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

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS ACT?

Administration Inquiry: Sub Judice

THE SPEAKER: Members will note that
Notice of Motion No. 6 on today's Notice
Paper relates to a proposed commission of in-
quiry into the Superannuation and Family Ben-
efits Act. In relation to this matter I have
received a letter from Mr Barry MacKinnon,
the Leader of the Opposition, asking me
whether this matter would be considered sub
judice in the light of my ruling yesterday.

It is a very complicated matter, as members
well know, and I am not about to rule things
out of order under the sub judice ruling lightly.
I have called for some information in respect of
previous sub judice rulings and I am awaiting
other information. With this in mind, it is my
intention to rule later today as to whether this
matter will be ruled out entirely, in part, or not
at all.

For the time being, however, while I am col-
lating all that information, the matter must re-
main at the bottom of the Notice Paper.

Point of Order

Mr MacKIN NON: Mr Speaker, I ask you to
provide that ruling to the House prior to the
time the debate will proceed on this motion,
which, given the fact that we have grievances
listed for debate, will probably be immediately
after the dinner suspension. I take it that we
will receive a ruling from you prior to that time
so that the Opposition will know in advance
whether it will be allowed to proceed with this
motion. If the Opposition is not able to do so,
we will need to make alternative arrangements
in relation to other motions which we will need
to debate today, bearing in mind it is private
members' day, when we can debate issues that
we determine to be priority matters.

The SPEAKER: It is very difficult for me to
put a time limit on my ruling at this stage.
However, I give my commitment that I am
diligently pursuing this matter and it is my firm
intention to give the House a ruling as soon as

possible. Under the current circumstances, that
is likely to occur fairly soon after the dinner
suspension.

SWAN DISTRICT HOSPITAL
Staff Levels: Petition

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [2.18 pm]: I present a petition
to the House couched in the following terms-

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

We, the undersigned deplore the
proposed decrease in staff levels at the
Swan District Hospital which will result in
the drastic reduction in maternity and
medical beds.

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 contains 243 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. 32.)

BOXING CONTROL DILL
Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the pur-
poses of the Bill.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE STAFF: FALSE
CLAIMS

Personal Expla nation
MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)

[2.23 pm] -by leave: Mr Speaker, I would like
to make a few points in response to the letter
you received and read out yesterday from the
Western Australian AIDS Council. The letter
tended to reflect not very well on the Oppo-
sition. I had an appointment this mbrding with
Mrs Michele Kosky from the AIDS Council.
When speaking to her I brought up the matter
of the letter she Wrote. At the time she wrote
the letter she was under the impression that
only the Opposition had received photocopies
of that lifeguard party information. I showed
her the letter I had received, and which every
member of Parliament had received, from the
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Australian Family Association which pointed
out a few facts about the council. Attached
were two pamphlets on the lifeguard party.

The letter you read out yesterday, Sir,
reflected on the Opposition and implied that it
had done something wrong, either by having
someone pose as an employee of Parliament
House, or by commissioning somebody to do
something to which we would not be a party.

I should like to put the record straight: No-
body from the Opposition had anything what-
soever to do with the visit to the offices of the
AIDS Council. We would like to be absolved
from the implications in that letter.

GREAT SOUTHERN DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORIT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 2 April.
MR WAIT (Albany) [2.25 pm]: The purpose

of this Bill is to ratify the establishment of the
Great Southern Development Authority, which
was much talked about during the 1986 elec-
tion. Because of that commitment I support its
establishment; indeed, support to the
proposition was given by both major parties
during the election period.

At the outset I indicate that the Opposition
supports this legislation. As I have already
done considerably in my own electorate, the
Opposition will support the legislation and en-
hance its aims wherever possible.

I would like to mention something about the
Government's actions and some of the reasons
for the delays. I would like also to mention
some of the influences it will have in the com-
munity and make a number of comments about
the social and economic development in the
region, because it is appropriate that this op-
portunity should be taken to look at the
perspective of what is happening in the great
southern region and how the development
authority may or may not affect it.

In introducing the Bill the Minister said
three times on the first page that the purpose of
the authority is to plan, coordinate and pro-
mote the economic and social development of
the great southern region of Western Australia.
That is a fairly wide statement. It is appropri-
ate that the authority should have a fairly wide
charter in the areas it is intended to cover.

The extent to which the authority will be able
to plan, coordinate and facilitate all those vari-
ous things will vary from time to time. in those
areas which are the responsibility of private
enterprise, perhaps the authority can approach

private enterprise and ask it to do certain
things, but the extent to which they might be
done will depend largely on economic, social
and a whole range of other factors. So the range
of opportunities presented to the authority will
sometimes be quite limited; but that will not
stop it from endeavouring to achieve the aims
of the legislation.

At that election time, when the Premier
announced the intention of establishing the
Great Southern Development Authority as pant
of the Government's "Albany Tomorrow" pro-
gramme, he announced that the great southern
region was to be given a -$36.6 million boost".
I am very critical of that sort of publicity. The
second paragraph mentioned that the Govern-
ment would commit $21.6 million to the plan
to be announced by the Premier. That takes out
$15 million. Obviously $36.6 million sounds a
lot better than $21.6 million. The figure of$l15
million seems to have been plucked out of the
air. There were some fairly airy-fairy plans
about the possibility of building a four-star ho-
tel and a commercial Shopping Centre in
Albany. No costings or studies were carried out
as to the feasibility of these Proposals.

Let us look at the $21.6 million which was
mentioned as being committed by the Govern-
ment. The statement put cut by the Premier
said that the Government would embark on a
$9.5 million upgrading of the Albany Regional
Hospital.

I have not looked up the dictionary defi-
nition of the word "embark". but my simple
understanding is that if one embarks on some-
thing one sets out on it or commences it. That
refurbishing of the hospital, which is most wel-
come-I will talk about that in detail a little
later-was well and truly up and running.
Funds had been committed in that year's
Budget, and even in the Budget the year before
that, so it could hardly be suggested that that
was something new.

There was also an amount of approximately
$1.7 million for extensions to the North Albany
High School. Those two items added together
come to $11.2 million, and the balance was
$10.4 million. By comparison with what we
had been led to believe-and we had been con-
stantly reminded that "Bunbury 2000" was to
be the model, and there were fairly big dollars
being bandied around with stage I of that pro-
gramme, and stage 2 had a figure of $200
million attached to it-the people of Albany
felt somewhat let down after the publicity, right
from day one.
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I will comment in much more detail about
those things as I progress, but it is important to
make the point initially that many of the things
it was suggested were part of some new initiat-
ive were in fact things that were already in
train; and, in some cases, such as the North
Albany High School, the work had been
completed at that time. At least the hospital
money had only been committed and the work
just started, but the work on the high school
had been completed.

As part of its campaigning, certainly in the
Albany seat and in the lower great southern,' the
Government produced at taxpayers' expense a
fairly expensive-looking brochure which I must
say was very beautifully and professionally
done.

Mr Blaikie: Fairly expensive? Any candidate
in Western Australia would have been de-
lighted to have it in his election stable, but it
was reserved for Josephine-I cannot remem-
ber her other name now.

Mr WATT: The member for Vasse is quite
right; it was a very expensive publication.

Mr Blaikie: There was also a coloured insert
in the newspaper.

Mr WATT: There was quite a lot of material.
There was television material, and a launch in
the Town Hall with a very professionally done
audiovisual. Quite a lot of Government money
went into promoting the "Albany Tomorrow"
bmochure. My criticism of it is that the pictures
were terrific but the words were very vague
indeed. In most cases it had very little to say.
There are many full-page pictures which have
no relevance. For instance, there is one of the
Town Hall just sitting on a page by itself.

Mr Blaikie: That proves one thing, that the
electors of Albany certainly looked at the pic-
tures but voted for the man who was doing the
job.

Mr WATT: I certainly hope the member for
Vasse is right. I thought I would be less than
honest if I did not make those observations
about the genesis of the "Albany Tomorrow"
programme, especially the launch the Govern-
ment gave it during the 1986 campaign.

-As F- have said, the model for the Great
Southern Development Authority and the
"Albany Tomorrow" programme was to have
been the "Bunbury 2000" programme. It has
been frequently stated publicly, here and in
other places, just how successful that pro-
gramme has been; but I have found it depends
very much on whom one asks. If one asks a
member of the Government it has been highly

successful, but there are more than a few
people in the south west region-not only in
Bunbury-who would question that consider-
ably.

Perhaps one of the benefits of the experience
of "Bunbury 2000" was that it did encounter
some difficulties, which the Government itself
has acknowledged. Indeed, the Government
gave as one of the reasons for some of the
delays in getting the Great Southern Develop-
ment Authority established and the legislation
brought to this House a desire on the part of
the Government to overcome some of those
difficulties. For example, one of the difficulties
was that there was a fairly considerable sensi-
tivity in some areas that the authority was
overlapping into the area of local government,
and conflict occurred in some areas about juris-
di ction in that the authority was overstepping
its bounds. Clearly there were grounds for that,
and I suppose that is one of the teething
troubles that are bound to occur with these
sorts of programmes.

I am pleased the Government recognised
those difficulties in establishing the Great
Southern Development Authority and has
sought to overcome them. I am reasonably
optimistic that they will be overcome, if for no
other reason than by the inclusion on the Great
Southern Development Authority of a number
of people who either currently have or have
had considerable local government experience.
The Mayor of Albany, for example, is a mem-
ber of that authority. The deputy chairman,
Ross Anderson, is a former President of the
Katanning Shire Council and a person with
very considerable experience in local govern-
ment. If there is the possibility of a sensitivity
about the respective roles of local government
and the authority. I hope these people will en-

sure that that does not occur.

There is also a difference in structure be-
tween the Great Southern Development Auth-
ority and the South West Development Auth-
ority. The South West Development Authority
has a smaller board than does the Great
Southern Development Authority, but it has a
director who takes an active role in the actual
administration of the authority by working
something like 20 hours a week. I am not sure
of the exact number of hours, and it really does
not matter, but it is something in that order.
The Great Southern Development Authority
has appointed a director who works full-time as
the director, and the board has appointed a
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chairman who does not take the active manage-
ment role taken by the director of the South
West Development Authority.

I incline toward the view that the Great
Southern Development Authority model is the
better one; so, again, I am happy that if the
delay in bringing this legislation forward has
contributed to an improvement in that struc-
tural arrangement, that delay might have been
worthwhile. I say that as honestly as I am able,
because I was fairly critical of the delays in the
first place; so perhaps 1 am baring my soul just
a whisker there.

It is also interesting to retrace some of the
history that led up to this situation. In the mid-
I 970s, after the Court Government was
elected, it established the Department of Re-
gional Development, and regional adminis-
trators were appointed to pretty well all the
regions of the State. There were one or two
regions in the agricultural areas that did not
have a regional administrator, but I regarded
that system as working very well. I acknowl-
edge that the success or failure of a scheme of
that type depended very much on the person
appointed. In the case of Albany, the late Ken
Marshall was appointed to that position and I
think he did an outstanding job. The liaison
role he was able to play between the com-
munity, the Government, and local govern-
ment, and the assistance he was able to give to
industry generally and in a variety of other
areas, were quite outstanding.

I was unhappy when that system changed,
but I accept that a Government of the day has a
right to make changes. When this Government
came to power it put the previous area of re-
gional administration under the control of the
Department of Industrial Development and it
renamed the positions of those people already
working there. Their duties remained pretty
much the same, so in essence not very much
changed at all.

The regional administration system estab-
lished a network of regional development com-
mittees. Under the new setup they needed a
name change as well, so they became known as
regional development advisory committees. It
was not a bad thing to add the word
"advisory", because some of those committees
had started to step outside the bounds within
which they had originally been intended to
work. Subtle though the name change may have
been intended, it was not a bad idea to give
them a reminder that they were advisory com-
mittees to the Government and the Minister of
the day.

After moving to the system of working under
the Department of Regional Development, we
have seen changes such as the establishment of
the South West Development Authority and
the Great Southern Development Authority. in
some other areas the work is still carried out
under the auspices of the Department of Re-
gional Development.

The establishment orthis new system has not
really changed much oh the ground. The people
are still pretty much the same in some of the
areas involved; they are still in the same offices
and essentially they are doing the same work.
Only time will tell whether any dramatic or
positive benefits will flow from the new ar-
rangement, benefits that might not have been
achieved had we retained the regional struc-

* tu re.
I did take some exception to the Govern-

ment's claim with respect to the cost of the
Great Southern Development Authority. In-
deed I wrote to the Minister in order to obtain
a breakdown of how the cost was made up. He
informed me of one item of $400 000 involved
in setting up the authority. The figure is at least
misleading, because a fair swag of that money
was already being spent on renting the same
buildings, on employing the same clerical and
research staff, paying for the same telephones,
and running the same vehicles. Perhaps there
was an element of that $400 000 that would
have paid for the fees of the authority members
and perhaps even the director. Perhaps not,
because the previous person, Ray Wyatt, was
transferred to Perth and then the new director
was appointed. The inclusion of that $400 000
a year was badly misleading at best.

I have spoken previously in the Parliament
about my disappointment with the manner in
which the position of director was filled, so I
will not speak at length on the topic now. I
have nothing personal against the present ap-
pointee, Michael Jones, and in my dealings
with him he has shown himself to be doing a
good job. I was not happy to find that he was
appointed when he had not even been an appli-
cant for the position, especially considering
that a substantial number of people who could
have handled the position had applied cor-
rectly. The Minister was publicly critical of the
people who had applied, although perhaps
unintentionally. The Minister said that the
man who had not applied had all the creden-
tials whereas the people who did apply did not.
That left a sour taste in my mouth and in the
mouths of those who had applied. Some of
them were very well qualified for the position.
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There is little to criticise about the structure of
the authority itself, except for the method of
appointment of one person at least, who was
very clearly a political appointment.

The Bill provides for the authority to engage
consultants where it is considered necessary,
and this is a very desirable provision. No mat-
ter how good the director is or how good the
authority members and their research staff are,
there will still be times when specific projects
are undertaken or specific interest matters are
explored, and it is appropriate that the auth-
ority should have the power to engage specialist
consultants to investigate these matters.

The authority is to be subject to ministerial
direction, and in general terms I am happy with
that. But at the risk of being accused of having
two bob each way, I have an element of con-
cern about a future Minister who might wish to
direct the authority in some matter at the ex-
pense of the region, perhaps for political
reasons. I put my concern on the record so that
at some future time, should I become aware of
such ministerial interference, I will be able to
say that this was not the spirit of the legislation.
I am not suggesting that the current Minister is
likely to do this. But the possibility of some
future ministerial direction being improperly
imposed on the authority cannot be entirely
overlooked, where the authority might be asked
to do something which, in its better judgment,
it would not otherwise have done. I hope I am
wrong.

The legislation is to be reviewed after five
years, and that makes good sense. Generally, I
support sunset clauses rather than review
clauses, but in this case the review clause is a
more appropriate method of assessment. Five
years is a sensible time, although of course the
Government can review the operations of the
authority before that time has elapsed in order
to see whether it has achieved the aim for
which it was established. The Government
would be able then to make any legislative
changes necessary.

At the I1986 elections both the Government
and the Opposition gave commitments for the
establishment of this authority, and the
Government concentrated on Albany as the re-
gional centre for the great southern region. By
way of warning I point out that the establish-
ment of a development authority will not cre-
ate any magic. There must always be a reason
for developments to take place; they will not
occur simply for the sake of development.
Some catalyst, some trigger is needed. The
Government cannot artificially create develop-

men t j ust for the sake of it w ithout there bei ng
some natural advantage such as climate, mar-
kets, raw materials, Or a specialised work force
being available.

The great southern region relies heavily on
agriculture and agriculture-related industries
for its economic activity. A number of rural-
related industries exist in the regional towns,
but the majority of them are in Albany. They
include wool handling and storage. We used to
have wool sales but unfortunately they have
gone by the board. The industries also include
the abattoirs, superphosphate works, woollen
mills, and many smaller enterprises involving
such industries as stock and grain transport,
both of which are significant industries. There
is also a wide range of rural-based service in-
dustries such as small engineering works and
metal fabrication works.

I want to comment on the process that led up
to the development and establishment of the
"Albany Tomorrow" programme. Early in
1985-I am not sure of the date-the Govern-
ment appointed 10 people, most of whom were
from Albany, to investigate the region's
potential and to report to the Government with
recommendations for policy options for con-
sideration by the Government. The report was
presented to the Government in late August or
early September 1985. Unlike the "Bunbury
2000" programme, the "Albany Tomorrow"
programme was not able to package a group of
initiatives that had already been set in train by
the previous Government as was the case for
"Bunbury 2000". It was not able to gather
together initiatives to present as a blueprint for
the region's development. In truth, that report,
while being fairly comprehensive, did not and
was not able to identify very much in the way
of new initiatives for the area. I suppose it is
fair to say that, had there been areas for which
new initiatives could have been established,
they probably would have been identified by
the former Department of Industrial Develop-
ment or the new Department of Regional De-
velopment, the regional advisory committees,
or even the various local authorities. Perhaps,
therefore, it was not altogether surprising that
nothing new was forthcoming.

Nevertheless, the group produced a good re-
port and, in some areas, gave scope for a little
bit of new initiative and thinking and allowed
for the possibility of new policies to be put in
place.

A major part of the recommendations in-
cluded in that report involved the redevelop-
ment of Albany's foreshore area which adjoins
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Princess Royal Harbour-the area between the
town centre and Princess Royal Harbour near
the town jetty. Subsequently this became a
major part of the 'Albany Tomorrow" pro-
gramme, but the proposal had its origins in an
ad hoc group which had no formal structure
and which was not appointed by anybody. Two
people. Howard Gaskin, the former editor of
the Albany Advertiser, and Andrew Markovs, a
local restaurateur had the idea of trying to rec-
reate a historic precinct in the foreshore area as
it might have been when Albany was first
settled. Many people are aware that that area of
Albany was known as Frederickstown in those
days. It all grew from imaginative thinking. In
fact, students from the Faculty of Architecture
at the University of Western Australia were
invited to Albany to do a study. They came up
with fairly imaginative designs and concepts
which, I think, were unveiled at the Hotchin
Art Gallery by the Premier.

Other recommendations in that report re-
lated to education, an equestrian centre, the
woodchip industry, agricultural production, in-
dustrial land, regional tourism, an electronics
industry, mineral resources, and fishing.

I think it is fair to say that one of the funda-
mental requirements for economic and social
development, which is what this Bill is all
about, is employment. The main purpose for
the establishment of the strategy is to try to
help create employment. Indeed, prior to the
1986 election, the Deputy Premier, on one of
his visits to Albany, forecast that the "Albany
Tomorrow" programme would provide 1 000
new jobs for Albany. I think the Deputy
Premier was naive and foolish if he believed
that or if he thought the public would believe it.

Mr Court: He meant a thousand new jobs in
the next I100 years.

Mr WATT: It is funny that the member for
Nedlands should say that. because one thing
that many people have said to me after reading
the article was that they were not able to find in
the speech mention of a time limit for the cre-
ation of those jobs. I suppose that, in the ab-
sence of that time limit, he let himself off the
hook fairly nicely. Notwithstanding that, in all
of these things, there is a clear implication that,
when one makes a statement of that type, it is
intended that it apply to the life of the next
Parliament. Unfortunately, the Deputy
Premier's wildest dreams-I believe they were
pretty wild dreams-have not been realised,
nor even has any progress been made towards
the realisation of those dreams. I will comment
further about that in a moment.

When asked whe re t he jobs m igh t be, h e sa id
that it was expected that less than 10 per cent
of the new job opportunities would be in the
public sector. He predicted that significant
growth would occur in the tourist industry,
with about 50 per cent of the targeted growth in
new jobs, about 25 per cent in the electronics
industry, and about 25 per cent in the retail
agricultural support industries. Although he
tried to quantify where they might occur his
suggestions were still, at best, pretty vague.

Unfortunately, since that time, the rate of
employment has taken a dive. At the time of
the last election, the unemployment rate in the
Town of Albany was 16.7 per cent and in the
shire it was 10.6 per cent. The last available
statistics supplied by the Commonwealth Em-
ployment Service indicate that the rate has
risen to 17.5 per cent in the town, an increase
of nearly one per cent, and to 14 per cent in the
shire, up about 3.5 per cent. Obviously, we are
all deeply concerned, especially for the area of
youth unemployment in our region. It is
disappointing that little or nothing has
happened so far to address this serious unem-
ployment question. I have certainly given my
support to the Great Southern Development
Authority to try to get things moving in this
area. I will admit that the Government has
appointed Elizabeth Grey of the Department of
Employment and Training.

I have had a number of dealings with her
already and I think she is a very competent
person. I look forward with optimism as she
may well be able to produce some results, es-
pecially in the area of new initiatives in the
Albany area. One can only hope so.

Another initiative that the Government took
was a commitment both parties made at the
last election-and made fairly strongly because
it was identified by the strategy group as a de-
ficiency in the area of availability of suitably
zoned industrial land. Unfortunately the
Government's actions have not really achieved
what we would have liked because although the
lack of land was identified as an inhibiting fac-
tor in attracting and establishing industry at the
time of the election, even with all the best in-
tentions in the world on the pant of the Govern-
ment and the Shire of Albany, which did its
utmost to facilitate the purchase and zoning of
that land, there is still no prospect in the short
term, that 1 am aware of, of any new industry
being located on that land.

The first industry which sought to establish
itself on that land was a local group, which
wished to establish a tannery. The group
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eventually became extremely frustrated be-
cause it took a long time for the Environmental
Protection Authority report to be produced and
the group did not know what was to be
required of it. Unfortunately during the time
all that was happening, the costs associated
with the establishment of that industry were
rising-and they rose considerably-and by
the time the EPA eventually reported the pro-
ponents of that particular industry decided that
it was all not worthwhile; the EPA came down
with some stringent requirements by which the
tannery would have to abide and the group was
forced to give the idea away. That was a great
shame because although it would not have been
a major employer of people in the area, as
members would realise, many small industries
which employ a few people are in total very
important because there is a multiplier effect.

