realise that Cabinet
has only just approved of the ad-
ditional funds, taking the unpre-
cedented step of providing funds
outside the Budget before the Budget
has even been passed through this Par-
liament.
The equipment to which I referred in
a Press statement recently may not yet
have been purchased by the Police De-
partment. If the member is not aware
of the processes that take place, he ob-
viously has a lack of knowledge about
the way in which the Police Depart-
ment operates in this State.
The member might be interested to
know that the so-called low morale he
keeps referring to is not reflected in
the feedback I receive from police
officers. The other day I received a
large box of mangoes from a police
sergeant in the north-west with an en-
couraging note saying, "Keep up the
good work."
I wish to refer to a comment made in
relation to Operation Noah by the
member for Mt Lawley in the Parlia-
ment when I was absent last week. The
member for Mt Lawley said, "This
morning's paper included a comment
on the success of Operation Noah in
the Eastern States. We were not able
to be pant of that exercise because of a
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decision of this Government." He
then went on to make the outrageous
statement, "Therefore, Western
Australia is becoming a mecca for
drug pushers". I have never heard so
much poppycock in all my life.
I reject the assertion in relation to the
claim that the Government is
directing the Commissioner of Police
in these matters. The Government has
nothing to do with the decision of the

Commissioner Of Police with respect
to Operation Noah. I just wish the
member for Mt Lawley would stop
telling lies to this Parliament.
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