The Great Southern Development Authority
rightly identified one of the areas capable of
investment as being tourism. To that end, it
recently organised a seminar-I think they
called it a "think tank"-to discuss the whole
question of tourism. As a result of that sem-
inar, the authority now plans to establish a
tourism directorate, with the object of trying to
rationalise the organisational structure of vari-
ous bodies which are involved in tourism, with
the aim of getting more effective value for
money. There is a fairly major tourist bureau in
Albany and there are smaller bureaus in some
of the towns surrounding the major regional
centres. There was the Great Southern Travel
Association which was largely made up of rep-
resentatives from those various small bureaus
and a whole range of people involved in trying
to do some of the promotional work, but that
work was not really coordinated.

Indeed, I thought the object of the Great
Southern Travel Association was, to some ex-
tent, to try to coordinate those various bodies,
but it did not seem to work. There has been a
lot of soul-searching and heartburn in Albany
in recent times. In fact an article in the Great
South News, which appeared on 14 April, had
the headline, "Travel Fund Crisis Forces Un-
paid Leave". Given that we have identified
tourism as one of the major industries with the
potential for development in the region, I think
it is a terrible shame that instead of going for-
ward, we appear to be going backwards. I cer-
tainly hope that the Great Southern Develop-
ment Authority is able to do something worth-
while in this area because unless it does, we will
certainly take one step forward and two steps'
backwards. That will do no good for anyone.

Another significant part of the "Albany
Tomorrow" programme was the suggestion
that Albany should have a four-star hotel. It
was suggested that it ought to be located,
together with a shopping complex, on the fore-
shore area near Princess Royal Harbour. I have
enthusiastically supported the need for a resort
hotel. I think Albany certainly needs a major
resort hotel of upmarket standard, whether it
be four-star or three-star-that does not necess-
arily matter a great deal, as long as the standard
and the facilities are good. Certainly a confer-
ence facility is needed, as are the sorts of facili-
ties that we are starting to see in major non-
metropolitan areas, such as the Lord Forrest
hotel in Bunbury.

It was therefore disappointing that a group Of
investors who put together a proposal to build a
resort hotel at Goode Beach in Albany-which
was also supported by the Shire of Albany-
were not successful. They did their utmost to
facilitate the proposal but again environmental
considerations had delayed that project by well
over 12 months. As I understand the current
situation, the developers are still keen to go
ahead with that proposal but it seems to take
forever to get some of these environmental
questions resolved so that development may
proceed for the good of the region.

Mr Court: What are the main environmental
problems?

Mr WATT: The main one is to do with the
provision of a water supply while another deals
with the question of traffic. The residents of
Goode Beach are concerned that the traffic
generated in the precincts of the hotel would
disrupt what has been a fairly quiet residential
area. It is predominantly a retirement area,
although not entirely. The second major prob-
lem is the need to draw a water supply from an
area which is right on the boundary of a
national park. It is a fairly complex question,
but those are essentially the problems.

Mr Brian Burke: He only ever asks cerebral
and complex questions.

Mr WATT: Whatever the Premier thinks.

Mr Brian Burke: You just sling around the
place that I am naive and foolish, and get right
into me, but I don't do that to your members. I
pay credit where credit is due. The member for
Nedlantti has a keen nose for matters that are
complex and business-oriented.

Mr Stephens interjected.
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,Mr Brian Burke: I saw in a survey, when
people were asked about the leadership of the
Liberal Party, that one-third of those who were
interviewed expressed the opinion that the
member for Nedlands should be the leader.

Mr WATT': What does the Premier think?
Mr Brian Burke: I can tell you quite honestly:

I think you made a mistake when you got rid of
your last leader just when he turned. I think he
was just getting confidence, and was getting
comfortable in the position. If I were giving my
druthers I would suggest you keep your present
leader for a while longer.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Having heard all
of those comments, I wonder if members might
just come back to the debate before the House.

Mr Brian Burke: The member did ask me.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes, and I ap-

preciate that, and the Premier replied, even
though it is not question time.

Mr WATT: I agree with whoever just said it
would be a good idea if we could move on.

Mr Brian Burke: I would on the basis that if I
tell members opposite the truth, the members
never think I am telling them the truth, so it
would be the opposite.

Mr WATT: That is a very old and well-worn
philosophy that appears to have worked in
many cases: Tell someone the truth and they
never believe it.

I will have another go. Given the importance
to the tourism industry of the establishment of
a suitable resort hotel, the Minister recently
approved, at the recommendation of the Great
Southern Development Authority, the release
of an amount of money. I did not actually look
this up, but my recollecton was that it was
$40000.

Mr Carr: I thought it was $30 000.
Mr WATT: It can go on the record as

$40 000, but whatever the figure was, it was a
quite substantial amount of money to conduct
a study into the merits or otherwise of the re-
sort hotel for Albany.

Mr Stephens: Does the member really think
that at this time there is a need for a second
study?

Mr WATT: That is precisely the comment
that I was about to make: While the study has
been welcomed by some people, it seems
strange that sqme $40 000 should be spent on
conducting a feasibility study to assess the vi-
ability of whqt one group of people already
wants to do. has the capital arranged to do, and

has the blessing of the local authority to do,
and which has the enthusiastic endorsement of
the various tourist folk in Albany, and, but for
the resolution of those environmental ques-
tions, has been unable to do.

Mr Stephens: The $40 000 would go a long
way towards overcoming the access problems
of the Goode Beach proposition and thereby
overcoming the objections of the local resi-
dents.

Mr WATT: I agree with the member for
Stirling. It is a very valid comment. It is true
that there is another group of people in Albany
associated with the Albany Golf Club who have
been seeking to carry out a major tourist devel-
opment also involving accommodation, but not
quite in the same vein as the proposed Goode
Beach Resort Development. I know one of the
very strong and enthusiastic proponents of that
scheme, a gentleman by the name of Mr Max
Day, has been working very hard on behalf of
the golf club to try to overcome some of the
difficulties which would have stood in the way
of that proposal going ahead.

To that end the golf club was able to arrange
an exchange of some land, which was arranged
through the former Minister for Lands and Sur-
veys, Mr Ken Mclver, and they were keen to
redevelop and restructure the golf club
altogether. The object of that exercise was to
attract the not inconsiderable number of golfers
from around the State to Albany on golfing
holidays. As any members who are golfers will
know, Albany has a particularly fine golf
course. It is a true golf links. If members are
not aware of the difference, a links is a course
that runs parallel with the sea, while a golf
course need not. That is today's interesting
piece of trivia.

When one already has the Goode Beach pro-
posal, which is private enterprise doing its job,
making the proposal, finding the capital, pro-
viding jobs, taking the risk, and doing its own
market research, it seems a bit pointless to
throw good taxpayers' money after a report
that will probably only say what this group has
already identified for themselves.

Another private developer in the Albany re-
gion has been seeking to construct some motel
units in the King River area, and although the
work has been designed by architects and en-
gineers-it is true that there are one or two
unusual circumstances about the nature of it in
connection with effluent disposal, although all
the necessary environmental standards that are
identifiable have been met-this proposal also
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has been waiting for some I I months for ap-
proval, It is most frustrating that all those
people should be held up in their projects,
which have the capacity to make some inroads
into the serious employment problem in the
region.

Another proposal which has attracted a lot of
publicity is the McLean woodehip proposal. I
am sure every member of this House is fairly
well acquainted with that proposal. I support it.
McLeans has been trying to obtain an export
licence for woodchips produced from timber
grown on private land, and again the envimon-
mental process which has to be followed is a
long and tedious one and is obviously a cause
of great frustration to the people involved in
that proposal.

The important point about all those develop-
ments is not just the decisions which must be
made, often at high cost to the developer, but
also the inordinately long time it takes for the
environmental approvals to be given. If those
developments are to occur, that decision-
making process must be speeded up. I hope the
Great Southern Development Authority will
accept the challenge of making some
recommendations to the Government,
highlighting the seriousness of these delays and
bringing to the attention of the Government
just how inhibiting they are to any develop-
ments that are proposed in the region.

Having talked about some of the less
optimistic aspects of the region, I would like to
talk about one or two things that certainly are
quite bright notes. The first relates to the
Southdown magnetite deposit located at
Wellstead, some 100 kilometres east of Albany,
which is currently in the process of being
evaluated. Magnetite is a high grade iron ore,
and the deposit has been demonstrated to be
larger and deeper and of better quality than at
first thought. It is hoped and planned that this
year a trial shipment of some 200 000 tonnes
will be delivered to the port of Albany. Obvi-
ously with the development of that mine and
the port loading facilities which would be
required if it is to go ahead, many employment
opportunites will be created both at the con-
struction stage and in the permanent jobs that
would follow later on.

There are other mining prospects in the re-
gion, but nowhere of the scale of the magnetite
prospect these include gold and mineral sands.
Hopefully there will be an increasing level of
mineral activity, even if relatively small by
some standards, because this will all help to
develop the region and make it profitable.

Without wanting to be unkind, none of these
has resulted from the efforts of the Great
Southern Development Authority; they have
been examples of private enterprise at work
doing the things it is best able to do.

One item I mentioned briefly in reading
down that list of areas identified in the
"Albany Tomorrow" strategy group report was
the electronics industry. It has been identified
as an area which was capable of development,
and which should be at home in the Albany
area. The report of the "Albany Tomorrow"
strategy group includes the following-

... the group commissioned Mr Robert
Siegel, an electronics consultant,-

He came fromn Silicon Valley in California and
is very experienced in electronics. To con-
tinue-

-to undertake a feasibility study on the
prospects for developing such an industry
in Albany. His findlings were optimistic
and the State Government subsequently
commissioned him to design and develop
an integrated electronics industry in the
country towns of the State. Headquarters
and the site for the start-up of the initial
product line is Albany.

It is interesting to note that it did not say "may
be" Albany, but "is" Albany. It was therefore
very interesting that when there appeared to be
a fair amount of reason to be encouraged at the
prospect of the DTX company establishing in
Albany, the Government seemed hell-bent on
encouraging it to establish in Hunbury, despite
the fact that the report gave that commitment,
seemingly, to Albany. If the Government in its
negotiations with DTX suggested that it might
like to consider Albany as well but the
company chose to go to Runbury, the Govern-
ment would have done itself a favour by letting
us know, because Albany seemed not to receive
any encouragement at all.

The expert named in the report, Mr Robert
Siegel, is currently involved with a locally-
based company, Albtech, which has not yet
gone public but which is seeking to establish an
electronics industry in Albany. The prospects
for this development seem exciting and encour-
aging. I believe the company has been having
discussions with the Government and I know it
will require Government assistance. I certainly
hope the Government is prepared to assist
Albtech.

Another industry in the area which has seen
better days is the fishing industry. Salmon fish-
ing has suffered because of the closure of Hunts
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Foods Pty Ltd. the assets of which were
transferred to a newly-formed company which
does not provide for the processing of Fish. The
State now has only one major fish canning
company and that is based in Perth, although it
does have a receival depot in Albany. The
catching of salmon is a seasonal thing, and like
any other primary industry profits can vary up
and down. The catch of salmon is probably
unchanged, which is the good news. The bad
news is that prices have fallen, so the salmon
fishermen have suffered.

Tuna fishing has been almost wiped out be-
cause of the introduction of quotas by the
Commonwealth Government.

Mr Court: Which Dean Lukin bought.

Mr Brian Burke: We could not have done
much more.

Mr WATT: I did not say that the Govern-
ment could have done more.

Mr Brian Burke: The implication was that
Dean Lukin bought the quotas and took them
out of the State. The fishermen regret that now.

Mr WATT: That is true. I do not want to
launch into that debate now but to some extent
I would argue with the Premier on this matter.
I made some representations at the time to the
then Minister for Fisheries for some action to
be taken to have a Moratorium on the quotas
until the whole thing was sorted out. The Min-
ister was either unable or unprepared to do
that. For the time being at least I will give him
the benefit of the doubt, but a moratorium
should have been put in place until the
technicalities were worked out. It all happened
too quickly; the quotas were sold too quickly.
Some of those people who sold very quickly for
$1. 000 a tonne have come to regret their ac-
tions because in the fullness of time the price
went up to even more than 13 000 a tonne.
Without wishing to be unkind, 1 suppose some
might say this involved a certain amount of
poetic justice. I do not criticise those people
too greatly because they saw the industry
disappearing and some had considerable debts.
They felt they were forced into taking their
action. With hindsight they might be able to
say whether their actions were right. Notwith-
standing all that, the southern blue fin tuna
industry has almost been wiped out. However,
some of the fishermen have become involved
with supplying tuna to the Japanese sashemi
market. We areall hoping that this market can
be developed and improved.

Another fisher coming under pressure is the
mulie fishery. These fish are also known as
sardines and pilchards. The fishery has
attracted a very high level of participation.
Anyone who travels along Marine Drive in
Albany of an evening would see a considerable
number of boats out on King George's Sound
fishing for these mulies. There is justifiable
concern that if something is not done fairly
quickly-I think something has commenced-
to limit the fishery, once again there will be
casualties among the fishermen in the area.
Many fishermen who left the tuna fishery are
now working in the mulie fishery. Were they to
be kicked out of the mulie fishery as well I do
not know where they would go next. There
needs to be some regulation covering the mulie
fishery.

Fishing has also taken a battering in estuar-
ine fishing areas following the identification of
mercury contamination in Princess Royal Har-
bour. I have had a considerable amount of cor-
respondence on this subject with various
Government agencies and the Minister for the
Environment. I repeat what I said to him in
several letters and what I have said to some of
his officers and to members in the I-ouse pre-
viously: Some urgent decisions are needed to
spend money on Princess Royal Harbour to rid
it of rotting weed and algae which is contribu-
ting to the contamination of fish in the harbour
and is thus preventing commercial fishing. A
large area of the harbour has been banned to
commercial fishing. The rotting weed and the
algae are spoiling the natural breeding grounds
of m ost of the f ish caugh t professi onal ly.

The problem is also affecting the tourism in-
dustry because tourists who once came to
Albany to fish are either coming and not stay-
ing or not coming at all, which is a great disap-
pointment. I have had a number of people tell
me that people who once came to Albany every
year for two or three weeks to fish in the area
now go elsewhere.

Another fishery problem concerns cockles,
which were once taken from the harbour but
can no longer be taken. There is a particular
problem at a resort area known as Emu Point
where people dredge up the cockles from shal-
low sand areas. In an area. where once people
would go and dredge up a few handfuls or a
small bucketful to use as fishing bait, we now
have people coming and dredging up a bucket-
ful, a bagful or even, on occasion, a trailerload.
I understand that some of these people are
from inland towns and are of Asian origin.
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They take these cockles home and use them
as their food. 1 cannot imagine what it must be
like silting down with a trailer full of cockles,
cracking them open and getting the meat out. It
would be a most tedious job. There is serious
concern locally because these cockles have been
around'as long as Albany has been there. Many
people have enjoyed being able to wade in the
water ankle-deep to collect cockles. They are
becoming much harder to find and it is about
time someone is given the power to stop these
people taking the cockles; or we could at least
impose a limit on the amount taken, for
example two gallons.

The majority of issues I have cavassed so far
are economic issues. I wish now to canvass
some issues which might be described as social
issues. In addition to being social issues many
are employment-related and affect the social
development of the region. I refer first to the
Albany District Hospital. As I mentioned at the
beginning of my speech, this hospital is cur-
rently being refurbished and several million
dollars has been committed to that hospital for
major modifications and alterations so the hos-
pital can keep operating-a difficult job in-
deed.

I wish to give credit to all those involved in
the refurbishing including the management of
the hospital and certainly the staff who have
been very patient in working under extremely
difficult conditions for many months. I particu-
larly compliment the builder, Wauters
Enterprises for the way it is doing its job and
cooperating with the people in the hospital.

The hospital had difficulty attracting trained
nurses for quite a period. That situation was
not peculiar to Albany. Many hospitals had the
same difficulty a year or so ago. I think the
Minister for Health has the same problem in
his electorate of Kalgoorlie-that is not to
suggest that he would be more sympathetic
than the former Minister for Health because it
was his electorate.

Mr Hodge: You did not seem to appreciate
that point when I made it at the lime.

Mr WATT;, That is not a fair criticism at all.
I have always been aware of the difficulties. If
the former- Minister for Health looks at Ary-
thing I have said in the past he would agree I
have always acknowledged that.

Nevertheless, the point I make about the
nursing shortage relates first to the difficulty of
attracting nurses and secondly to the
refurbishing at the hospital. A number of beds
have been closed;, even the intensive care unit

was closed for a period. Because of all these
factors, the nursing requirement has been
reduced at times.

The Health Department has said the hospital
has been able to demonstrate that it could cope
with fewer nurses. The nursing establishment
formerly allowed for 162 nurses. Now the de-
partment says that because they were able to
cope with 152 nurses, that figure is to apply for
the new establishment. 1 have written to the
Minister for Health and he has replied
suggesting that if I want to have that changed I
should make a budget submission in the nor-
mal way. That should not have to happen. The
figure of 162 has been the established level for
some time. I have spoken to the Director of
Nursing and he confirmed it would be very
difficult to operate with only 152 nurses and it
would cause many difficulties. The matter was
brought to my attention by two of the specialist
doctors in the town who were concerned about
it. It is a serious problem that needs to be
addressed. It is a social problem which affects
the whole region. If the hospital and the doc-
tors who serve that hospital are to be able to do
theirjobs, this point certainly needs attention.

From a regional perspective I think the
Albany Regional Hospital still has scope for
considerable development in the growth of
even more specialty medical services. We
already have two orthopaedic specialists, a
gynaecologist, a specialist surgeon and
physician and a number of visiting specialists
including an ear, nose and throat specialist, an
ophthalmologist, psychologist and a dermatol-
ogist. There is scope for considerable expansion
in regional medicine, but to do so the hospital
needs to be adequately staffed, otherwise these
people would not be able to work in proper
surroundings.

Another area of social and very real concern
is housing. I asked a question the other day
relating to this. Since the Government took
office in March 1983 the number of outstand-
ing applicants for rental accommodation at
Homeswest has steadily increased; it was 57 in
1983 and has risen every year to 146 in 1987. It
has gone up an average of 31 per cent per an-
num but the total increase of 89 represents a
figure of 156 pei r cent over that period.

I can remember in the first year of this
Government it was decided not to build any
new homes in Albany. I was very critical of that
at the time and I predicted that a little closer to
the next election the Government would come
in with a burst and build a few new houses so
things looked a bit better for its chances in the
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election and, of course, it did that. It is
interesting that in its first year, 1983, when it
chose not to build any houses, the number of
outstanding applicants rose by 63 per cent.
That represented quite a serious problem.
There were 40 families in the highest group
which needed four-bedroom accommo-
dation-one of the most difficult areas to fill
from private rental sources.

The truth is that there is a very limited
amount of private rental accommodation in
Albany and that imposes a special responsi-
bility on the State Government through
Homeswest to supply an adequate amount of
rental housing. The position is becoming pro-
gressively worse, and we need to be given
special consideration. It is not acceptable to say
that people in Albany need to wait longer than
people in Perth, because there is a substantial
amount of private rental accommodation in
Perth notwithstanding the debate we had last
night which shows that the situation is not as
good as it was. Nevertheless, there is a pressi ng
need.

The staff at Homeswest in Albany are ex-
tremely good and I want to pay tribute to them
for the work they do. They make their con-
siderations with an appropriate degree of com-
passion and caring for those people who are in
need of emergency accommodation; but those
waiting on a legitimate waitlist often have to
wait longer. That is a very difficult situation and
they recognise that.

The emergency lists are growing because of
the number of people living in inadequate
housing. Certainly the Government needs to
address that. It might like to refer that matter
to the Great Southern Development Authority.
In addition to the 146 people on wait-turn lists,
there are also 135 people on the list of people
waiting to purchase homes through
Homeswest. Of those, 30 are on the wait-turn
list.

Another area of social development which is
sadly lacking int Albany is the provision of an
adequately-sized concert hall. There are no fa-
cilities for large audience entertainment, which
could also include areas for banquets or flat-
floor entertainment such as balls. Recently the
Albany Town Council did a first-class job of
refurbishing the old town hall. I am not sure
whether the Minister has seen it but, for the
size of the building, the community finished up
with a worthwhile and excellent facility. The
only problem is its size. It has a seating ca-
pacity of just under 300 people-I think even
the Men in Harmony have sung there. It is an

excellent facility acoustically and is very com-
fortable. However, it is too small for some
functions.

It is becoming increasingly difficult for local
communities to provide in these regional
centres facilities that will adequately service
their needs. I do not think the responsibility for
their provision should always fall on the
shoulders of the State Government. However,
it is something that needs to be looked at
seriously when one considers the sorts of facili-
ties being provided in Perth, either by private
enterprise or by the Government. Here I refer
specifically to the Concert Hall, His Majesty's
Theatre, the Entertainment Centre, and the
new stadium at the Burswood Island Casino.
Another great sporting facility has been
provided with the construction of the
Superdrome which cost about $23 million.
Country people also have a need for these types
of facilities, and while local councils do fairly
well, by and large, they need help.

A decision was made jointly by the State
Government and the local town council to es-
tablish a halfway house for the rehabilitation of
recently released prisoners. There has been a
fair bit of controversy in the town about this
matter because it has been decided to locate it
next door to a primary school. I presented a
petition containing nearly 400 signatures to
this Parliament. I know that some people are
fairly sceptical about what effect petitions
have. Nevertheless, it reflects a high level of
concern. I think those people have a right to
have their concerns heard and considered when
decisions of that type are made. The Albany
Town Council was not prepared to listen to
them when it made its decision on this matter.

I know that many people have phobias. Some
people are afraid of heights and some people
are afraid of the dark.

Mr Thomas: Some people arc afraid of Lib-
eral s.

Mr WATT: I am glad to know that they are
afraid; perhaps they take them seriously. I do
not think that, if one has a child who is afraid
of the dark, one should lock that child in a dark
room and tell him he is being put there to get
rid of his hangup. People have genuine pho-
bias.

Whether the decision about the halfway
house was wise remains to be seen. I believe
that people have a legitimate fear about what
could happen. I ask the Government to con-
sider this matter closely.
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I understand that it has been established on a
trial basis. However, I would hate to think that,
in the future, something could go wrong and we
would then have to apologise to the people and
tell them that we thought it would be all right.
but it went wrong. Nobody wants to say, "I told
you so." It is a sensitive issue and one about
which those people are justifiably concerned.

My next area of concern is education. While
education opportunities have steadily
improved in Albany over the years that I have
been a member of this Parliament, there is still
considerable room for improvement.

Mr Brian Burke: I can't believe you are
agreeing to this Bill; you have been speaking for
almost two hours.

Mr WATT: The people of Albany made their
choice about whom they want as their local
member.

In the "Albany Tomorrow" brochure, the
Government promised that there would be 30
additional tertiary places provided at the Great
Southern College of TAFE While I was pleased
that that commitment was made, a lesser num-
ber has been provided. I am not sure whether
the decision which was publicly announced was
a wise one because I do not believe it is as easy
as that. Whatever the reasons for the commit-
ment, the Government made it. I think it was
an important commitment and in the interests
of the people of the region who want to keep
their children at home for an extra year Or two.
My son was able to do the first year of his
bachelor of business course at the TAFE Col-
lege in Albany under an arrangement with what
was then known as the Western Australian In-
stitute of Technology. That was of great benefit
to him and to us and many other families
would welcome that same benefit. The comm it-
ment was given, but I have seen no evidence of
its being fulfilled. I remind the Minister to ad-
vise his colleagues to plan for those additional
places to be provided in 1988.

Fuel prices are another area of major concern
in Albany. I am sure that the Minister has
heard complaints about fuel prices in his elec-
torate. I do not know what the price of fuel is in
Geraldton, but, during the recent period of pet-
rol discounting in Perth, petrol was selling for
49c a litre, when it was selling for 6 1c a litre in
Albany, a price 25 per cent higher.

Mr Carr: Perhaps that could be outside the
responsibilities of the Great Southern Develop-
ment Authority. We are debating a Bill to es-
tablish the authority.

MrT WATT: The Minister, in his second read-
ing speech, mentioned the social and economic
development of the'region at least three times
on the first page. I am putting on the record
some of my concerns about issues in the elec-
torate. The Great Southern Development
Authority, through its research, or through one
of its consultants, might be able to consider
these matters.

The people of the region would certainly be
grateful for that. I know that a lot of people
have expressed opinions which were not always
practicable but nevertheless I feel this issue is
important and it is right that I bring it to this
place.

I would not be doing my job completely if I
were not to make some reference to the situ-
ation that relates to local government in
Albany, and the continuing conflict between
the town and the shire. The "Albany
Tomorrow" strategy group tried to shy away
from the question of the town-shire relation-
ship because it saw it as something of an em-
barrassment and an impediment to the region.
The reason the strategy group tried to shy away
from it in part was that the group itself was
placed in an invidious position, having both
the town clerk and the shire clerk in its ranks.
Nevertheless the strategy included a two-page
appendix to its report, concluding with a
recommendation that-

A detailed, independent analysis and
study into the dual system of local govern-
ment is called for to ascertain whether
measures can be taken to facilitate the
more efficient function of local govern-
ment in Albany (ie Albany Town and
Shire).

The actions of a local group calling itself the
"Albany One Movement" have meant that this
has been done by the Boundaries Commission.
The Albany One Movement has been
campaigning to unite the Town and the Shire of
Albany into one local authority and the Minister
for Local Government, wearing his other hat,
decided to appoint a Boundaries Commission
to try to provide some independent research,
opinion, and comment about the -relevance of
that. 1 congratulate the Minister for his action
because it was a sensible thing to do. Too many
of us, who may have vested or biased points of
view, perhaps cannot see the forest for the
trees.

Mr Stephens: Don't you think those officers
appointed had preconceived ideas?

803



804 ASSEMBLY]

Mr WATT: The member for Stirling obvi-
ously has a cynical view about this matter, as
he has about many other things, but I was
pleased that the Minister appointed the Bound-
aries Commission, although I was disappointed
at its report. I felt that the report was inad-
equate in the details it provided; it took a lot of
evidence and it was given a lot of facts and
figures but the report produced by the com-
mission did not really give us very much upon
which we could base an understanding of the
commission's conclusions. The commission
was quick to point out that it had not made any
recommendations but notwithstanding that it
made what it called, "A preferred option". To
me that is as good as a recommendation, and
the committee recommended that the major
urban part of the Shire of Albany that is known
as the Harbour Ward be joined with the Albany
Town. Whatever the committee recommended
would be put to the test in the referendum
which is to be held this Saturday, both in the
Town and the Shire of Albany.

Mr Stephens: The only question that will be
put to the test by the referendum is the amalga-
mation of the shire and the town.

Mr WATT: The member for Stirling is quite
right, and it is a matter which disappoints me a
little. The original petition was to unite the two
into one local authority. The preferred option
of the Boundaries Commission recommended
something different, and I would have been
happier if the referendum dealt with that ques-
tion rather than with unification.' However,
that is something the Minister cannot alter.

Mr Carr: There is no control over that.

Mr WATT: I understand that and I am not
critical of the Minister in that respect. I think
that is something that the development auth-
ority would be able to advise the Government
on, were the Government, in its wisdom, to
decide that further action should be taken,
depending on the outcome of this referendum.
I think that it is right and competent that the
Government involve itself in this sort of thing.

Mr Stephens interjected.

Mr WATT: I know the member for Stirling
will be speaking in this debate later on. I am
sure that he, like me. is entitled to express his
view on this matter.

I am concerned with the area's dependence
on the rural economy. The situation that exists
in the great southern is that many small
businesses are having to close down because of

a lack of patronage and trade and this in turn
-affects the livelihood and, indeed, the future of
many small towns. The Government needs to
look seriously at giving some form of assistance
to those small businesses. I know a number of
steps have been taken to try to assist the
farmers, but it is not much good helping the
farmers if the towns that support them are not
able to survive as well. I am reminded of a
famous quote of Abraham Lincoln's, "You can-
not strengthen the weak by weakening the
strong". People who are living in those towns
are leaving, in some cases to go to regional
centres and in others to go to Perth, and we
really need to try to find some way of strength-
ening those towns in the region. Perhaps this
can be done by bolstering those small
businesses, by making finance available to
them.

One example of such a small store is that at
Young's Siding. which isjust outside Albany; it
has existed for over 80 years. The store recently
closed, and its owner told me that one of the
reasons for the closure was the cost of finance.
Now, if a business does not have a big turnover
and big profits, clearly it must borrow money.
Just about every business borrows money these
days; but in this case the owner of the store at
Young's Siding would have been working only
to pay his interest bill. There was not a lot of
percentage in that because he could not even
earn his capital payments and enough to live
on. That is happening to many businesses in
country areas, and it is something that needs to
be addressed.

There are many other areas of social develop-
ment, but I think I have demonstrated some of
the concerns in the Albany region. There are
other matters which need to be looked at, such
as providing additional nursing home beds and
the recent decision of the Commonwealth Bank
to close its regional rural office in the town.I
know that was not a decision of the State
Government, nor is it anything the Govern-
ment can influence, but all of these things have
an impact on the social development of the
area. The State Library for example usually
sells all of its second-hand books in Perth. I
raised this matter a year or two ago, asking
whether they might experiment by selling the
books in Albany; they ended up selling them in
Geraldion. I will not ask how this happened
but the people of this region are entitled to a
fair share of the cake when it is cut up. We ask
only for a fair go: we are not asking for any
special privileges.
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If some members think I have gone beyond
the bounds of what is reasonable in this debate,
I apologise, but I feel I have a responsibility to
my electorate and to the region to bring to the
attention of Parliament some issues of concern.

Even if it did not always sound like it, the
Opposition supports this Bill.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [3.59 pm]: I con-
gratulate the member for Albany on the very
thorough way in which he has discussed this
legislation.

The member for Albany obviously has a
close empathy with and understanding of the
region, just as I know other members for that
region, both in this place and the other, have a
thorough knowledge and understanding of it.

I take this opportunity in this debate on the
establishment of the Great Southern Develop-
ment Authority to comment on the Govern-
ment's performance on the whole area of re-
gional development, and then more specifically
on some matters related to the great southern
region. The concept of regional development
really is a motherhood concept; it is something
that we all support. It is how the different par-
ties go about promoting regional development
that is important, and it is important to ident-
ify the differences in the way the two parties
perform in that area.

It does not matter a great deal to me whether
one has regional administrators Or regional
managers or authorities, or whether the De-
partment of Industrial Development or some
other department undertakes those
responsibilities. The important thing is the re-
sults; the effects of those different bodies,' and
how they go about making sure those regions
develop both economically and socially.

I believe Liberal Governments have a great
track record when it comes to regional develop-
ment in this State, and I do not think members
opposite would disagree with some of the great
developments which have occurred. One has
only to look at the Pilbara region, for example,
and the tremendous advances which have been
made there, to the point where it is now one of
the greatest wealth producing regions of the
State. One could also look at the Bunbury re-
gion and at what the Liberal Government did
there, where it was able to get off the ground
developments such as the woodchipping and
chipboard plants, the mineral sands industry,
the alumina projects at Wagerup and Worsley,
and the Donnybrook sunkland pines project. it
is important to remember that those projects
play a very important role in the development

of the Bunbury region, yet all of those projects
were opposed by the members opposite. Now
that members opposite are in Government,
they have perhaps had a change of
heart. Those developments which took place
around the Bunbury region were very much a
part of the Liberal Government's performance
in that field of regional development.

Mr D. L. Smith: Would the member
nominate some particular ones which were
opposed?

Mr COURT: I just did. Members opposite
were opposed to the woodchipping industry, to
the bauxite industry at Wagerup and Worsicy,
and to the mineral sands project.

Mr Thomas: Who signed the woodchipping
agreement?

Mr COURT: I am saying that members of
the Australian Labor Party have been opposed
to those developments in that region.

When one talks about the Bunbury region,
the Government very clearly put together the
concept of "Bunbury 2000". It did that before
the election, going back two elections, and it
sold a very good story to the electorate. The
Government also said it was going to introduce
many other projects, such as an aluminium
smelter, into the area. Leaving that aside, it was
successful marketing.

Mr Thomas: Didn't the O'Connor Govern-
ment say it was going to put in an aluminium
smelter?

Mr COURT: It would have introduced an
aluminiumn smelter. The Labor Government
has been going for four years.

Mr Thomas: The price of aluminium would
be higher if your members were in Govern-
ment, would it?

Mr COURT: Members were told in the
paper the other day that the smelter has never
been further away from being established than
it is today. That is the member's Government
saying that. If the member wants to speak in
this debate on regional development, he should
get up. If his Government can perform so well,
why in four years has it not been able to get an
aluminiumn smelter off the ground?

Mr Carr: The member has praised the mem-
ber for Albany, but obviously was not listening
to him when he said that private enterprise
development gets under way in particular
places at particular times, primarily on econ-
omic factors.
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Mr COU RT: Is the member saying that econ-
omic factors have not been right for the last
four years?

Mr Parker: Not for aluminium smelters.
Mr COURT: Is that the reason it has not got

off the ground?
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: I have restricted time here and

I am trying to develop a theme, and I am
talking about the "Bunbury 2000" concept. I
gave the Government credit for the fat that it
cleverly put together that concept. It thught it
would do the same or a similar exercise for
Albany. It was going to win the Albany seat at
the last election, and it came up with this
"Albany Tomorrow" scheme, which would en-
able it to win the seat of Albany. However, it
did not count on the fact that the people of
Albany were awake to the Labor Party
gimmicks and knew deep down that the Labor
Government did not have a strong commit-
ment to that region. It had been in Govern-
ment far three years and its track record over
that period did not demonstrate that it had a
lot of empathy with the region.

I remember only too well the dispute which
took place in Albany over Borthwicks and the
closing down of the abattoir. The Labor
Government sat back and allowed to continue
a dispute which was orchestrated by people
from Perth-by Mr Payne and company. The
Government allowed that dispute to continue,
and to do considerable damage to the Albany
region. The Liberal members of the Opposition
spent a lot of time in that region, trying to work
positively towards doing something to retain
that industry. I think Mr Dowding was the
Minister who eventually got involved in that
dispute that could not be resolved.

Mr Peter Dowding: Either the member is lying
or he does not know the facts, because that is not
what happened at all.

Mr COURT: I know what happened about
that Borthwicks dispute only too well; the Min-
ister might recall that for several months in
that town many families were not receiving in-
come, and did not know what their future was
going to be; and the Government stood idly by
until it was pressured into doing something to
try to resolve the situation.

The economy of Albany and the surrounding
region has been severely affected in recent
years by events such as the closure of the
whaling station, the problems at the abattoir,
and the problems with the canning and fishing
industries. The summary of the situation was

that when the people went to the polls at the
last election, they were not taken in by the
gimmicks which the Labor Party prepared for
that election, because they knew only too well
the problems of the town and the way some of
those problems could be resolved. Members
know that at the last election the Liberal mem-
ber was returned with a greatly increased ma-
jority.

It is probably a good time now to mention
what has happened with regard to the canning
industry.

The member for Albany mentioned that with
a loss of the Hunts salmon cannery operation,
so that the only canning processor is now
located in the metropolitan area, and with
many tuna quotas going to the Eastern States,
the Albany area has suffered greatly. It is of
great credit to the people of that region, how-
ever, that some of them moved to form the
Southern Processors organisation and have put
together and maintained a plant to handle veg-
etable processing.

They also have some very good plans for the
expansion of the operation to include the
potato industry, because they want -to begin
handling potato chips. When I visited the plant
recently the area was being prepared for the
new equipment to expand into that potato chip
field, which is similar to what is being planned
at Manjimup. These people realised that they
had a problem and that the pea growers in the
region were going to be severely affected if they
did not get something organised. To their
credit they have put together a very pro-
fessional management team. With those facili-
ties and their plans for expansion I believe they
will have a viable operation. Their key to suc-
cess is self-help; they have not gone running to
the Government. I wish all the people involved
with Southern Processors every success with
their new ventures, because their operations
will be a great boost to the region. I was very
pleased to see that when they were packaging
some of their frozen vegetables they were using
a wide range of labels. If we were to go into
most supermarkets in this State we would find
that a lot of brands would be getting their
produce from this Albany operation.

True regional development requires a vision.
Let us consider Kalgoorlie, and I am glad the
member for the area is present. Some
Kalgoorlie people have prepared a very com-
mendable and forward-looking regional devel-
opment plan. Unfortunately the Government
has not taken hold of that plan and said, "This
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is the type Of vision we, too, have for the re-
gion; this is the type of initiative we would like
to undertake."

Mr Taylor: I have had discussions with the
people involved and have asked (hem what as-
sistance we could give them to get the plan off
the ground. They have assured me that if we
can help in any way they will talk with me.
Obviously they would prefer to do as much of
it as they can by themselves, and I applaud
them for their motivation.

Mr COURT: The member for Kalgoorlie has
been the only member opposite over the last
year who has shown any support for this type of
proposal. One of the important features of this
concept is to have a gas pipeline to Kalgoorlie.
When that pipeline is there they will have the
opportunity to build a sodium cyanide plant at
Kalgoorlie which will be able to do the
processing for the Mt Weld deposits.

Their proposal also includes a proposition
for the establishment of a waste disposal plant
which will not have the same problems as the
one to be located at Koolyanobbing, which will
be next to an agricultural area.

Mr Taylor: You are wrong again.
Mr COU RT: The Minister said just last week

that the Government was still intending to
have the plant at Koolyanobbing.

Mr Taylor: But you don't know that the
waste disposal plant we were looking at over a
Year ago was for the whole nation but the other
States would not cooperate with transporting
the waste across their borders to allow this sort
of plant to be established. I was intimately
involved in the matter.

Mr COURT: Does the Minister support his
Government's plans for the Koolyanobbing
plant?

Mr Taylor: We have to resolve the problem
of PCB disposal in this State.

Mr COURT: Yes, but does the Minister sup-
port the Government's proposal?

Mr Taylor: You have the answer I prefer to
give you.

Mr COURT: There we are. The man who
knows everything is put on the spot when asked
whether he supports his Government's pro-
posal for the Koolyanobbing waste disposal
plant.

Mr Taylor: Do you approve of the plant?
Mr COURT: Not at Koolyanobbing.
Mr Taylor: Where would you put it?

Mr COURT: The site that these Kalgoorlie
people have chosen is a siding, I think called
Watheroo. I would have to confirm that, but it
has been shown that it would not affect any
mining or agricultural operations and has a soil
and rock formation ideally suited to the differ-
ent types of waste disposal.

Mr Taylor: You would put it near the nickel
smelter.

Mr COURT: The nickel smelter is where this
same group is talking about establishing an in-
dustrial complex. l am surprised at the member
for Kalgoorlie's lack of understanding of this
proposal by people from his own area.

Mr Taylor: You are demonstrating a com-
plete lack of understanding.

Mr COURT: I happen to know the facts and
l am having to explain them to the member for
the area, who very conveniently is going to shut
up now that he realises he does not have the
facts.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have al-
lowed the interjections to continue because the
member for Nedlands appeared to invite them
from the member for Kalgoorlie, but I think
now we should get back to the Bill.

Mr COURT; This Kalgoorlie group also has
a good proposal for an Army base in the region.

Kalgoorlie is booming at present, but now is
the time to be planning for the longer term and
introducing new forms of development so that
when the area experiences a cyclical downturn,
it will be able to manage.

Another region to consider is Geraldton,
where the Minister in charge of the Bill is also
the member for the area. At the last State elec-
tion the Minister said that certain industries
would be attracted to the region. We have since
found that the industries the Minister and the
Government were talking about have gone else-
where. The Minister, as Minister for Local
Government and for Regional Development,
has seen a lot of resources diverted to the
Geraldtori area. This has not gone unnoticed by
other regions. At present a strategy group is
working on what can be done to help the
Geraldton region. However, when the Minister
is put to the test we find he has failed to attract
new industries to his own town. It is of concern
that a number of industries ideally suited to the
region were mooted to be going to the region
because of its population and so on, but went
elsewhere.
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It is one thing to have flash offices, to be
surrounded by a lot of staff, to initiate inquir-
ies, and even to place advertisements in the
Press in order to tell everyone how busy the
Minister is and what he has been up to, but it is
another thing to bring industry to the area. The
town itself knows it is not getting those proj-
ects.

The sorts of projects I am referring to were
talked about before the election. The Minister
spoke of the sodium cyanide plant and a ferti-
liser plant.

Mr Carr: I did not. I never referred to the
sodium cyanide plant as likely to come to
Geraldton.

Mr COURT: Where did the Minister support
the establishment ofa sodium cyanide plant?

Mr Carr: I never commented on it.
MrCOURT: What about the fertiliser plant?
Mr Carr: That is a different one altogether.
Mr COURT: What about the rare earth plant

which has gone to Pinjarra?
Mr Carr: You know the reasons for that.
Mr COURT: Yes. I am saying these are the

projects which the Minister said he would try
to get for the Geraldton region. These projects
have not gone to Gcraldton. Some were
promised for Bunbury. and some for
Kalgoorlie. but they have gone to the metro-
politan area. This Government says it is trying
to do something for regional development. My
point is being made for me by members op-
posite who are asking where we would put
these projects. We would do something to en-
sure there was a true regional development in
this State.

Mr Peter Dowding: Give us an example.
Mr COURT: The nickel refinery at

Kambalda was not meant to go there, was it?
Mr Peter Dowding: Wasn't it?
Mr COURT: The company had to be given

incentives to put it there by the then Liberal
Government. Now that it is there people say it
was a good decision. The company wanted it
elsewhere, even in another State. Members op-
posite should get their facts right.

Geraldton has access to gas which is an im-
portant factor for these industries. The
Government -should open its collective mind a
bit and see why it cannot attract some of the
industries I have mentioned to the Geraldton
region. I do not think the Minister is interested
because there is a conflict. There is a Minister
responsible for resources, the departments of

Industrial Development and Regional Devel-
opment, the South West Development Auth-
ority, and the WADC all trying independently
to do something to get a project here or there.
There is duplication, and in the end all the
projects are going into the metropolitan area,
so it is a waste of time having all these different
departments if they do not get results.

One of the major concerns in rural areas has
been the transfer of Government services to the
cities or larger regional centres. As was
reported in the paper last week at the launch of
the campaign in Narrogin, the Liberal Party
has called for a 12-month moratorium before
any more Government services are transferred
out of smaller towns into bigger centres. That is
a very important concept.

Mr Peter Dowding: You were never prepared
to grasp the nettle in Government.

Mr COURT: One has only to look at the
Bunbury and Pilbara regions, the latter of
which the Minister supposedly represents. He
must give credit where it is due; all that re-
gional development was due to Liberal
Governments.

M r Peter Dowding: That is untrue.

Mr COURT: Who developed the Pilbara?

Special tribute must be paid to companies in
the Albany region such as Southern Processors.
I agree with the member for Albany that tour-
ism is one of the industries with great potential,
and Albany and the areas around it do not have
tourist resort facilities of the standard that is
now required. I would like to think the Govern-
ment could work with the private sector to
make sure some of the projects the member for
Albany referred to, and any new projects which
the private sector puts forward, get off the
ground. The region has always been a popular
destination for people from the metropolitan
area, to say nothing of overseas tourists. The
trend in tourism these days is to make sure one
provides the facilities people want.

One of the small industries in that region
which has gone a long way in recent years is the
wine industry. It can be rightly proud of what
has taken place. There are many farm engineer-
ing businesses in centres such as Albany which
supply predominantly the agricultural industry.
It is a credit to those people that they can be
competitive State-wide. Some have operations
in the city, and one that I know of operates in
the Geraldton region. The great southern re-
gion has great potential.
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Introducing this Bill does not create regional
development, nor does producing a glossy bro-
chure and mounting a smart publicity camn-
paign. It is up to this Government to help big
and small businesses who are operating in that
area. If they have severe problems as a result of
the high level of interest rates the Government
must understand those problems and do what
it can to bring interest rates down. It must not
shrug off the problem and ask what that has to
do with the Great Southern Development
Authority. If those businesses to which I have
referred have industrial relations problems, as
occurred at Borthwicks and as happens in ports
from time to time, the Government must de-
vise special ways of handling those problems. I
would like the Government to show a lot more
vision instead of backtracking as it did today in
relation to this Kalgoorlie exercise. The
Government can give 100 reasons why it can-
not do something-why a gas pipeline can not
be built or why a waste disposal plant cannot
be put somewhere. Members opposite give
plenty of reasons for not doing something; it is
time after four years in Government that they
did something to encourage significant regional
development.

The Government's plans for helping the
great southern, as we saw before the last elec-
tion, were to put together a public relations
exercise. It was a sloppy exercise. Let us put
that aside and make sure we do not go through
public relations gimmicks for other regions. Let
the Government do something constructive to
encourage long-term industry and development
there.

I wish all those people involved in develop-
ment and work in the great southern region
every success. I urge this Government to ex-
pand its vision as to what it can do for real
regional development. In the last four years it
has concentrated too much on glossy broch ures.
and smart adventising campaigns.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Stephens.

SHOPPING CIENTRES

Rentals: Grievance

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth) [4.29 pmj:
The matter on which I wish to grieve concerns
the exorbitant rent increases taking place in
shopping centres throughout the metropolitan
and country areas in Western Australia. As a
result of these increases small retailers in shop-

ping centres are suffering dire economic
consequences and consumers are having higher
prices inflicted on them.

The problem is not of very long standing. As
far as I am aware it has occurred within the last
three years. During that period there has been a
proliferation of trusts of various kinds within
Australia and I refer to unit trusts, equity
trusts, property trusts, etc. It would appear that
most of the problems being experienced by ten-
ants of shopping centres are as a consequence
of the centres falling into the hands of the man-
agers of those trusts.

On 8 May an article appeared in The West
Coast Retailer which summed up the feelings of
most of the small retailers. The article was
headed, "Bring Down Rents to Help Small Re-
tailers!" It stated-

Traders in the small retail sector will ap-
proach the State Government to help with
the indiscriminate rental hikes being
imposed on them by unscrupulous land
agents.

The creation of a false market by a
greedy industry is affecting the rental hikes
in the small retail sector-rents are
increased to record levels at the end of a
small retailer's lease term and the tenant
has no alternative but to accept.

It then listed some of the major areas of con-
cern and singled out the Midland Gate Shop-
ping Centre of which Colliers. international
Property Consultants Lid is the managing
agent. It referred to the Mandurah Forum and
also to the Millstream Shopping Centre in
South Perth. The managing agent of the Mill-
stream Shopping Centre is Richard Ellis, Estate
Agents which is the property manager for the
Armstrong Jones Property Trust. It refers also
to the Rockingham Shopping Centre, the
Mirrabooka Shopping Centre, and the Innaloo
Shopping Centre which are all controlled by
Myer Properties Ltd. The article continued-

Rent hikes of between 30 per cent to 100
per cent are not uncommon practices in
the examples above.

Where will it end? Naturally in
bankruptcies, -t -hanks to an unrealistic Real
Estate Industry.

I refer now to a situation which occurs in my
electorate and involves the Millstream Shop-
ping Centre. I will outline the case of one ten-
ant in the centre, but I will not mention the
name of the person involved. This case is typi-
cal of what is happening to all tenants in that
centre.
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The business to which I will refer comprises
an area of 52.04 square metres. In September
1985 the rental on that property was $7 285.60
per annum and was subsequently increased to
$10 203, making it $196 per square metre. It was
an increase of 40 per cent in 18 months. The
managing agent now proposes to increase the
rent to $ 16 100 per annum which will increase
the rate per square metre to $309.38; that is, an
increase in the last 18 months of 57.8 per cent.
The total increase in the last three years has been
$8 815 or 121 per cent.

On top of the rental charges the tenant to
whom I am referring has other outgoings such
as cleaning, rubbish removal, and agents' fees
amounting to $1 689 per annum. Other costs
include the Merchants Association fee of $600
per annum; rates to the City of South Perth of
$518.46 per annum; land tax of $325.93 per
annum; water rates $520 per annum; electricity
of t 1080 per annum; and telephone charges of
$560 per annum. In addition to that the tenant
pays wages and other expenses bringing the
total of his outgoings to $30 000-that is for a
ver small establishment which, as I have said,
comprises only 52.04 square metres.

The landlord of a comparable shopping
centre within a relatively close distance of the
Millstream Shopping Centre is charging a frac-
lion of this rent. The Mayor of South Perth has
a shopping complex in Como which is
approximately two kilometres from the Mill-
stream Shopping Centre. The tenants in that
centre arc faced with annual increases, but they
are in line with the CPI and, as a consequence,
the tenants are extremely happy.

The increases applied to the tenants at the
Millstream Shopping Centre have occurred
only in the last three years. Prior to that the
rent increases were between eight and 10 per
cent per annum and they were in line with the
annual CPI.

The point I make is that throughout
Australia wage earners and others are being
called upon to exercise wage restraint. Wage
earners and employers are responding. but in
Western Australia we seem to have a handful of
avaricious landlords and property managers
who are hell-bent on extracting the last drop of
economic life from the tenants. In the process,
they are prejudicing the situation of the con-
sumer. The retailers cannot provide consumers
with low cost goods and serv ices if they are
charged exorbitant rentals.

In 1985 rental tenancy legislation was
introduced into this Parliament.
Unfortunately, it was watered down. It is work-
ing and it is certainly better than nothing, but
its original intention was to equalise the
position of small retailers in relation to the
larger organisations. The legislation requires
amending and there are several ways in which
it can be done. The most effective way would
be to limit the rental increases to the CPI in-
crease. If we did that we would, of course, obvi-
ate the absolutely outrageous increases which
are being inflicted on many small retailers in
Western Australia.

I come back to the point that I mentioned
earlier;, that is, the need for restraint by all
sections of the community. Many sections of
the community are exercising restraint, as is
evidenced by the case of the landlord of the
shopping centre I mentioned which is situated
approximately two kilometres from the Mill-
stream Shopping Centre. The managers of the
Millstream Shopping Centre are pandering to
the shareholders of the property trusts by im-
posing outrageous increases on tenants. This
usually comes about by the shopping centre
being purchased at an inflated price and the
property managers then justifying the purchase
by increasing the rent of the tenants.

I bring my grievance to the attention of the
Minister for Small Business.

MR TROY (Mundaring-Minister for Small
Business) [4.39 pm]: I apologise to the member
for South Perth for not being in the Chamber
when he commenced his remarks. I share a
degree of sympathy for the case the member for
South Perth described. He described the prop-
erty managers as avaricious landlords, but per-
haps I could expand on that and refer to them
as leeches.

My predecessor, the Deputy Premier, was in-
strumental in a very detailed study involving
all parties and which led to the Clarke inquiry.
Obviously (hat inquiry's findings could not be
put in place in total because of a very wide
divergence of opinion, which we acknowledge.
Since the legislation has been in place, the
shortcomings have become even more evident.

The legislation at that time addressed the
circumstances on entering lease agreements for
new properties. Undoubtedly this has been
very successful with that group of people. We
have received a large number of complimen-
tary comments. However, the circumstances
are tragic when landlords take the opportunity,
under the guise of a fairly big building re-
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arrangement, to eject certain small business
people who have been holding leases there. It is
unsavoury that this is occurring.

The Retail Traders Association has raised
this objection with us. I recall having had dis-
cussions with my colleague, the Minister for
Planning, who was relieving in my position
some time last year, concerning a major shop-
ping centre development. He took them on
quite vigorously and received some consider-
ation from the shopping centre developers.Unfortunately he was forced to do that in terms
of his other portfolio regarding planning.

This shows certain weaknesses in our current
commercial tenancy legislation. I might indi-
cate to the House that we are moving along
lines to address that weakness.

About three months ago the then Minister
for Consumer Affairs and I spoke with a body
representative of the Small Business Develop-
ment Corporation, which was doing same work
for me in this area, and also the building
owners and traders group, to bring about what
we believe will be an effective review of this
commercial tenancy legislation. There are
sound arguments on both sides. I think an ef-
fective conclusion can be reached with this
form of negotiation which we pursued with the
earlier Clarke inquiry and subsequent events.
We can update the present laws by bringing
into place some of the necessary legislation
which is so obviously needed.

That, of course, is an avenue which we would
rather not take if it is avoidable. We hope that
with effective liaison between the group's mem-
bers and an understanding and acceptance of a
certain code of ethics, we can succeed. We have
an opportunity for this to occur. If it is not
achievable, we will be back in this Chamber
bringing the necessary amendments to the pre-
sent commercial tenancy legislation in order to
effect some of those reforms to which the mem-
ber for South Perth referred.

Quite clearly there is a very unsavoury el-
ement within our business community which
hampers those small groups which are
attempting to establish their rightful place in
our commercial area. Some operatives do leech
on them in the manner described.

I am not fully conversant with the South
Perth shopping centre, but a number of other
shopping centre developments have been
brought to my attention. They illustrate this
unfortunate and unfair approach taken by a
few shopping centre owners and developers.
Everywhere where there has been a redevelop-

ment of a shopping centre this unsavoury prac-
tice is evidenced to some degree. A number of
those people affected have established a very
high level of goodwill, perhaps over five years
or longer. They suddenly find themselves with-
out any credits; they are ejected from their
premises. This is not something anyone in his
right mind would suggest is fair and consider-
ate.

Those pursuing this policy are few in num-
ber, but if amending legislation is brought back
into the Chamber I am sure that a number of
people on the other side of the House will sup-
port it. We are giving an opportunity for nego-
tiation and understanding to emerge in this in-
itial instance. I hope the member for South
Perth is grateful for that update.

PLANNING

Subdivisions: Grievance

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [4.45 pm]: I
raise the question of the protection of land for
people who buy it to use for building houses
where previously the land has been used for a
different purpose and a record has not necess-
arily been kept of that former use.

I give two examples which occurred in my
electorate. The first happened some time ago
and it concerned a lot in Jubilee Street,
Beckenham. The lot I believe to have been a
marl pit, which I understand is a form of clay
used for road construction. This claypit was
used in the 1950s and resulted in quite a large
excavation. The area was subsequently filled
with old car bodies, sawdust, building rubble,
and other material. A surface layer of fill was
placed over the top of the hole.

In 1974 the land was sold and a house was
built on it. At the time the house was built on
the site, maps which had been amended by the
City of Gosnells, on which notations had been
made indicating the site of the claypits, had
subsequently been removed. Particularly dur-
ing the period of metrication, details were not
transferred from the old maps to the new maps.
The council had a system where it purchased
new maps, apparently from the Taxation De-
partment. The council would enter on its new
maps material from the old maps, and the old
ones would be destroyed. Apparently this infor-
mation was not transferred, so when the site
was bought in 1974 and plans put forward,
there was no objection and the house was built.
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The house subsequently changed hands.
From 1980 onwards problems occurred in the
house. Walls showed excessive cracking, they
warped, and the house became unfit for habi-
tation.

I do not know the final outcome. Local folk-
lore is that it fell down, but I do not really
know. All I can say is that the house had enor-
mous problems and the owner sued the City of
Gosnells and the former owner of the house.

In suing the City of Gosnells the new owner
was unsuccessful bccause the City of Gosnells
is protected by the six-year Statute of Limi-
tations. After approval had been given for the
construction of the house in 1974, the prob-
lems did not appear for some time. In that
respect the case was unsuccessful.

But the case against the previous owner did
succeed. It did not succeed in relation to what
was put on the ground at the time the land was
sold; it succeeded because after building the
house the previous owner found out why the
house was sinking. Subsequently he papered
the walls to try to disguise the problems and
sold the house. The new owner succeeded in his
action against the previous owner, but that did
not resolve the problem that someone had put
a house on an old claypit. Nothing was
immediately available from the local council to
indicate that the land was unsuitable.

Mr Laurance: It was a single residential
block?

Mrs HENDERSON: Yes, it was a subdivided
area. It just happened that that particular house
was built over the site of the pit.

The reason I raise this is that in my elector-
ate there was a very successful brick company.
It was a small, family business which has
operated in Gosneils for more than 50 years
and it has a fine reputation. At one stage I
think the waiting list for the bricks was some-
where in the vicinity of six months because
they were producing very attractive, richly
coloured bricks-orange and red-and these
were in demand over the metropolitan area.

The brickworks has now closed and the site
is in the process of having the very deep holes
from where the clay was mined filled with
rubble. There have been problems in relation to
what has been put down those holes. For
example, there have been complaints that the
company which has undertaken to fill the holes
has been dumping domestic and commercial
garbage; but that is a different aspect which is
not really relevant to the point l am making.

The fact is that the company gained per-
mission from the local authority to fill those
holes with rubble. The council, mindful of its
previous experience when it was sued, required
the company to give a deposition and a bank
guarantee of $5 000 that the land would be left
in good condition. The company has done that,
and I have no doubt it has done it in good faith.
However, the council has been concerned
about what happened previously. It is mindful
of the fact that information can be lost over the
years. While this area is currently zoned rural
and is not urbanised at all, there are houses
there although they are scattered. The area is
very attractive. It is less than 30 minutes' drive
from Perth, and although it is zoned rural in
the metropolitan region schemes, in the future
it may well be used for housing.

The council wrote to Orange Grove Bricks
Pty Ltd with the suggestion that perhaps it
should look at putting a caveat on the certifi-
cate of title of the land to protect future owners
of the land and put into words what the use of
the land had been. I would like to read from the
response the company gave the council to the
suggestion, as reported in the council minutes,
which is a public document. The company said
this-

We do not feel any obligation to register
a restrictive covenant on the Title to the
land to protect future owners. It is not
possible for an owner to register a caveat
on its own land and the City of Gosnells
does not have a caveatable interest. We
have taken legal advice which states that
the onus is on a prospective purchaser to
satisfy himself on the state of the land and
its available uses and it is usual to check
with the various authorities before
entering into a binding contract. Any pro-
posal to subdivide the land would be sub-
ject to special conditions laid down by
Council and this should be sufficient pro-
tection.

The company goes on-
Notwithstanding the aforementioned,

our company and its shareholders have
enjoyed a highly respected position in the
business community of the State over sev-
eral generations and can he relied upon not
to disadvantage others for personal gain.

I have no doubt that that is true; however, the
fact remains that there is a need to provide
some mechanism whereby that sort of infor-
mation can be recorded-either in a central
register or in a form at a local authority that is
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perhaps set down in guidelines and specified so
it is not a factor of chance as to whether the
local authority records that sort of information
on its maps. Local authorities should be con-
cerned to make sure that that information is
retained. It may be 10 or 20 years before that
land is made available for housing, but there is
no doubt that if a house were constructed over
the top of one of those very deep holes there
could be problems.

I do not know whether it is possible to place
some kind of annotation on the certificate of
title of the land, and I am mindful that people
are not keen to place such things on titles of
land. However, I think it is very important
that, as the metropolitan area progresses out-
wards and housing moves into those areas pre-
viously zoned light industrial, or in this case
rural, we protect people by making sure that all
the previous uses of the land are fully recorded
so there is no repetition of the sort of thing that
happened to the house I have described, which
was built over a clay pit.

I suspect that, having learnt once, the local
authority in my electorate would ensure that
that information is retained; however, it does
concern me that people can buy blocks of land
without going to their local authorities. There
is nothing to stop them simply purchasing the
land and looking at the title in the Land Titles
Office; and if there is nothing on the title they
could well expect to have no reason to suspect
there is anything under the ground they could
not see that would cause a problem in terms of
constructing a house.

MRt WILSON (Nollaniara-Minister for
Lands) [4.55 pm]: I am sure any member of
this House would sympathise very readily with
the predicament that a purchaser of land on
which his home stood should face subsequent
problems of the kind she has outlined. It is easy
to understand, as a result of the investigations
of the member for Gosnells and the situalti.on
that pertained in that case, and that potentially
may apply in the case of the land that was
formerly used by the Orange Grove brick-
works, why she should see the need for some
measure to be introduced to protect potential
land buyers and homeowners against future re-
currences of that nature.

The member for Gosnells is right in having
some apprehension about the fact that there is
a reluctance to place any conditions or anno-
tations on certificates of title. In fact, in other
circumstances people are quite resistant to that
occurring, and I suppose that may be because
people do not always foresee this kind of rela-

tively tragic occurrence which can take place if
people are not fully aware of the agencies they
might need to check with prior to purchasing a
property. I have no previous knowledge of this
situation or of similar situations. However, it is
certainly a matter of rightful concern and I will
take the matter up with officers in Ihe Depart-
ment of Lands Administration at the Land
Titles Office and ask them to give some atten-
tion and consideration to potential ways and
means of insuring against future cases.

ENVIRONMENT: BOLD PARK

Land Exchange: Grievance

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.58 pmj: I wish
to elaborate on the same subject I raised by way
of a question without notice to the Minister for
Lands yesterday, which of course did not give
any opportunity for longer debate. The sugges-
tion to the Minister was probably quite novel.

I am talking about the natural bushland
which surrounds and is south of Reabold Hill,
which is in its natural state other than for some
footpaths, some of which were recently
constructed in gravel with the help of Com-
monwealth CEP moneys.

This area is enjoyed by the people who use it,
who take walks or perhaps jog or do various
other activities; and also by the people who live
in the surrounding areas. The land itself partly
comprises regional open space. Some members
might recall that it was promised that that
would be retained as a "A'tclass reserve by the
then Premier, Hon. John Tonkin, back in 1972
when some of us had the opportunity to go with
him and walk in the bush.

The largest of the areas is land subject to the
City of Perth Endowment Land Act, which of
course could be developed according to the
provisions of that Act; although as a local
member and knowing the circumstances very
well I am inclined to support the stance now
that it should not be developed. Quite frankly,
I feel the City of Perth cheated the people in
the endowment land area to some extent since,
based on legal advice, it used the interest from
the funds coming from the proceeds of sale of
the land in the whole of the City of Perth in-
stead of using it in the endowment land area,
which undoubtedly was the intention of the
Act.

There is a further area of road reserves, but it
is only one small road built, which goes up
Reabold Hill and down again. There is a comn-
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paratively small area to the south east of about
19 hectares which is freehold property belong-
ing to the University of Western Australia.

This is the land which created the recent
controversy, because it has been announced
that the university is seeking to sell the land to
developers and has called tenders-which I
understand close on 6 May-for various
propositions for development of the land. It is
quite understandable that the people using this
land and people from the surrounding area are
concerned, and that they have perhaps created
a controversy.

The question is whether this land-and now
I am talking only about the university land-
can be saved. I would not consider the question
with any emotion, nor would I consider any
extreme situation or impractical solution. It is
easy to say-particularly by people who are
emotionally involved, and I do not blame
them-that the Government should do some-
thing to solve the situation. As the local mem-
ber and a responsible member of the Oppo-
sition, I would not support any extra expendi-
ture of the taxpayers' money even if the
Govermecnt were prepared to do so. It
probably would not be prepared to do so be-
cause it Is not an electorate which can be wooed
one way or another.

Mr Wilson: That is a harsh judgment!
Mr MENSAROS: It may be a subjective*

judgment, based on experience.
I would not support Government purchase if

anyone suggested it. Resumption is out of the
question because it would be legally impossible
as no public works are involved. I would even
be angry with people who suggested it could be
taken away because the university has as much
right to property, if not more, than anyone else.
It is a laudable suggestion to endow land in this
way because the university has meagre private
funds for higher education..

A practical solution, and one which does not
cost any of the taxpayers' money, appears to be
that the Governiment should consider sitting
down with the university people-and Pro-
fessor Laurense would be happy to do so-to
find out whether the university needs the
money immediately- We are talking about a
figure of $9 million. The Government needs to
find out whether the university has any other
investment portfolio which is more liquid and
can be utilised for this purpose. if that can be
established the Government could try to
exchange the land for unalienated Crown land
which is of no tangible value to the Govern-

ment at present but could be calculated to
reach similar value in real terms in due course.
The university land could be made a national
park, or the Government could negotiate with
the local authority, the City of Nedlands. That
body may not be keen to have the land vested
in it as a reserve.

The question is whether this proposal is feas-
ible. I remind the Minister and the Govern-
ment that it is not without precedent. Indeed,
the most important precedent is in Kings Park.
John Forrest, as he then was, decided to create
Kings Park where some land had been
allocated for private use and was a dairy farm.
He exchanged this area for an area over the
river in South Perth which at the time was
remote and useless. Members may ask how I
know this;, I did not research any history books.
The previous member for Wellington, a good
friend of mine, sat next to me for six years, and
his family and predecessors were involved in
this land swap. Iven Manning's family had this
property in Kings Park and were allocated land
in South Perth which became so valuable that
even in his lifetime they were still selling part
of the land. The sale may have had some con-
nection with the Housing Commission.

This proposal is not impossible; such a land
swap was done by John Forrest who would not
have had any money in the Treasury to pay the
people who owned pant of the Kings Park land.
I ask the Minister therefore to embark on this
course. My grievance is not politically
motivated; it is a practical solution to solve the
problem of people whom we are supposed to
represent, whether we are in Government or
Opposition. I spoke today to Professor
Laurense, the Deputy Vice Chancellor of the
University, who is in charge of this matter. I
told him of my idea and he listened carefully
and was quite interested. He said he would be
happy to negotiate with the Government if he
were approached, and the university would
listen to any proposals and do what it could to
solve the problem, perhaps in the way I am
proposing. I hope the Minister will take this on
board and consider it positively.

MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for
Lands) [5.07 pm]: The member raised this mat-
ter by way of a question yesterday and I said in
answer that I would be quite willing to take up
his suggestion on the basis of considering the
practicality of that course of action. The one
great difference between the situation now and
that which applied previously when privately
owned sections of Kings Park were exchanged
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for land south of the river is that the supply of
unalienated Crown land in .the metropolitan
area has been considerably reduced.

Mr Mensaros: It need not necessarily be
unalienated property.

Mr WILSON: It would depend on the ur-
gency of the university's need and its need to
realise on the asset for its immediate require-
ments.

I respect the fact that the member has made
this approach in a genuine attempt to find a
practical solution to the difficulties some
people find with the current development pro-
posal. Following his question yesterday I raised
this matter with departmental officers this
morning and I have arranged for discussions
between representatives of the University of
Western Australia and the City of Nedlands to
sound out their positions with respect to the
development proposal. I will continue to follow
through with those discussions, and as soon as
there has been an opportunity to thoroughly
pursue the options I will be in touch with the
member and let him know the outcome.

HOSPITALS: CHILDREN

Welfare: Grievance

DR LAWRENCE (Subiaco) [5.10 pm]: My
grievance concerns the welfare of children in
hospital. It is a matter that was raised with me
by the Association for the Welfare of Children
in Hospital. It is a body for whom I have a
great deal of respect. They are pioneers in the
area of child-care in our hospitals. Much of the
credit must go to them for the improvements
that have taken place in Princess Margaret
Hospital in particular and in other areas where
children are cared for.

Over the years when teaching medical
students and nurses, I became aware that the
medical profession broadly speaking was not
particularly sensitive to the needs of children
upon their admission to hospital. I had an ex-
perience 15 years ago when my son was
injured. He was treated in Princess Margaret
Hospital and I found that it was very similar to
an adult hospital. The children's special needs
were not heeded. In fact, the only people with
whom the children seemed to have very much
contact were the cleaning staff. The nurses and
doctors typically took a very businesslike atti-
tude. They dealt with the child's injuries or
illnesses and did not pay very much attention
to the child's emotional and social needs.

Because of bodies like the Association for the
Welfare of Children in Hospital that attitude
has changed dramatically. It is now routine for
these issues to be raised in the education
programmes and curricula directed towards
nurses and doctors. The issue in this case is the
availability of documentation for both pro-
fessionals and parents about a health care pol-
icy relating to children and their families. The
improvements have taken place over the last I5
years--quite dramatically in some cases and
particularly in our specialist child-care hospital
unit. However, it is not so clear that children's
needs are necessarily attended to in the way
they should be in private and other regional
Government hospitals.

The Association for the Welfare of Children
in Hospital feels very strongly that information
needs to be made freely available to both pro-
fessionals and parents about the manner in
which children should be treated on their ad-
mission to hospital.

I refer to the history of this matter. In May
1980 the association approached the Child
Health Consultative Committee to seek official
approval of the original document on this pol-
icy which was prepared by the association in
1975. As a result of that approach a
subcommittee was established which produced
a revised version, which was adopted by the
then Minister for Health in July 1982. At the
time, copies of that policy were distributed to
Government hospitals, but the action fell far
short of that which was proposed by the associ-
ation. It also considered at the time that the
document needed furiter refinement.

However, no further action has been taken.
Most of those policies have remained available
to those interested in the hospitals but are not
really accessible to the people who most need
them. So, the association has been pushing for
some time to have its document published. It is
aware of the fact that it will cost and there may
be other priorities in the health portfolio which
gobble up a large proportion of our health dol-
lars. The association is very keen to see that
that document is made available in such a way
that it can be used for educational, professional
and community services.

I thought I might outline the need for such a
document and what the policy of that body is
in order that members can see that this is not a
trivial grievance. The association felt that the
main reason for publishing this document was
that there was no other document that would
bring official departmental policy on paedliatric
care to the attention of staff in hospitals and
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other health care services. It also felt that
parents needed to be informed of their chil-
dren's and their own rights and that they
should understand their role in the care of the
hospitalised child as vital to the health care
team. Finally, the association felt that unless
students in the health and education pro-
fessions were well informed about the emotion-
al well-being of children and families, we as a
community could not expect them to adopt the
approach necessary and our standard of
paediatric care would suffer as a result of high
technology improvements taking precedence
over the more humane side of health care.

As a teacher in this area for many years I
spent a lot of time and effort in that section of
the course emphasising to students that there
were both short and long-term effects of an
improperly managed admission of a young
child to hospital. That obviously depends
partly on the child's age, personality, previous
experiences, and the type of family he or she
comes from. It also clearly depends on' the
nature of the illness from which the child suf-
fers. In addition, the policies and procedures
within the hospital can either exacerbate the
short and long-term effects or ameliorate them
depending on how successfully they are carried
out.

In particular, the policy as stated by the As-
sociation for the Welfare of Children in Hospi-
tal, and officially adopted some time ago by the
Health Department, makes a number of
statements about the health care of children in
hospitals. The first is a very necessary
statement-particularly 10 years ago, although
perhaps in our major leaching hospitals it is
now less relevant-that a child should be
hospitalised only if there are clear and un-
avoidable indications. For a long time children
would be hospitalised for quite trivial com-
plaints or for modest surgery. They would be
retained for one or two days, often without any
contact with their parents except in the allowed
visiting times. They would suffer an unnecess-
ary trauma during that stay. This is particularly
true of the very young child.

A second element of the policy is that the
duration of the hospital stay should be as brief
as possible, particularly for the very young
child. We should all be well aware of the fact
that a child who is separated in the irst two
years of its life for long periods can often have
quite serious diffculties in subsequently relat-
ing to his or her parents. That is also true of the
parents' relationship with the child. It is quite
well documented that chiidren who suffer

illnesses in the first few months of their lives
and require intensive care and lengthy hospital-
isation are at risk of child abuse more than
other children.

The third element of the policy states that
health care for the child within any institution
or any health care programme should allow for
a close and continuous relationship between
the child and his or her family or any substitute
care givers. That contact should be encouraged
and maintained. Again, in Princess Margaret
Hospital that is very much a matter of policy
but in other hospitals we still quite often have
rigid policies about visiting times and who
should be allowed access to the child. It is not
always practical for the biological parents to
have that close relationship with the child, par-
ticularly if there are other children in need of
care, and grandparents, aunts, uncles, and close
friends may be the appropriate substitute care
givers.

I wish to refer to my own experience. Some
time ago a child in hospital was likely to be cut
off from his or her parents for quite long
periods and hospitals were reluctant to allow
parents, even if they came from remote areas,
access to the child. Princess Margaret Hospital
now has a special unit for parents from the
country to use while their children are
hospitalised. There has been a considerable
change in that area. In other hospitals-both
private and Government-there is not always
provision for a range of facilities and pro-
grammes which allow for that continuing re-
lationship between the child and his care givers
or which make parents feel comfortable in be-
coming pant of the health care team.

The fourth element of the policy relates to
the effort that should be made to minimise the
physical and emotional stress to children and
their families whatever their status within the
hospital-whether it is inpatient, outpatient or
community care. Again, this requires education
and sophistication on the part of professionals
so the publication and availability of the docu-
ment requested by the association would be
very helpful in informing professionals on how
they should proceed.

The fifth element of the policy states that
these people should be selected with consider-
ation for their ability to relate to children, in-
cluding such attributes as perception, sensi-
tivity, and compassion: have my doubts about
whether that could actually be achieved but
nonetheless it is an admirable sentiment.
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I want to conclude by sumimarising the main
elements of the remainder of the policy which
require that the care given to children who are
in special need should be particularly sensitive
so that if language is a difficulty, or
Aboriginality is a factor, the welfare of the
child should include a consideration of those
matters.

Finally, wherever possible, whatever pro-
gramme is instituted in hospitals or health care
centres, it should be carefully monitored and
evaluated. We should not rest on our laurels
because we have achieved so much and so well
in our major children's teaching hospital.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Health) [5.19 pm]: I take the opportunity of
congratulating the member for Subiaco for her
obviously sound and genuinely interested expo-
sition of matters related to this area and the
role of the Association for the Welfare of Chil-
dren. in Hospital in Western Australia.

There would not be many members in this
House who remember their childhood ex-
periencs of ill health-when they have had to
go into hospital for an operation in relation to
the removal of tonsils or an appendix-per-
haps 30 or 40 years ago, as being pleasant ones.

In fact my own experience of two visits to
hospital as a very young child, once to have my
tonsils out and on a second occasion to have
my appendix removed, was traumatic.
Although I was quite young, those experiences
have had some influence on my view of the role
of hospitals and how difficult it can be for a
young child in hospital.

MrClarko: Were they favourable?

Mr TAYLOR: No, they were not. In fact
when I had my tonsils out I was three years of
age or even younger, and I can still recall going
to the hospital. My father was trying to get me
into the hospital. He said he would wait, and
when I came out of the anaesthetic and found
that he had not waited it was even worse. It was
not a favourable experience. Children who go
to hospital these days, whether for minor oper-
ations such as that or for complicated pro-
cedures, find that times have changed quite
dramatically. In fact a visit to hospital can be a
relatively pleasant experience for most children
and it would not put them off going back to
hospital.

One of the reasons for that change has been
the work of people in that association and the
work of people involved in health care in West-
ern Australia over the last decade or so.

This association wrote to me asking for my
involvement in the publishing of its document
called "Health Care Policy Relating to Chil-
dren and their Families". I replied to the as-
sociation on 9 January and said this-

As you are aware, my Department has
formally adopted this document as official
policy relating to the care of children in
hospital, and copies of the document have
been circulating to Government hospitals
with Executive endorsement.

I went on to say-

However the publication of a booklet for
distribution to the public is a much more
costly exercise. I understand that at a
meeting held on 3 1/7/85 with yourselves
and Dr Quadros and Dr Smyrna Jones it
was agreed that you discuss the promotion
and publication of the document with the
Health Promotions Branch of my Depart-
ment.

I referred the document to the health pro-
motion branch, asking it to give consideration
to publication of the document in the current
financial year. I said, "You will appreciate that
in the present financial climate there is a heavy
demand for available funds."

I understand that that meeting between the
association and senior people from the health
promotions area did take place. The executive
director of the Health Promotions and Edu-
cation Services Branch of the department, Mr
Daube, replied to Mrs Marshall, the secretary
of the association on 16 March in the following
terms-

I understand that Mr Taylor pointed out
to you in his letter of 9 January 1987 that
this document has been formally adopted
by the Department as official policy on the
care of children in hospital. Furthermore,
copies of the document have been
circulated to Government hospitals with
the endorsement of the Executive of the
Health Department.

Before continuing with that letter I would like
to say-that the. role- and involvement of this
particular group in health care, particularly as
it relates to children, goes back many years. It
is appropriate to note that the initial
endorsement of this document and the involve-
ment of the Health Department can be traced
back not to this Government but to the former
Government in July 1982 when the then Lib-
eral Minister for Health thought it appropriate
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that the contents of the document be endorsed
for distribution as official policy as far as the
Health Department was concerned.

That is indicative of the nature of this docu-
ment and its quality. A Liberal Minister of
earlier days was prepared to endorse it. 1t has
gone on now through two Labor Ministers for
Health, both of wham have considered it an
appropriate document relating to the health
care of children. It cuts across both political
parties, both Governments, and it has received
endorsement from both sides.

We should look at the matter raised by the
member for Subiaco, and that is whether we
should be involved with the publication of this
document. It is appropriate that the document
be made available at this time in hospitals. It
should be readily available not only to the
health care professionals and doctors in hospi-
tals throughout Western Australia, but also to
parents of children in hospital. Mr Daube took
up that theme and said this-

I agree with your contention that this
document should be available to hospital
staff and, wherever possible, to health pro-
fessionals in training as pant of their course
of study.

However, I do not believe that the docu-
ment in its present form would be appro-
priate for distribution to parents of chil-
dren in hospital. Our experience in docu-
ments as detailed and as long as this one is
that very few members of the public other
than health professionals actually make
detailed use of the document. I do, how-
ever, agree that it would be advantageous
to have such a document available on re-
quest from the administrator of hospitals
earing for children.

It may be appropriate that, rather than print
this document, which is a substantial one, and
give it to every parent of a child going to hospi-
tal, which may complicate matters somewhat
and would certainly be an expensive exercise,
perhaps we should make it quite clear when
parents go to the hospital that this document is
available. Perhaps we could make a disum,6 of
the document to make it clear to the parents
that their children have certain rights and the
hospital has certain responsibilities in this area.
I am prepared to investigate this possibility.

I conclude by saying that in Western
Australia we are in an extraordinarily fortunate
situation in relation to the care of children in
hospitals. In my view-and I think this would
be shared by members on both sides of the

House and by people throughout Western
Australia-the Princess Margaret Hospital is
probably one of the best children's hospitals in
the world. It has a very high standard of facili-
ties and services. It also shows care, com-
passion, and concern for the young children
who visit it.

Only a few weeks ago I had the privilege of
presenting to Princess Margaret Hospital an
accreditation certificate in relation to the stan-
dards of that hospital. That certificate said that
for at least three years that hospital would be
recognised as having a sufficiently high stan-
dard to be ranked among the best hospitals in
Australia.

Early this year I had the privilege of taking
part in a ceremony at which Princess Anne
unveiled the plaques to open the new wing of
the hospital which cost, I think, about $20
million and I had the opportunity to talk to
her. She saw probably the best hospital for chil-
dren she had seen in her travels throughout the
world. I could only admire the approach she
took on her visit to that hospital, an approach
which involved her talking to every patient she
came across. She had a few words with each
child. All those children and their parents de-
rived some benefit from that visit. I take this
opportunity-which is probably an unusual
one-to record my thanks to her for that visit
and the way she went about it.

I see the role of Princess Margaret Hospital
not only as caring for the children in the metro-
politan area, but also as a teaching hospital in
children's health for all of Western Australia. It
has a role-

[interruption from Gallery.]
The SPEAKER: Order! Would the attend-

ants remove that person from the Gallery.
Mr TAYLOR: The Princess Margaret Hospi-

tal has a very important role to play in health
care for alt Western Australians, a role which I
accept and one which I encourage. So far as the
matter raised by the member for Subiaco is
concerned, it would be difficult for this
Government to publish the document and
make it available to each and every person who
goes into a children's hospital; however, it wilt,
certainly look at ways of making it more readily
available to parents and children when they
visit hospitals.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

(Questions taken.j
Sitting suspended from 6. 0010o 7.15 pm

818



[Wednesday, 29 April 1987]11

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BEN EFITS ACT: ADMINISTRATION

INQUIRY
Sub Judice:, Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): It may be
helpful if, at this stage, I provide the I-ouse
with an indication of my intentions in respect
of a motion, notice of which was given yester-
day. I refer to Notice of Motion No. 6, standing
in the name of the Leader of the Opposition on
today's Notice Paper.

The chief purpose of the motion is to call for
the establishment of a commission of inquiry
into the administration of the Superannuation
and Family Benefits Act. Some aspects of the
motion cause me concern.

Yesterday I informed the House that I would
not permit debate where such debate might
prejudice a fair trial being given to a citizen of
this State. I realise that my remarks may have
been interpreted as broadly prohibiting any de-
bate concerning the State Superannuation
Board. This was not my intention.

For many years this Parliament, like all other
Parliaments in our system, has refrained from
debating matters which lie before what is called
a "Court of Record". Numerous precedents
can be found on pages I I and 12 of our Stand-
ing Orders volume. A great number of these
precedents concern civil action over writs for
alleged defamation. In recent years there has
been a more tolerant attitude to permitting de-
bates in these matters than was applying during
earlier periods. It is now not normally the prac-
tice to prohibit debate simply because the sub-
ject matter of the debate has been referred to in
a defamation writ.

Speakers in this House have, in more recent
years, inclined to the view that judges, in the
words of the editorial to the Australian Law
Journal, Volume 39, No 6: "do not give the
appearance of being delicate, hot house plants
bound to wilt under any wind that blows their
way". I am of a similar view, especially where
the matter is a civil action over defamation.

In considering these matters we must re-
member the fundamental point that there is no
rule, either internal or external, which forbids
or prohibits a member from debating any mat-
ter in this House, provided the method of de-
bate is in accordance with the normal rules
governing Parliamentary procedure. However,
this Parliament, in common with so many Par-
liaments, has taken upon itself the practice of
restricting debate if there is, in the opinion of
the Chair, a substantial danger of prejudice to

the trial of the case. Members will find guid-
ance in this matter by reading the definition
"Matters Sub Judice" on page I I of our Stand-
ing Orders.

I emphasise that this House has not, to this
stage, introduced a Standing Order which pro-
hibits the debate of any sub judice matter-this
is purely a matter of practice based on estab-
lished precedent. This is much more a matter
of commonsense and good behaviour at the
highest level than it is a question of law. It
could be likened to Parliament agreeing to be-
have as though it were bound by the contempt
of court rule.

In the matter immediately before us, as the
House is well aware, a considerable number of
criminal charges lie against certain citizens,
one of whom is a former employee of the State
Superannuation Board. I do not wish to apply
restrictions in such a way that all debate which
refers to the board or its activities is
prohibited. That would seem to me to be an
unreasonable restriction upon the Parliament.
My difficulty is that in permitting debate on
the Notice of Motion to which I referred earlier
I may be opening a channel through which it
may be possible to "poison the wells of justice
before they begin to flow",

When the Notice of Motion is called upon I
shall invite the Leader of the Opposition to
move it omitting sub-items (1) and (2). I shall
then permit debate to continue on the strict
understanding that there must be no reference
to alleged behaviour, of the citizens against
whom the fraud charges have been laid.

If either the Leader of the Opposition de-
clines to move the motion in the amended form
I propose, or in the course of debate he or other
members of the House stray into the areas I
have proscribed, I shall have no hesitation in
ruling the motion and debate upon it as coming
under the sub judice convention. I shall then
direct that the motion stay at the foot of the
Notice Paper until the criminal charges I have
referred to have been dealt with.

Motion
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of

the Opposition) [7.25 pm]: Mr Speaker, in line
with the ruling you have just given I move-

That this House requests His Excellency
the Governor, in default of any action by
the Premier, to establish a Commission of
Inquiry into the administration of the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act
during the term of the Burke Government,
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in order to determine whether the Premier
has failed to act to the best of his ability,
under the powers vested in him, by failing
to ensure the best possible investment
strategy of the State Superannuation Board
to the detriment of contributors to the
State Superannuation Fund and the public
at large.

With the greatest respect to you, Mr Speaker, 1
indicate my concern about the delay in your
giving the Opposition that ruling. For the infor-
mation of members and the Parliament I
delivered a letter to the Speaker yesterday
afternoon at approximately 3.30 indicating to
him that I had given notice that day to move
this motion. My letter stated-

Bearing in mind the ruling you gave at
the outset of today's proceedings relating
to questions that have been placed on the
Notice Paper concerning charges which
have been laid regarding the so-called
"Brush Affair" I would appreciate your ad-
vice prior to Parliament proceeding
tomorrow as to whether or not this Motion
is, in your view, in any way sub judice or
causes you concern in light of your earlier
ruling.

In addition to providing you, Mr Speaker, with
that information I sought legal advice which I
received today at approximately 12.30 pm. The
advice aligned itself directly with your ruling
this evening and, therefore, I do not have any
objection to your ruling; but I do ask-I under-
stand your difficulties in determining your atti-
tude to these matters-that when in the future
we require such information, it be provided
more promptly. We were able to obtain advice
separately by midday today. It disturbs me that
the Opposition, in trying to play the game
properly by providing you, Mr Speaker, with
the information as promptly as it could and
asking you to rule on the matter, had to wait.

The SPEAKER: I ask what opinion you are
talking about in order to assist me in reaching a
determination.

Mr MacKINNON: I am talking about the
letter I delivered to you yesterday when you
were in the Chair.

The SPEAKER: It was a request?

Mr MacKINNON: It was a request that I
gave to you. All I am saying is that I hope in
future requests from the Opposition are dealt
with a little more promptly in terms of the
procedure of a debate.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member to resume
his seat. I take strong exception to the line the
member's speech is taking at the moment. I
had given the matter very careful consideration
at the Commencement of this Sitting. I told the
Leader of the Opposition that I would give a
ruling as quickly as I possibly could and that
that ruling would be given either immediately
prior to or after the dinner suspension. At that
time he expressed no concern whatsoever.

I might add that if I had given this ruling
earlier it would not have mattered because this
motion would not have been debated any
earlier. The normal standing procedures of this
House would have meant that this was the first
opportunity on which the member had to de-
bate this matter. That is the reason I have given
my ruling at the first opportunity the member
has had to debate this issue.

If the member had tried to force from me a
decision earlier it would have been based on
what I consider inadequate information and I
would have ruled the whole mailer sub judice.

I take exception to the line the member is
taking at the moment.

Mr MacKINNON: With great respect, Mr
Speaker, all I am trying to say to you is that it is
extremely difficult for the Opposition to re-
spond in appropriate terms to rulings on
complex matters such as a sub judice issue un-
less it has prior indication of what that ruling
is.

That is why I wrote the letter to you, Mr
Speaker, yesterday and asked whether it would
be possible for you to give your ruling prior to
the proceedings today. Had your ruling gone
against the Opposition in terms of the way we
wanted to address the motion-it has in part-
we would not have had time to research prop-
erl y and debate t h is i mporta nt i ssue.

Mr Pearce interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should move on to the content mat-
ter of his speech.

Mr MacKINNON: The need for an inquiry is
apparent to all in this Parliament, other than
the Premier and his colleagues. In fact it is
apparent to many other people in Western
Australia, as is evidenced by calls for such an
inquiry by the Civil Service Association, the
Teachers Union, the Police Union and many
other groups within the community who have
contacted the Opposition since this affair
arose.
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The inquiry, which should be held at the
earliest possible time, must be, as the Oppo-
sition has always indicated, independent of
both the Opposition and, hopefully, the
Government in terms of the people who con-
duct it and its subsequent report. That is why
we are asking, in this motion, His Excellency,
the Governor, in default of any action by the
Premier, to establish an appropriate com-
mission to inquire into the administration of
the Superannuation and Family Benefits Act
during the term of the Burke Government. I
restrict it to that term for reasons which will
become apparent in a moment, but the need for
an inquiry is apparent to all but the Premier
and his colleagues.

Secondly, in terms of the inquiry, the con-
tributors to the fund-many of whom have
contacted not only my office but also the
offices of my colleagues-are entitled to re-
assurance that their funds are being handled
properly, and not just under the present
system; they need to know that there are
systems in place which will properly handle
their funds in the future.

I hope to outline to the House in a moment
the reasons for this but there is cause for con-
cern. The inquiry of course-and I would rely
on His Excellency, who is a fine man, to ensure
that this happens-should be carried out by an
appropriately qualified and independent per-
son. I think there should be no problem in
terms of that inquiry into the administration of
the Superannuation and Family Benefits Act
during the term of the Burke Government, de-
spite the charges that have been laid to which
you, Mr Speaker, have referred, bearing in
mind that it is not necessary for an inquiry to
examine simply the administration of the Act
but in terms of matters I will refer to shortly.

As I said at the beginning of my speech, the
need for the inquiry is apparent to all-that is,
to all but the Premier and his colleagues. In
February 1983 the Burke Government was
elected to office. Following its ascension to
power-indeed towards the end of its first year
in office-a report was commissioned by the
Government into the operation of the State
Superannuation Board. In my view that report
was appropriately commissioned; it was time
for a good hard look to be taken at the SSB and
its activities, because although it had been
operating traditionally as a State
superannuation fund should-that is, in con-
servative areas of investment-it was becom-
ing apparent that there was a need to look at
the restrictions and rules applying to the SSB in

terms of its investments, such as the Halls
Head investment, and the manner in which the
558 was conducting itself. So I believe it was
appropriate that the Government com-
missioned Price Waterhouse Associates to con-
duct an inquiry into the activities of the board.
The introduction of that report reads in part as
follows-

In December 1983 Price Waterhouse As-
sociates was requested by the Department
of the Premier and Cabinet to conduct a
review of the State Superannuation Board
of Western Australia (558). A detailed pro--
posal and workplan was presented to the
Department and the terms of reference for
the review were established.

In March 1 984 the report of the review
requested by the Government was presented to
the Premier. In fact the first indication that the
Government was to take any action in terms of
the State Superannuation and Family Benefits
Act that I could find was a reference to a
statement by the Premier under the heading of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet, which
was dated I March 1984. The statement read as
follows-

The Government has completed an in-
itial review of the State Superannuation
Scheme and is happy to inform contribu-
tors that it intends to introduce legislation
during the autumn session for implemen-
tation on I July 3984.

Those amendments related to early retirement,
balance of contributors' funds, and alteration of
the fund's financial responsibilities, which con-
tributors to the fund are certainly aware of.
That was the first time there was a public indi-
cation of any moves to amend the Act.
Subsequently, on 8 July 1984, the Premier
made a further statement in which he indicated
that action was now to be taken on the report
put forward to the board in March 1984 by
Price Waterhouse Associates. That statement
read as follows-

The Superannuation Board is to get a
major shakeup following a consultants re-
port that it needs an overhaul to bring it
into line with modern managerial prac-
tices.

Changes will include a new structure,
wide investing powers, more financial ac-
countability and better investment analy-
sis.
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Further on the statement reads-

The Premier, Mr Brian Burke, said the
government was moving quickly to give
detailed consideration to the changes
proposed by Price Waterhouse Associates.

Among these were:

The appointment of a full-time
chairman from outside the Board
staff.

Interestingly enough, that is not recommended
in the report. The statement continues-

The establishment of a five-member in-
vestment trust, comprising the chairman, a
senior Treasury representative and three
people from the private sector with experi-
ence in investment and management in-
vestments.

To my knowledge that has not yet been estab-
lished. The statement continues-

The expansion of the Board to four
members-

We have heard today that for the last nine
months the board has been operating with two
members. The statement continues-

--comprising the chairman and three
representatives of contributors, pensioners
and others with a vested interest. The es-
tablishment of the investment trust would
leave the Board free to run the other affairs
of the fund.

Mr Brian Burke: You know as well as I do
that we have been working on the new scheme,
which incorporates many of those things, for
over a year now; there have been very wide-
ranging consultations.

Mr MacKiNNON: This statement was dated
S July 1984. 1 repeat-

The Premier, Mr Brian Burke, said the
government was moving quickly to give
detailed consideration to the changes
proposed by Price Waterhouse Associates.

It is now 29 April 1987, more than three years
after the date on which the Premier indicated
that the Government would give consideration
to the changes. In July 1984 the Government
indicated that it was going to move quickly to
make some of these changes-some very im-
portant changes, which I will reveal in a mo-
ment-but the Government, it appears, is
hastening slowly. We have yet to see the

Premier giving details to the House in respect
of these matters. The Premier's Press statement
continued-

Mr Burke said that the thrust of consult-
ants' recommendations was to make the
board more efficient and accountable and
increase the returns on its funds.

Thai is a very important statement which was
presented on 8 July 1984. It was not solicited
by anybody else but was made, prepared, and
authorised by the Premier. The wording in it
leaves no doubt about what is happening: "The
Premier, Mr Brian Burke, said the government
was moving quickly to give detailed consider-
at ion to the changes proposed by Price
Waterhouse Associates."

The first of those changes then followed on 3
August with the appointment of a new full-time
chairman for the board, Mr Brush, and I will
not go into that statement. It merely details his
appointment on 3 August. However, I will turn
to the detail of the Price Waterhouse Associ-
ates' report which is dated March 1984.
Interestingly enough, it was not tabled in this
Parliament until 26 March 1985, a year later,
for one reason or another. But it was tabled in
the Parliament by the Premier so that we had
the opportunity of reading that information.

I refer back to the Press statement of July
1984 wherein the Premier said the Govern-
ment was moving quickly to give detailed con-
sideration to the changes proposed by Price
Waterhouse Associates. By referring to that re-
port we can see what changes have in fact oc-
curred since that date, in so far as Price
Waterhouse Associates' recommendations are
concerned. Members will see from that com-
parison how the Government, and in particular
the Premier and Treasurer, has certainly been
less than diligent in his duty as the Minister
responsible for the administration of the Act.

I turn to the beginning of the Executive Sum-
mary of Recommendations on page 5 of the
report. The heading is Board Stucture and
Personnel, and it reads-

1. The position of the full time bead of
the SSB currently carries the title of
Director.

That was in March 1984. Among the
recommendations that the Premier was going
to implement on 8 July was the appointment of
a full-time chairman, but this report says-

The position of the full time head of the
SSB currently carries the title of Director.
We recommend that this position be re-
defined under the title of General Manager
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in line with the functional responsibilities
of the position. Our recommendation is
that the General Manager is not a member
of the Board or the Trust Board.

In other words, it is saying that the Govern-
ment should set up a traditional, company type
of operation with a board of directors, under
which there is a chief executive, who in this
instance is to be called the general manager,
reporting and recommending to the board. My
inquiries indicate there has been no such ap-
pointment.

Mr Brian Burke: You are saying we have
not given detailed consideration to that
recommendation?

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. Who is the gen-
eral manager?

Mr Brian Burke: You are wrong. We have
not implemented it, but does "to give detailed
consideration" mean "to do it"? Do we have to
do everything in the report? Have you never
rejected a recommendation?

Mr MacKINNON: The Press statement
reads, "The Premier, Mr Brian Burke, said the
government was moving quickly to give
detailed consideration to the changes. .

Mr Brian Burke: That is right.

Mr MacKINNON: So the Premier is saying
that he does not think the recommendations in
the report were worthy of consideration?

Mr Brian Burke: They were worthy of
detailed consideration, but not necessarily im-
plementation.

Mr MacKINNON: It is good to hear that the
Premnier has rejected that recommendation. I
believe that recommendation was the most ap-
propriate one and should have been proceeded
with by the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: That is your view.

Mr MacKINNON: Again, I believe the
Premier has been negligent in his duties in
doing so.

Mr Bryce: After the event you are courageous
enough to say so. You would not have said so
before. Your whole argument falls over because
it now becomes the fact that you disagree with
us, not that you maintain we did not give
detailed consideration, which was your whole
argument.

Mr MacKINNON: I quote further from this
report. Item I on page 24 talks about this mat-
ter, and says-

1. Appointing as Chairman of the Board
the full time Director of the SSB is not
considered prudent on the grounds
that this person, when acting in the
Chairman's position, can hardly be
said to be an impartial and objective
assessor of proposals placed before the
Board for decision. Clearly proposals
before the Board have the approval of
the Director of the SSB and to have
that Director in the Chairman's seat
tends to lead to a foregone conclusion
on proposals.

That recommendation, made by Price
Waterhouse Associates, is a commonsense, sen-
sible recommendation. It is the situation that
applies in most of the companies I have had
anything to do with, and particularly in the
case of the companies involved in assessing in-
vestments and the investment of funds. The
Government's consideration of that proposal
was less than detailed and I believe it acted
incorrectly in not accepting that
recommendation.

We can see that in one of the fundamental
areas of that report the Government did not act
in line with it. In fact it said-and again I
quote that statement by the Premier of 8
July-

..the government was moving quickly to
give detailed consideration to the changes
proposed by Price Waterhouse Associates.

Among these were:
The appointment of a full-time

chairman from outside the Board
staff.

The report did not say that at all. Why did the
Premier say that?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know whether we
said the report recommended it.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier said it, it is
in his Press statement. I will read it out 'in
full-

The Premier, Me Brian Burke, said the
government was moving quickly to give,
detailed consideration to the changes
proposed by Price Waterhouse Associates.

Among these were:
The appointment of a full-time

chairman from outside the Board
staff.
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A Government member: Thai is not a
recommendation.

Mr MacKINNON: That is not a
recommendation? I read the recommendation
previously. Why did the Premier misrepresent
so totally the report's recommendation?

Mr Brian Burke: No, I did not. I maintain
that in giving detailed consideration to the
recommendations the decision taken by the
Government was absolutely appropriate.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier can main-
tain that, and it may well be so, but he did not
answer the question, which is normal and par
for the course. He did not say why he said in
the Press statement of 8 July "the appointment
of a Cull-time chairman from outside the Board
staff', when the report did not recommend any
such thing. Why make such a blatant misstate-
ment of fact?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think that it is.
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier does not

think that it is. Let me read again from the
summary of recommendations-

The position of the full-time head of the
SSB currently carries the title of Director.
We recommend that this position be re-
defined under the title General Manager in
line with the functional responsibilities of
the position. Our recommendation is that
the General Manager is not a member of
the Board or the Trust Board.

Mr Brian Burke: I will correct you, if you will
listen. I think you will understand when I tell
you that the report you are quoting from was
their interim report, not the final report. When
you first introduced it you referred to it and
said it was not tabled for a period of time. The
reason was that there was a subsequent report.

Mr MacKINNON: This report was tabled by
the Premier on 26 March 1985. It is entitled
The Superannuation Board of Western
Australia, A Review of the Board, and it is
dated March 1984. There is no reference in
here whatsoever, in the recommendations or
anywhere else. to a subsequent report. I do not
believe there is one. If there is, where is it? Why
did the Premier table only one?

Mr Brian Burke: In your exposition you re-
ferred to it, did you not?

Mr MacKINNON: No, of course I did not.
Mr Brian Burke: In the first Press release you

read out-the one in March 1984.
Mr MacKtNNON: Exactly. The Premier said

on I March 1984, "The Government has
completed an initial review.. .

Mr Brian Burke: That is right-an initial re-
view.

Mr MacKINNON: The date of that
statement was I March 1984.

Mr Brian Burke: What is the date of the re-
port?

Mr MacKINNON: It is dated March 1984. It
does not have a particular date on it.

Mr Brian Burke: Let us not skate over it. it is
dated March 1984?

Mr MacKINNON: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: And what does the Press

statement say? It says an initial review.
Mr MacKIN NON: Exactly.
Mr Brian Burke: And when is the Press

statement dated?
Mr MacKINNON: 1 March 1984.
Mr Brian Burke: March 1984.
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier can skate

around it with verbal gymnastics if he likes.
Mr Brian Burke: But you must be honest

about it.
Mr MacKINNON: I am being honest about

it, Mr Premier. The only person in this Kouse
who is being dishonest is the Premier, and dur-
ing question time tonight we could easily see
why. He made total misstatements of fact, and
in fact lied to this Parliament about five times
over.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Just before I

call on the Premier, if he has a point of order,
the Leader of the Opposition knows his
remarks are unparliamentary and I would ask
him to withdraw them.

Mr MacKINNON: I withdraw, but I repeat
the Premier this evening made several blatant
misstatements of fact to this Parliament,
misrepresenting completely and totally the
matters I have indicated.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the
Leader of the Opposition is clutching for
substance to support his argument in this de-
bate, but I believe I have the right to an un-
qualified withdrawal of the allegation that he
made.

The SPEAKER: That is perfectly fair and
reasonable, and members know it. Withdrawals
must be made in an unqualified way. I know
the Leader of the Opposition was trying to go
on to make his point, but I think it is fair for
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members to glean from what he was saying that
he was qualifying his withdrawal. I want the
withdrawal again, and then let us move on to
the debate.

Mr MacKINNON: I withdraw, but I repeat
that I do not agree with many of the comments
made by the Premier at question time tonight
because they were patently untrue.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Let me come back to

what I said earlier. The Premier made a
statement that the Government had completed
an initial review dated I March 1984. He then
said to me this evening, "There you are, that
proves there has been another report." There is
no other report into the State Superannuation
Board. Price Waterhouse Associates made one
report, which is about two inches thick. The
Premier presented it to the House on 26 March
1985. On I March 1984 he gave his initial
comments about that review, but most of this
report does not refer to the matters of his
statement of I March. He was then, as he well
knows because he was the man responsible,
legislating in terms of early retirement and the
alteration of the fund's financial responsibility.
That was his priority because it affected his
Budget. That is fair enough from that point of
view. Subsequently, when he received the re-
port and had time to digest the information
therein, he made the statements to which I
have referred. Everything the Premier has said
tonight does not alter this fundamental fact.
The statement said-

The Premier, Mr Brian Burke, said the
government was moving quickly to gi ve
detailed consideration to the changes
proposed by Price Waterhouse Associates.
Among these were: The appointment of a
full-time chairman from outside the Board
staff.

That is just not true. The report never made
that recommendation.

Mr Brian Burke: What is the date of that
statement you are quoting from?

Mr MacKiNNON: That is the 8 July
statement, the one I have quoted to the
Premier about four times already.

Mr Brian Burke: I am trying to impress upon
you the difference between March and July,
because I think you will end up with egg on
your face.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not think so.

The Premier can happily explain to me why
the report recommends one thing and he said
another. If there are two reports, why mislead
the House by only tabling one? Are there two
reports or one?

Mr Brian Burke: I am having that checked
now, but I think there is another report sub-
sequent to the one you are quoting.

Mr MacKINNON: He only thinks.
Mr Brian Burke: I am trying to have it

checked. I do not know. I cannot remember.

Mr MacKINNON: If there is a subsequent
report, why did the Premier table only one on
26 March 1985? 1 believe there is only one
report. If there was a subsequent report, the
Premier never referred to it previously.

The recommendations made in this particu-
lar section of the report are quite clear and
were sensible, commonsense decisions which
the Premier, as the Minister responsible for the
administration of this Act, chose to ignore.

Let us go to the next section. We talked
about board structure and personnel, and it
comes under item 3 as follows-

We consider there is a real need for ex-
ternal audit to place greater emphasis on
the SSB's investment function.

The State Superannuation Board has a subsidi-
ary company with the title of the SB Invest-
ment Trust.

Mr Brian Burke: Before you go and put your
foot in it again, that was formed and cleared by
the Corporate Affairs Department when you
were in Government to facilitate the Halls
Head investment.

Mr MacKINNON: I know that. I was about
to say that, but the Premier has said it for me. I
said at the outset of my remarks, if the Premier
was listening, that the State Superannuation
Board was in need of an inquiry-the inquiry
the Premier properly ordered-because of the
changing nature of the board's investment ac-
tivities.

Mr Brian Burke: Perpetual Trustees were de-
linquent in allowing that trust to continue as
they did.

Mr MacKINNON: Were they?

Mr Brian Burke: You ask the member for
Cottesloc whether they were.

Mr MacKINNON: We will see what they had
to say in a moment, because I have a letter
from Perpetual Trustees to the Commissioner
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of Corporate Affairs about that particular
company. Thai is not the point I want to debate
at the moment.

Mr Brian Burke: We will tell you a few things
about Perpetual Trustees, because the chair-
man has been to see us. my friend.

Mr Bryce: I think you blokes changed leaders
at the wrong time. I think you made a real blue.
Just when Bill Hassell had turned the corner.
you made a blue.

Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier
never even got to the corner;, he ran out of
steam well before it.

The SB Investment Trust was purchased for
$25 000. being the Richards Property Trust in
1983. It was purchased as the vehicle to take
equity interest in the Halls Head development.
I was interested in the SB Investment Trust in
terms of the Price Waterhouse recom-
mendation relating to audit. That investment
trust operated under the control of the board
for the years 1983, 1984, and 1985 without an
auditor. No auditor was appointed, yet at 30
June 1985 $17.5 million had been invested in
the trust by the State Superannuation Board;
but no auditors had been appointed so ac-
counts were not audited for the first three years
of the operation of the trust.

Mr Brian Burke: What did the trustee
company do?

Mr 'MacKIN NON: It was not the trustee
company's responsibility to audit the accounts:,
it was the State Superannuation Board's re-
sponsibi lity.

Mr Brian Burke: Or to draw that responsi-
bility to the board's attention?

IMr MacKINNON: In a letter dated I April
987, Perpetual Trustees talked about the lodg-

ment of documents of that trust when it wrote
to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs. As
the Premier is so interested in Perpetual
Trustees, I will tell him what it had to say. The
letter states-

Would you please advise us if there is
anything further which we can provide to
rectify this most unsatisfactory state of af-
fairs. We note the comment by the
Superannuation Board that there was a
'misunderstanding between the Board and
Perpetual Trustees". This may well be ap,-
plicable to the 1986 return (wherein the
original was erroneously sent to us by the
Superannuation Board)-

So the board did it all right in 1986, but they
sent it to the trustees.

To continue-
-but would not be the case in respect of

preceding years when, we are advised by
the solicitor who was acting for us at the
time, that the board would undertake all
managerial functions pending the appoint-
ment of a Manager.

Mr Brian Burke: So now the trustee company
was prepared to permit for three years the non-
lodgment of documents; and it was not even
aware of it?

Mr MacKINNON: They were not the trustee
manager. They had been advised through sol-
icitors, presumably advised by the board's Sol-
icitors, that they were not to act in such a way.
Let me read the opening paragraph of the letter
again. It states-

Further to our letter dated 30th March.
1987, we have now received fromn the
Manager of the Trust, completed returns
pursuant to Section I173 of the Code relat-
ing to the years ended 30th June, 1983,
1984 and 1985: we have been requested to
sign the documents which, of course, we
have been reluctant to do as the function
of Manager was always intended to be
performed by the Superannuation Board.

Mr Brian Burke: Kang on a second; I do not
know that that is right.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier may not
know whether that is right, but I am quoting to
him from a document.

Mr Brian Burke: That is what they say!
Mr MacKINNON: Is the Premier calling

Perpetual Trustees liars in a document publicly
lodged with the Corporate Affairs Department?

Mr Brian Burke: I am saying that for three
years they did not demand the returns.

Mr MacKINNON: And the Premier for three
years, as the Minister responsible for the
administration of the Superannuation Board,
permitted a situation to exist where a wholly-
owned subsidiary of the State Superannuation
Board, the SB Investment Trust, had funds
invested therein which were not audited in any
way and to our knowledge still have not been
audited.

In fact, the only reason the returns were
lodged and this came to light was because in-
quiries were made by Hon. Max Evans, the
member for Metropolitan Province, at the
board.

Mr Brian Burke: Perpetual Trustees was
shocked at the way its system had fallen down.
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Mr MacKINNON: Is it not interesting that
the Treasurer is prepared to call members of
the Perpetual Trustees liars and incompetent
managers? They are professional trustees, not
people who do that work part time. Whose
trust was it? It was the State Superannuation
Board's. The State Superannuation Board's in-
vestment in SB Investment totalled $17.5
million and was listed in its accounts. Did not
the Treasurer, in his form of global approval
each year, authorise an amount for investment
in the SB Investment Trust? The answer to that
query is obviously yes. The Treasurer author-
ised the investment of $17.5 million in a
wholly-owned subsidiary of the SB Investment
Trust without bothering to ensure that the
Price Waterhouse Associates recommendations
had been implemented or complied with. That
was the second area in which I believe the
Premier neglected his responsibility.

Price Waterhouse Associates went on to
say-

We recommend that the Superannuation
and Family Benefits Act be amended to
break- the nexus with the Trustees Act.

Section 16 of the Trustees Act places restric-
tions on investments. The Treasurer said
earlier that the reason that the SB Investment
Trust was set up in the first place was to over-
come that problem-

Mr Brian Burke: To facilitate the Halls Head
investment.

Mr MacKINNON: To overcome that par-
ticular problem and not just to facilitate the
Halls Head investment. It was set up to facili-
tate all of the other investments made within
the SB Investment Trust subsequent to that
time. As at 30 June 1985, an investment
totalling $17.5 million had been approved by
the Treasurer. Every investment dollar was ap-
proved by him.

Mr Brian Burke: When was that?
Mr MacKINNON: On 30 June 1985. In the

accounts of the State Superannuation Board,
the SB Investment Trust was listed as having
received an investment from the Super-
annuation Board of $1I7.5 million.

Mr Brian Burke: Wouldn't that have been
approved by the previous Government?

Mr MacKINNON: No, it did not approve
the Halls Head investment specifically. That
was pant of the global approval given by the
former Government. The present Treasurer
gave the specific approval for the Halls Head
proposal on 5 June 1983.

Mr Brian Burke: But, as part of the global
approval by the previous Premier, the Halls
Head proposal proceeded.

Mr MacKlNNON: As I said before, every
cent of the $17.5 million listed at 30 June 1985
was approved by this Treasurer.

M r Brian Bu rke: W here d id t he gl obalI i nvest-
ment that was the Halls Head part of the global
amount go?

Mr MacKIN NON: Pant of it would be in the
$17.5 million. However, this Treasurer ap-
proved the deal. The previous Government did
not approve of the Halls Head investment
other than by global approval. This Treasurer
approved of it specifically on 5 June 1985.

Mr Brian Burke: So part of the $17.5 million
was approved twice-once by the previous
Premier and once by me.

Mr MacKINNON: Specifically by this
Treasurer; he approved it.

M r Clarko: You could have pulled out.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, but subject to dam-
ages.

Mr MacKINNON: The point at issue is that
that was a minor part of the $ 17.5 million and I
do not know anything about this red herring
raised by the Treasurer. An amount of $17.5
million was invested as at 30 June 1985 in the
SB Investment Trust and not one dollar had
been audited at that date. Since March 1985,
the Treasurer has had a report recommending
that there was a real need for an external audit
to place greater em phasis on the S B Inrvest ment
Trust's functions. One of the prime functions
remained unaudited for three years while the
Treasurer had responsibility for it.

As I said, the report recommended that the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act be
amended to break the nexus with the Trustees
Act. If that amendment had been introduced
earlier we would not be debating this matter
this evening and the Treasurer would not have
the problems he has now.

The next interesting recommendation u nder
the heading, "Restrictions on investments
under current legislation" states-

Expansion of the investments available
to the SSB under existing legislation is con-
sidered appropriate and desirable.
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As I said, that is commonsense. That was
happening as a result of the Halls Head invest-
ment and that is why. the recommendation was
made for the breaking of the nexus. The
recommendation continued-

The need for direct Treasury approval is
effectively lessened by Treasury involve-
ment on the Trust Board and the invest-
ment budgeting system.

The report is saying that, if we are to have a
vehicle like the SB Investment Trust, the need
for Treasury approval is effectively lessened
and therefore, the control of the Government is
lessened. There is no Treasury representative
on the Board of the SB Investment Trust. The
SB Investment Trust directors were Messrs
Brush, Neville, and Markey. Again there was
no acceptance of that recommendation and no
senior Treasury official on the board.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not convinced
that those names do not contravene the sub
judice rule. I want the Leader of the Opposition
to be very careful with the information that he
uses and I want him to bear in mind the ruling
I gave at the outset of this debate. I do not want
those names to appear in this debate again.

Mr MacKIN NON: Thank you. Mr Speaker.
All I needed to say was that the directors of the
company did not include any Treasury official
so that one of the proper controls
recommended by the Price Waterhouse Associ-
ates report in terms of investments undertaken
by the board was not and has not been
implemented to the best of my knowledge.
That is the information that I have been able to
obtain today. It indicates that no Treasury
officer is currently a member of that board,
although I assume that the former chairman
has been replaced on it by the present chair-
man. However, I am not aware of that fact.

Further on in the report it states-
Establishment of a specialist investment

staff group reporting through the General
Manager to the Trust Board is considered
to be the most effective investment man-
agement structure.

Again, to my knowledge that Structure has not
been set up, although it may have been. We
have no knowledge of that.

In terms of punctual annual reporting, I was
interested to read the following on page 49-

Timely reporting is a necessity for effec-
tive control by management of its re-
sources. We believe the Board, Trust
Board, Treasury and other interested par-

ties require punctual reporting for effective
control and assessment of Fund perform-
ance and Scheme developments.

We all know that the State Superannuation
Board annual report was not in fact presented
to the Parliament until we resumed this year.
Again, the Price Waterhouse report
recommended that it was important in terms of
effective control of the board.

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not wishing to be

nitpicking or trying to stymy the Leader of the
Opposition but it seems to me that after almost
an hour's debate the Leader of the Opposition
has still not addressed himself to the substance
of the motion, which calls Firstly for a com-
mission of inquiry to determine whether!I have
failed to ensure the best possible investment
strategy for the State Superannuation Board to
the detriment of contributors to the State
Superannuation Board and the public at large.

Not only has the Leader of the Opposition
failed to address that question, but also he has
not touched upon the other points in the mo-
tion. I do not want to nitpick.

An Opposition member: What are you
doing?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: After an hour I have
the right to ask why the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has not addressed the motion.

Mr Clarko: At every question time you avoid
answering questions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Even if the member for
Karrinyup were right and I were guilty of that
in question time, it does not make it right far
the Leader of the Opposition to do it.

The SPEAKER: It may or may not be so that
the Leader of the Opposition is not giving what
the Premier would consider to be an adequate
case for support of his motion but that is a
matter for the Parliament to decide at the end
of the debate.

Debate Resuned
Mr MacKINNON: I briefly recap on a couple

of points in terms of what I said and I refer
again to the Price Waterhouse report which I
believe is very important. For the benefit of the
Premier, 1 repeat part of my motion-

..to establish a Commission of Inquiry
into the administration of the
Superannuation and Family Benefits
Act.. .
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In terms of failing to ensure the best possible
investment strategy of the State
Superannuation Board, I believe the
organisational structure of the hoard and exter-
nal audit reports are pretty fundamental to en-
suring that that was the case.

Further on, it is stated in the report in terms
of three specific areas I have already
mentioned: that is, in terms of section 25 of the
Act and the question of the trust deed and
section 16 of the Trust Deeds Act-

We recommend that Section 25 of the
Act be amended and expanded to enable
the SSB to participate in investments
which are appropriate to it having regard
to the contents of this section of the report
and Appendix 5. The amending legislation
should ensure that the 558 does not have
to take circuitous means to achieve dlesir-
able investments.

In March 1984 the Price Waterhouse report
recognised the difficulties involved and, as I
have said, it made several sensible
recommendations about steps that should have
been taken. It is now almost May 1987 and no
action has been taken as a consequence of those
recommendations. Price Waterhouse referred
to a specific and real problem at that time.

Mr Brian Burke: If you would quickly turn to
page 33 of that report, it states that in sum-
mary, they envisage the board would comprise
a chairman Government appointee full-time.
Why did you not quote that? Have you not read
that?

Mr MacKINNON: It states at the begin-
ning-

The position of the Cull-time head of the
SSB currently carries the title of Director.

I said at the beginning of my remarks that this
report recognises that there was a full-time
chairman; it did not deny that. However, I said
that the Premier's statement of 8 July claimed
that the appointment of a full-time chairman
from outside the board's staff was a new revel-
ation in terms of the report. It was not. In fact,
it did not recommend that; it acknowledged its
existence at that time by that statement.

Mr Brian Burke: No, you are wrong.

Mr MacKINNON: I will read it again; the
English is easy to understand but perhaps the
Premier is a little slow tonight. It states that the
position of the full-time head of the SSB cur-
rently, that is, in March 1984, carries the title
of director. It is quite simple. No new position

has been created. I indicated at the time that
the question of a general manager was new but
the Premhier chose to ignore that.

Price Waterhouse understood quite clearly
that the SSB would have to take circuitous
means to achieve the desirable investments,
had not appropriate amendments been made to
the legislation. I believe that that was right and
proper in terms of the recommendation. Again,
the Premier has chosen to ignore that
recommendation.

The next heading was "Treasury Approval"
and it stated-

With the advent of an Investment Trust
which includes a senior member of
Treasury on its Board, as envisaged in a
recommendation under Section 5 of this
report, we believe adequate Treasury in-
volvement in investment activity will
exist.

I have said before that such a person did not
exist on the board. The next heading is
"Receipt of Proper Advice".

Mr Brian Burke: It really is delinquent of
you. Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd was the
trustee and manager of the SSB investment
trust and you said that it was not. It was the
trustee and manager.

Mr MacKINNON: I will quote again from
the return of the letter from Perpetual Trustees
to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs.
The secretary of the State Superannuation
Board wrote to the Commissioner for Corpor-
ate Affairs on I April 1987-

During the relevant periods, Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd Who are the trustee of the
Trust Deed, were also the manager. How-
ever, a misunderstanding between the
Board and Perpetual Trustees led to each
party believing that the other party would
lodge the necessary returns.

In Perpetual Trustees' letter to the Com-
missioner for Corporate Affairs, it stated-

Would you please advise us if there is
anything further which we can provide to
rectify this most unsatisfactory state of af-
fairs.

That is, the returns. To continue-
We note the comment by the

Superannuation Board that there was a
-misunderstanding between the Hoard and
Pei ;ztual Trustees". This may well be ap-
plicable to the 1986 return (wherein the
original was eroneously sent to us by the
Superannuation Hoard) but would not be
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the case in respect of preceding years
when, we are advised by the solicitor who
was acting for us at the time, that the
Board would undertake all managerial
functions pending the appointment of a
Manager.

Why would Perpetual Trustees lie to the Com-
missioner for Corporate Affairs?

Mr Brian Burke: I am not saying that they
are; I am saying that that is their point of view
about their involvement, but you said they
were not the trustees or managers. I am saying
they are. Even if they are not telling fibs in the
letter to protect themselves as trustees and
manager, they had an obligation to ensure the
returns to which you referred were being sub-
mitted.

Mr MacKINNON: I will repeat the words of
Perpetual Trustees-

..we are advised by the solicitor who was
acting for us at that time, that the Board
would undertake all managerial functions
pending the appointment of a Manager.

That was the advice they received at that time
and, of course, they did nothing. It was the
responsibility of the Premier to determine
whether all of these matters had been complied
with.

The State Superannuation Board was the ul-
timate owner of the Superannuation Board In-
vestment Trust. The Premier can make all the
gymnastic arguments he likes, but it comes
back to the essential point that Perpetual
Trustees has outlined the position quite clearly.
It did not lodge the returns because it was ad-
vised that was not its responsibility.

The returns are not the essential question;,
the audit of the Superannuation Board Trust
was the problem which should have been
attended to.

Mr Brian Burke: You change when it suits
you.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not. Because of its
failure to lodge the return at the Corporate Af-
fairs Department. the State Superannuation
Board Investment Trust was delinquent in
terms of its management responsibility. It was
also delinquent of the board.

In all those areas, as I have pointed out be-
fore, I believe the Premier has been delinquent
in his responsibility in terms of the
administration of the State Superannuation
Board. He had in his possession, and has had
since March 1984, as confirmed by him when
tabling the matter in the Parliament, and as

conf irmed by hi m in J uly of 19&4, a copy of the
report-. and he said that he was quickly going to
give detailed consideration to the proposals. If
he has given detailed consideration he has
given no indication to the Parliament, to the
Opposition, to the public, or to the contribu-
tors to the fund that that consideration will now
be translated into action.

He says we are soon to see some amend-
ments to the Act. That is three years after the
event-three years after Price Waterhouse
pointed out in the report there was a real need
for change in basic, fundamental areas;, a fun-
damental change with respect to audit require-
ments.

I cannot understand how the Premier tries to
run away from his responsibility, or the board's
responsibility, to ensure that a wholly-owned
subsidiary, the Superannuation Board Invest-
ment Trust, was not audited for three years. He
seems to be quite proud of that fact and blames
Perpetual Trustees, which has indicated in a
letter to the Commissioner for Corporate Af-
fairs that it was not responsible for the manage-
ment of the trust, but the State Superannuation
Board was.

There should have been changes to the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act to
break the nexus with the Trustees Act. But the
Superannuation Board Investment Trust board
should have had during all this time a Treasury
officer on it- A general manager should have
been appointed to ensure the proper
administration of the board's activities.
Nothing less than a proper inquiry into the
board's activities in terms Of its investment
programmes and funds, particularly in the light
of public disclosures of what has happened re-
cently and in the light of the evidence
presented in the Price Waterhouse report. is
needed. Any move to dismiss such an inquiry is
less than responsible in terms of the Premier's
responsibility for the administration of the Act.

He may choose to say, "I am not going to
have the inquiry", and dismiss it as political
posturing. in fact I predict that is what he will
do. But the matter will not go away. There
needs to be a full inquiry into the Act. The
Price Waterhouse report was commissioned by
the Government in 1983. It pointed out quite
clearly the directions to be taken. We need to
be assured that the Government's failure to
take that direction has not cost the contributors
to the fund dearly in terms of the investment
which was subsequently pursued and followed
by the board.
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MR LIGHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) [8.23
pm]: I second the motion. I want to demon-
strate and reiterate those sentiments expressed
by the Leader of the Opposition. During my
time in this House-a little over a year-I have
had a torrid lime. I have been maligned and
pilloried by the other side. I have been insulted;,
I have been threatened;, I have had my office
broken into.

A Government member: By little boys!
Mr LIGHTFOOT: They certainly were not

little boys. The fingerprints taken by the foren-
sic department of the Western Australian
police were large fingerprints.

The SPEAKER: Perhaps we should get on
with the debate and not deal with the interjec-
tions.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I do not think any mem-
ber has suffered more in the first year he has
been in this House. I can take it; do not worry
about that.

Something is radically wrong with this sub-
ject before the House tonight. I hope to demon-
strate, along with my leader, that the Premier.
as Treasurer, has been derelict in his
responsibility towards the administration of
the State Superannuation Fund and the
Superannuation Board Investment Trust, the
wholly-owned subsidiary of that fund.

In doing so I accept that I will be maligned
and pilloried. I expect my allegiance to my
country will be called into question again, and
my prowess as a company director will be
brought into question again because I have
brought notice of what I believe to be corrup-
tion, pay-backs, and dirty tricks before this
House. I have also brought forward maladm in-
istration by the Treasurer or dereliction of his
administration.

I was accused by the Premier-a man who, I
think he will agree, often acts like a clown in
this place-of not lodging some accounts for a
dormant company owned by my family while I
was working in the north west. It must be
remembered that the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet under this Government
has the biggest research facility and the largest
number of journalists that this State has ever
seen-greater than has any newspaper. He ac-
cused me and my wife of not lodging returns
for some time during the mid or late 1970s.

I should like to read a letter from the
Superannuation Board to the Commisioner for
Corporate Affairs with respect to the
Superannuation Board Investment Trust. The

letter is written on Superannuation Board let-
terhead by the secretary, Mr J, G. Hammond.
It says, inter alIm-

It has come to my notice that annual
returns required under section 173 of the
companies code have not been lodged for
the years ended 30 June 1983, 1984 and
1985 in respect of the above Trust.

This incidentally is the Premier's responsi-
bility. The letter continues-

During the relevant periods Perpetual
Trustees (WA) Ltd, who are the trustees of
the trust deed, were also the managers.

Mr Brian Burke: May I stop you there?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: You may, but that is what
the letter said.

Mr Brian Burke: But they were not the
trustees.

Mr LIGHTFQOT: It is quite clear that Per-
petual Trustees say they are not in further cor-
respondence;, but let me finish the letter. It goes
on, if I may continue, to say-

During the relevant periods, Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd who are the trustee of the
Trust Deed, were also the manager. How-
ever, a misunderstanding between the
Board and Perpetual Trustees led to each
party believing the other would lodge the
necessary returns.

In the circumstances, I am attaching
completed returns for the years ended 30
June 1983, 1984 and 1985.

The Premier pilloried me again the other night.
He was so gleeful about this information that
his research units had been able to establish
that my wife and I had not filed returns on a
dorm ant company. Th is h as noth ing to do wi th
him at all. Here we have a company worth
millions of dollars of public servants' funds,
including ours, but the Premier himself failed
to see that it had lodged returns. He is the
Minister responsible.

Mr Clarko: If this were England he would
resign.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I think that is on the
cards. I think it may call for a resignation if we
are able to establish a proper form of inquiry.
The Premier acted as a clown as usual and, like
a little plump boy with a bag of lles, had all
his little friends around him dancing up and
down supporting him in this. He had a woman
from the ABC's -7.30 Report"-and he saw it
and was delighted with the way the programme
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was presented-telling the nation that my wife
and I had not lodged returns for a dormant
company.

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: On a point of order, Mr

Speaker. I really do not mind the line being
taken by the member for Murchison-Eyre, and
I am not attacking his failure to make out a
case, but I do not understand the relevance of
the comments being made by him, except in
justification of himself, to the matter before the
Chair.

The SPEAKER: I must admit I am having
some difficulty too, and I hope he will get to
the subject matter very quickly.

Debate Resumed
Mr LIGH-TFOOT: I appreciate the point of

order. What I was trying to establish was the
Treasurer's lack of credibility with respect to
managing these millions of dollars. I was
talking abot his incompetence and the fact
that he took gleeful joy that I did not lodge
returns, simply because the companies my wife
and I had were dormant while we were working
in the country on our sheep station. But this is
different. This is about the competence of the
Treasurer. As one of my colleagues said, if this
were Britain he would have stepped down and
resigned in shame; but not this Premier.

I refer to what the Premier said by way of
interjection with respect to the manager of the
trust. I will read out part of a letter on Per-
petual Trustees letterhead dated I April 1987.
It says, inter alia-

We would like to point out that there are
some errors in the forms. Firstly, there is a
question as to the names of the parties to
the Deed.

More errors! The letter continues-
The correct answer here is -M. & S.

Management Ltd." and "West Australian
Trustees Limited"- Secondly, the financial
year of the Trust (until 1986) was 30th
April in each year.

This document for that year was lodged in June
because the secretary believed that the SB In-
vestment Trust documents should have been
lodged in June instead of in April. In other
words, he was not aware that the financial year
ended then. The letter continues-

The author of these returns has seen fit
to insert 30th June in each year. Thirdly.
the return for the year 1983 is technically
not that of the present Trustee or Manager

as those parties only became involved as
from the date of the first amendment Deed
viz. 9th June, 1983. Nevertheless, it is seen
to be more beneficial that the return be
lodged than an argument be pursued as to
who should lodge it.

So they are dodging the issue.
Mr D. L. Smith: So they are saying the SB

Investment Trust was in fact the manager, and
not Perpetual Trustees.

Mr Brian Burke: Perpetual Trustees were the
trustee and manager.

Mr MacKinnon: In other words you are call-
ing them a liar.

Mr Brian Burke: They did not deny it in the
bit he read out to me.

Mr MacKinnon: Yes, they did.
Mr Brian Burke: The member for Muchison-

Eyre should read it again.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I have read it to the

Premier about five times already.
Mr Brian Burke: Read again the bit you read

before.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: This letter denies that

they are the managers.
Mr Brian Burke: Read the denial.
Mir D. L. Smith: Read the bit about where

they became involved-about 9 June 1983.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Let me read the whole

letter.
Mr MacKinnon. Just read the last paragraph.
Mr Brian Burke: What about sending a copy

over to me?
Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Premier may have a

copy. I will read the last paragraph.
Mr Brian Burke: No, read the first bit.
Mr LIGH-TFOOT: I intend to. The last para-

graph reads-
Would you please advise us if there is

anything further which we can provide to
rectify this most unsatisfactory state of af-
fairs.

This is Perpetual Trustees talking about the SB
Investment Trust.

Mr Brian Burke: Are you going to send me a
copy of the letter?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Premier will have it
in a moment; be patient. The last paragraph
continues-

We note the comment by the
Superannuation Board that there was a
".misunderstanding between the Board and
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Perpetual Trustees". This may well he ap-
plicable to the 1986 return (wherein the
original was eroneously sent to us by the
Superannuation Board) but would not be
the case in respect of preceding years
when, we are advised by the solicitor who
was acting for us at the time, that the
Board would undertake all managerial
functions pending the appointment of a
Manager.

Is that clear enough?
Mr Brian Burke: You read it before. Let me

have a copy now.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I was demonstrating that

there has been a serious dereliction by the
Treasurer with respect to the Superannuation
Board and its subsidiary, the SB Investment
Trust. I have demonstrated quite clearly by
reading that letter that there were returns for
four years lodged in one. In other words, years
1983, 1984, and 1985 were not lodged until
recently.

Mr Brian Burke: You have demonstrated
that the State Superannuation Board and Per-
petual Trustees, and presumably the Corporate
Affairs Office because there is no evidence that
they have asked for it, did not know the returns
had failed to be lodged.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Obviously.
Mr Brian Burke: So they did not know, yet

you are pillorying me for not knowing.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: But the Treasurer is the

political head-of course he is. Whose is the
ultimate responsibility? It is the Treasurer's. If
he does not feel he is responsible he should step
down and let someone who is responsible take
up the reins.

Mr Brian Burke: I try my best.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Obviously that is not

good enough. The Deputy Premier, who some-
times is a little bitter and cynical because he
has not quite reached the ambition he thought
he was born to, warned, with some common-
sense-

Mr Brian Burke: You will never get any-
where when you refuse to reveal information.
The Leader of the Opposition did not, but the
date of their involvement is 9 June 1983. It is
on page one.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The last paragraph does
not say that.

Mr Brian Burke: And they became involved
from when?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The letter is clearly dated
I April 1987.

Mr MacKinnon interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! When I call
for order I would like order immediately,
please. The member for Murchison-Eyre is
making a speech and I think he is perfectly
capable of doing so without any assistance
from his leader.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: In the last page of the
letter they clearly absolve themselves of the
management problem. They say in the last
paragraph that the Superannuation Board are
clearly the managers, ". . . all managerial func-
tions pending the appointment of a Manager."
They absolve themselves of the management.

I was talking about the Deputy Premier, who
warned in a speech in this House a couple of
weeks ago that as one sows so shall one reap.
He did not say those words but that is what he
meant. He said, if I can paraphrase him, that
we must be careful about maligning certain
members in this place and bringing them into
disrepute because it comes back on them.

I was of a mind-I am not but I was of a
mind when I was suffering the tongue-lashing
of members opposite-to recall certain men
and Ministers on that side of the House who in
fact have less than savoury records. If they
force me to do that in the future-
remembering that I have nothing to hide, and I
have no record-I will. And I will name every-
one in this House who has a record. Some of
them,' as the Premier knows, including himself,
do not want to be exposed.

Mr Brian Burke: Go ahead and expose me! I
invite you to do it. Do not desist.

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! There are two points:
Firstly, the member for Murchison-Eyre is
straying too far from the matter before the
House. Secondly, he cannot say those sorts of
things in this House; I will not allow it, and I
wanthim to withdraw and go on to the matters
in the motion.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I withdraw and I will pro-
ceed to the matter before the House.

Mr Brian Burke: Go ahead and expose me; I
am perfectly happy.

The SPEAKER: Order!

(VI)
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Debate Resumed
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I refer to section 85 on

page 100 of the Superannuation and Family
Benefits Act, and this may be used by contribu-
tors to the fund who feel aggrieved. It states-

(1) Any dispute under this Act shall be
determined in the first place by the Board.

Provided that any person aggrieved by a
decision of the Board may, in accordance
with the regulations, appeal to a judge of
the Supreme Court sitting in Chambers
who shall have jurisdiction to hear and de-
termine such appeal.

(2) The decision of the judge hearing and
determining an appeal under this section
shall be final and conclusive and without
further appeal and effect shall be given
thereto according to the tenor thereof.

If anyone who contributes to the fund feels.
aggrieved. I feel sure that that is the section
under which he can have recourse. It may be
that that will emerge in time as the protective
section within the Act.

The involvement of the Superannuation
Board in the purchase of land at the Anchor-
age-that land bounded by the Swan River-

The SPEAKER: Order! I will just take this
last opportunity to say this; and the next time
any of these matters is addressed I will rule this
whole debate to be sub judice and put this mo-
tion at the bottom of the Notice Paper. I do not
know where the member has been if he does
not think that this is a matter which is now
before the criminal court. He should be very
careful about the way he debates this. I do not
want to stop debate; I am determined to let it
go on, but I am also determined to ensure that
the rights of the people who have criminal
charges pending against them are protected.
The member should proceed with the debate
and not address these matters.

Points of Order
Mr HASSELL: I wonder if you would clarify

your ruling, because I had thought I would take
part in this debate, and the matter on which
you just ruled seems to be relevant. I was at a
public meeting last night at which some 400
people were present, and they freely and openly
discussed the Anchorage development. A Min-
ister of the Government addressed that meet-
ing freely and openly, as did the current Chair-
man of the Superannuation Board. Those pro-
ceedings were freely and openly reported in the
newspaper and other media today. They are
freely and openly being discussed in public be-

cause they are public issues of public interest,
and none of those discussions has any rel-
evance to the fair trial of certain people who
have been charged, although they may have
been involved in some transactions relating to
them. It seems to me that this debate in Parlia-
ment. which ought to be the foundation of free
speech, will be considerably circumscribed if a
matter of such considerable public importance
and public interest can be debated in the
Fremantle Town Hall but cannot be mentioned
in this House. Therefore, I ask whether your
ruling is that the Anchorage deal and
transaction cannot be discussed in any way in
this debate?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Quite clearly the Stand-
ing Orders of this Parliament do not apply to
the public debate of an issue in the Fremantle
Town Hall. There are other remedies which
might impose the sub judice rule upon people
who participate in debates in the Fremantle
Town Hall or anywhere else-

Mr Hassell: They have been reported without
limitation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -and to any reports of
that public debate. My understanding is that
the Standing Orders of this Parliament
preclude debate on matters which go to the
substance of the charges presently before the
criminal court of this State.

Mr Lewis: How do you know that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because in the report of
those charges it was alleged that certain pay-
ments were made in respect of arrangements
that related to this very development.

Mr Hassell: That does not mean the whole
development is off limits.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying what it
means or does not mean. I am saying it is
clearly not, as the member for Cottesloe laid
out, a matter that can be traversed endlessly
without the prospect of damaging the rights of
certain people.

It is all very well if the member for
Murchison-Eyre causes you. Mr Speaker, to
curtail this debate and propel this matter to the
bottom of the Notice Paper, but does that leave
the Government without any right of reply if he
chooses at the end of his 30 minutes to say
something that is clearly sub judice or contrary
to your ruling? The matter is then propelled to
the bottom of the Notice Paper, and we are left
without the right of reply.
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Mr CLARKO: On thesame point of order, I
am sure you would not rule out a statement by
me that I was travelling down the river and
passed the proposed Anchorage development,
or that I had gone down Stirling Highway and
had done the same. I read in this morning's
paper an article about a firm called Elder
Prince which is concerned in an application,
and another firm dealing with towing barges on
the Fremantle Harbour, which is concerned
about the fact that it applied to have a high-rise
development there and it was rejected. Would
you rule me out of order if I asked a question
about zoning in regard to Elder Prince which
relates to high-rise development? I do not think
you would. I put it to you that I should be able
to ask questions about the Anchorage matter so
long as they do not impinge or touch in any
way on the matters relating to these two people
who are on a charge.

If I talk about planning, or industrial mat-
ters, or things of this nature relating to that
project which have nothing to do with the par-
ticular charge I would think that you, as a good
Speaker, would allow me to do so. You will
stop me only if I start moving into the area relat-
ing to the charges.

Mr PARKER: On the same point of order,
the fundamental reason for the fact that there is
a sub judice ruling under the Standing Or-
ders-

Mr Blaikie: What is your point of order?

The SPEAKER: Order! I will ask that ques-
tion.

Mr PARKER: It is to the same point of order
as that raised by the member for Cottesloe.

The fundamental reason that the Standing
Orders of this House provide a sub judice rule
is that this House is not subject to the courts of
the land. In that respect, it is superior to the
courts of the land, and as a result the only way
citizens who are before the courts can be
protected from things which happen in this
House is by virtue of our own sub judice rule
under our Standing Orders. I was the Minister
who spoke at the public meeting in Fremantle
last night, and I and the other people who
spoke did not touch on the investment activi-
ties of the Superannuation Board. Had there
been any transgression, the parties to the action
would have had the right to take the matter
before the courts, or the judge presiding could-
take action on his own motion with regard to
those people who may have transgressed.

The motion before the House at the moment
relates to the investment policies of the
Superannuation Board and the Premier's role
as the Minister responsible for that board with
certain powers relating to its investment activ-
ity. I do not entirely disagree with the point
made by the member for Karrinyup that if
people want to talk about whether a building
on that site should be five, 10, or 100 storeys,
that may of itself not necessarily be outside the
sub judice rule.

I would submit that the points that have
been made are about the investment policy of
the State Superannuation Board. That is what
this debate is about. If they are not being made
about the investment policy of the State
Superannuation Board, they should not be
raised because they are not in the debate on the
motion before the House. If they are being
made about the investment policies of the State
Superannuation Board and are also referring to
the Anchorage project, they cannot but be dealt
with under the sub judice rule simply because
the whole purpose of the charges is that the
normal investment criteria were not used in
this instance, but were subject to the various
extraneous influences which were brought to
bear. If anyone wishes to speak relevantly to
this motion and wants to speak about the
Anchorage project, they must be caught by the
sub judice rule.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: I thank members for their
guidance and assistance with respect to this
point of order. In answer to the Premier's
statement to the House it is a fact that if prior
to the Government having a chance to address
this matter a member strays and I rule the mat-
ter sub judice and put this motion to the bot-
tom of the Notice Paper, the Government will
not have an opportunity to address the matter.
I hope that will not happen because I want
members to have the opportunity to discuss
this motion in as full and frank a way as is
possible.

In respect of the points raised by the member
for Karrinyup I too read The West Australian
this morning. If he had read some other articles
he would have seen an article by a particular
judge who is extremely concerned about just
the matters he waised and the points which have
been published in various media outlets
throughout the country. He was very concerned
about the sub judice aspect.
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Ichoose to take the direction which was very
lucidly explained by the Minister for Minerals
and Energy. I feel that although I have no con-
trol over a public meeting that may be held in
Frenmantle. I do have some controls over this
place. I and every member in this place have a
responsibility to ensure the fair and reasonable
trial of those men who have been charged. I do
not believe we can do that unless we restrict
this debate, and that is why I asked for certain
matters to be omitted from this motion. I do
not know what sections of the Anchorage deal
are good, bad, or indifferent and it is not my task
or anyone else's in this place to determine that.
It is our task not to prejudice their trial and I will
not, in answer to the member for Cottesloe's
point of order, allow this debate to mention the
names Brush or Martin or the Anchorage deal. It
may be that further through this debate I find
there are other matters that might be sub judice.

Dissent fron; Speaker's Ruling

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, it could very
well be that the other aspects may be ruled sub
judice too. I therefore have no option but to
dissent from your ruling.

I move-

That the House dissent from the
Speaker's ruling.

In demonstrating that your ruling. Sir, is un-
necessarily restrictive there are aspects of the
State Superannuation Board investment that
need to be touched on, expressed, and
illustrated to give any credence to the motion
now before the Chair. If I were to bring up the
State Superannuation Board investment in
Brockleys Ltd it may very well be that you will
rule that sub judice also. It may be that other
investments, particularly with respect to shares,
are ruled sub judice. That avenue is closed off.
It may be that in order to demonstrate that the
19 per cent the State Superannuation Board
earned on its funds was inadequate in terms of
other investments by similarly proportioned
dollars is also of itself sub judice.

I cannot see where this could be debated
properly if merely the mention of the word
"Anchorage" without getting any other details
out is sub judice. I respect your decision with
respect to the people getting a fair trial, but
your ruling that the mere mention of the words
"Anchorage" "El Caballo Blanco" or
"Brockleys" is of itself sub judice, is what I am
dissenting from.

Mr HASSELL: I second the motion of dis-
sent because I believe very strongly that your
ruling is not only wrong but also absurd. If this
House is to be muzzled in dealing with a matter
of public importance because of an interpret-
ation of a rule in that way, we are giving away a
privilege which is fundamental to Parliament
and vitally important to the people of this
State. It is, with respect, your first responsi-
bility to uphold the privileges of this House.
The most fundamental of those privileges is for
the members to have the right to speak on any
matter relevant to the Government of the
State.

The second principle which comes into play
is our desire to protect the rights of individual
citizens, a matter on which there would be
agreement between the two sides of this House,

all1 members and you, Sir. That principle has to
be narrowly interpreted to give the protection
which is required.

We have sought, because it is a difficult mat-
ter and we have recognised over the years that
it is difficult, to make it easier by putting into
our Standing Orders a definition of "sub
judice". It is in Standing Order No. 2 and it
says-

Matters "sub judice" include-
(a) Any matter awaiting or under ad-

judication in any court exercising a
criminal jurisdiction or in a court
martial;

Subclauses (b) and (c) are related to civil pro-
ceedings and are therefore not relevant to this
dissent motion. It is necessary for you, Sir, to
ask yourself and for the House in considering
this dissent motion-if it were being con-
sidered genuinely by our political opponents-
to be asked, "What is the matter awaiting or
under adjudication in the criminal juris-
diction?" That matter relates to the conduct of
Mr Martin and Mr Brush in terms of some
alleged dealings and transactions between Mr
Marti n and Mr Brush. The matter awaiting
trial is not and never has been the quality of the
investment in the Anchorage. It has never been
whether that is a good investment or a bad
investment. It has never been whether the land
purchase procedures adopted were regular and
appropriate to the Superannuation Board.
Those matters are not on trial. If they are ir-
regular that does not mean that Mr Martin or
Mr Brush has committed some offence. The
offences with which they are charged relate to
the Criminal Code and those offences are the
only things awaiting trial. Of course, in the
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course of a wide-ranging and uncontrolled de-
bate it would be possible for members to stray
into those areas which affect the trial and it is
your responsibility on behalf of the House to
protect the veracity of those proceedings. It is
not for you. Mr Speaker, to adopt a broad in-
terpretation which has the effect of stifling de-
bate.

As I said before, it is clear that the result of
the ruling is absurd when it is seen that it is
possible for a 31/-hour public meeting attended
by some 400 people to take place to debate the
issue in detail in the presence of the Minister,
the Chairman of the State Superannuation
Board who spoke at the meeting, in the presence
of the investment manager of the State Superan-
nuation Board, and in the presence of various
other people protesting vehemently against what
is proposed. It is manifestly absurd that all that
can happen and be freely reported in the news-
papers, on the radio, and on television, yet we in
this House, the high court of Parliament and the
most priviliged place of free speech in the land,
are to be precluded from mentioning the names
"Brush", "Martin", or "Anchorage". If that is
the result, it shows the absurdity of the ruling in
itself because do you, Sir, imagine that any of
those people who edit The West Australian
newspaper, or the radio station, or the television
station news managers are not acutely aware,
particularly because of the publicity surround-
ing the proceedings in this Parliament itself, of
the sub judice rule? Of course they are, and in
the full knowledge of that rule, that meeting has
been reported.

There must be limits when it comes to
talking about the Anchorage, because if one
strays into particular aspects of the transacti ons
which took place, that may well affect the fair-
ness of the trial of Mr Brush and Mr Martin.
But it is not the case in referring in general to
the investment policies of the board. It is not
the case in suggesting that the board might
have paid too much for the Anchorage. It is not
true either to suggest that the Anchorage will
gi ve the beneficiaries of the State
Superannuation Fund a better return. None of
those things are relevant to the sub judice situ-
ation which concerns you, Sir, and concerns us
and the Government. Those matters, in being
excluded from debate, represent an artificial
limitation on Parliament which, in effect if not
in intention, only serve the purpose of making
the Government less accountable.

I suggest to you, Mr Speaker, that the very
last thing we want to do in this Parliament, for
whatever reason, is to make the Government

less accountable. It is not only wrong, it is not
only undemocratic, but it diminishes the Par-
liament even further than it is diminished
today.

Let not any member on either side of the
House be mistaken about the respect in which
the Parliament is held today in the community.
It is very low indeed. The credibility given to
the debates and the discussions in the Parlia-
ment, and indeed the relevance of Parliament
itself, are very much in question. That arises
for a whole variety of reasons.

Mr Pearce: Mainly it is because of the com-
ments of members like the member for
Murchison-Eyre and the member for
Gascoyne.

Mr HASSELL: It is easy to turn this debate
into a mud-sling on one side or the other. We
could talk about things which are said here on
all sides at different times. I am talking about a
very important and fundamental issue, and
that is whether this Parliament and the mem-
bers of it are to have less right to discuss in the
Parliament a matter of public interest than the
people who attended a public meeting in the
Fremantle Town Hall last night.

Let me point out the impact of certain ac-
tions which might take place. I am not saying
they will; I am not even suggesting they will, so
let that not be misunderstood.

Suppose this debate is stopped tonight as a
result of your ruling, Sir. Let it be understood
that we are not permitted, as a result of your
ruling, to discuss the Anchorage or other in-
vestments; the member for Murchison-Eyre
mentioned other investments. Perhaps you
may say, Sir, that we cannot mention those
because they might impinge on those proceed-
ings. It would then be possible for any number
of members of this House-presumably only
those drawn from this side-to go into the pub-
lic car park and hold a meeting and talk about
all of those issues, and for that meeting to be
broadcast and reported, provided only that it
did not break the sub judice rule.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am very interested
in what the member for Cottesloe has to say.

Mr Lewis interjected.

The SPEAKER: That is very rude. You are
not normally rude.

M r HASSELL: I conclude by coming back to
what I see as the central issue in the role of this
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Parliament. I appreciate that it is difficult, and
I appreciate that you, Sir, have been called
upon to make a ruling, although you have had
opportunities to consider the issue over sonmc
weeks.

Let me remind you, Sir, that a few years ago
there was a great tragedy in the world, and that
was the distribution in a number of countries,
including this one and the United Kingdom, of
a drug called thalidomide. That drug caused
the most horrendous deformities in babies who
later, of course, became terribly deformed
adults. The House of Commons found itself
with a massive dilemma, It was faced with the
fact that there were enormous pressures for a
public debate on the issue. The newspapers
were so determined to debate the issue that
they ran column pieces on it. All of this was at
a time when massive claims for damages were
outstanding in court proceedings against the
Distillers Company, which was the company in
Great Britain responsible for the manufacture
and distribution of thalidomide.

In the end, due to the demands of people in
the House of Commons and the demands of
the people in Britain for freedom of debate and
speech on matters of public interest, those mat-
ters were debated, notwithstanding the pro-
ceedings. We now have before us a matter of
monumental significance, because. Mr
Speaker, if your ruling is accepted and pu t into
practice, the absurd situation will continue to
apply down the years that the ordinary citizens
in a public place and the media of the State are
more free to debate issues of public importance
and public substance than are the elected rep-
resentatives of the people sitting in Parliament.

That result is in itself so manifestly absurd
and wrong that I ask you, Mr Speaker, to take
time to reconsider your ruling before this mat-
ter is finalised.

Mr PARKER: I oppose the motion which has
been moved by the member for Murchison-
Eyre, and support your ruling, Mr Speaker. It is
important to go back to first principles in some
of these issues because it has become patently
evident, not only in the debate this evening but
also in the debate on these matters generally,
that the Opposition in this House has either no
knowledge whatsoever; or, to the extent that it
knows about it, it has scant regard for the demo-
cratic processes and very fundamental bases of
the democratic society in which we live. It cer-
tainly has very scant regard for the rights of citi-
zens within that democratic process.

The basis of the sub judice rule and the basis
of the contempt rule is that any citizen in the
British democratic tradition is regarded as
innocent until proved guilty. Especially in cir-
cumstances where ajury is involved, but also in
circumstances where a judge or a magistrate
might be involved without a jury, it is thought
improper to have put in front of those who will
ultimately decide the matter, before those mat-
ters can be brought before them in the court,
other inferences which may be brought to bear
which can influence the way in which they
might make their decision. That is also the
reason why, for example, jurors are locked up
during trials, in order that they cannot be in
any way influenced beyond what they hear
when they are in the courtroom, being
addressed by the witnesses, by counsel, or by
the presiding judge or magistrate as the case
may be.

That is the fundamental reason for those
matters, and it is a fundamental tenet of our
system. Not all systems are the same, not even
in all democratic countries. In France, for
example, the opposite is the case. The
Napoleonic Code has a requirement on the pant
of a defendant to prove his or her innocence. it
is the opposite here, and it is felt very strongly,
and is enshrined in the very fundamentals of
our system, that people who are charged in
criminal proceedings have a right to ensure that
the only matters which are before the people
involved in the proceedings which might influ-
ence their outcome are those adduced in that
court of law.

In my case as a speaker at the public meeting
last night, or in the case of anyone else there,
had we as members of the public touched on
any issues which were related to the charges
before the courts, and had that come to the
notice of the courts, as I said earlier those
courts could have taken action against us. Had
anyone reported the remarks of anyone to that
effect on the radio or in the newspapers or on
television, or anywhere else, the courts con-
cerned could have taken action against those
people. That is not the case in this House. and
that is the reason why members have their own
sub judice rule.

There are two fundamental differences be-
tween this House and the public at a public
meeting. The first is that the courts cannot at-
taint this House. This House is superior to the
courts in almost every respect, and in fact cre-
ates them. That is the same reason why one
cannot serve a writ on somebody within the
confines of this building, because the processes
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of the court are not applicable to the House
because that is again pant of the very funda-
mental process of the Westminster system
which members so proudly proclaim. So any-
thing which is said here cannot be taken to the
courts. No-one can be held accountable in any
way in the courts of this land for anything that
is said in this House. That is one of the reasons
why so many things are said here that would
not be said outside.

The second reason is that when members
speak in here, they have privilege, and when
people report what is said in here they also
have privilege. So when a newspaper or a tele-
vision programme reports a remark, speech, or
debate which is made in here, which had it
been reported outside would have rendered
that media organisation subject to the sorts of
contempt proceedings that happened in New
South Wales, it would not be so subject because
it was reporting something which was of a privi-
leged nature here in the House.

So members have two responsibilities. The
first is that members are not subject to the
proceedings in the courts for what is said in this
House. The second is that what is said and the
reporting of what is said are not subject to the
courts. So it becomes absolutely fundamental
that, if members are to adhere to the basic
tenets of our democratic system, there be a
basis for determining the way in which mem-
bers restrict themselves. It is not legally necess-
ary for members to have a sub judice rule. It is
technically possible under the system which
operates for the Parliament of Western
Australia to have no rules about these matters
whatsoever. It is its own affair, and it is totally
superior in these matters. It could decide it did
not care about the system of justice as a Parlia-
ment. It could decide to abolish its sub judice
rule, to ignore it, to do whatever it wants to do
with it. That is its right.

However, as a responsible Parliament over
the century that it has been here, it has been
decided by the members who have preceded us
and by the Speakers who have preceded you,
Sir, that members have a fundamental re-
sponsibility to uphold that system and to not
use one's privileged position to abuse the
system and to undermine the rights of the
people who are before the courts. That is the
position that this Parliament over the last cen-
tury has decided to adopt. As a result, there is a
sub judice rule in this Parliament's Standing
Orders.

You, Mr Speaker, are charged, as you have
done on this occasion, with the difficult task of
determining what is and what is not capable of
being brought within that rule in any particular
instance. I remind members how wide the sub
judice rule or the rule about contempt is. It is
so wide that the former Premier of New South
Wales, Neville Wran, said on a television pro-
gramme that one of his best and oldest friends
was in his view innocent. That is all he said. He
said, "I have known Lionel Murphy since 1952,
or something like that, and in my view he is
innocent. I firmly believe he is innocent".

As a result of that seemingly innocuous
remark, Wran was taken before the courts,
convicted, and fined a very substantial amount
of money, because the courts were convinced-
whatever the rights or wrongs of it-that a man
with the prominence of the Premier of New
South Wales saying that he believed a particu-
lar person before the courts was innocent could
have an influence on the people in the court
which Was not related to the evidence and the
argument before them.

That is something that many members have
probably said lots of times about people they
know or know of who are before the courts.
However, because Mr Wran had a special re-
sponsibility, the court said that not only did the
general contempt provisions apply to him, but
also he had a special duty, because he was a pub-
lic figure and be was looked up to-because his
every word was hung on to and reported-to
make sure that everything he said did not preju-
dice the trial of Lionel Murphy. So a seemingly
innocuous remark, which is nothing to the sorts
of things members hear from the members of the
Opposition, led the courts of' New South Wales
to determine that the Premier was going to-

Mr Brian Burke: Worse still, the Opposition
does not imply innocence; it deliberately sets
out to imply guilt.

Mr PARKER: I will come back to that. I
agree with that. What we have here is a motion
moved by the Leader of the Opposition which
specifically addresses itself to the investment
policies of the State Superannuation Board and
to the role of the Premier, who is the Minister
responsible for the State Superannuation
Board, in approving or in one way or another
dealing with its investment policies.

It is alleged in the motion that has been
moved that the Premier is derelict in his duty,
and it is alleged that the board has been derelict
in its duties in relation to investment decisions.
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Without going to the matters before the
courts, because I am familiar only with the dis-
cussions that took place in this Parliament be-
fore the charges were laid and the newspaper
reports I have read, it seems it is alleged that as
between Mr Martin and Mr Brush, and as it
relates to certain investments of the Super-
annuation Board, decisions were made and ac-
tions taken which it is alleged were not related
to the normal investment criteria or the normal
commercial relationship which traditionally
exists between buyers and sellers and other
dealers in land. That is what is before the
courts, in its generality. I am sure there is much
more than that, in much greater detail with
which l am not familiar.

But in general terms what is being said is that
those people dealt with each other in a way that
was somehow influenced by factors not related
to commercial or investment judgment. If one
starts to talk about the Anchorage project in
terms of an investment, and in terms of the
wisdom or otherwise of it as an investment, or
its role as an investment, it is my very strong
view that because that is fundamental to those
charges it must be regarded as sub j udice. Simi-
larly. I would say that if there are other invest-
ments in which the Superannuation Board, Mr
Brush, and Mr Martin are involved-I do not
know if there are, but if there are-then dis-
cussion about those as investments also needs
to be regarded as part of the sub judice rule.

It is my submission-and there is no need to
rule on it at the moment because the debate
before us is about investment matters-that
anyone who talked about other things would be
ruled out of order for different reasons;
namely, they would not be addressing the mo-
tion. But I take the point of the member for
Karrinyup, that if someone wished to move a
motion in this House, say about the density
proposed for the Anchorage project, and left it
at that, and did not go into the investment
aspects, or the Superannuation Board, or how
to invest, or the dealings involved, or any of
those sorts of things, then it is my view that
that probably would not fall within the sub
judice rule.

Mr MacKinnon: You are agreeing with us.
You should support the motion.

Mr PARKER: No, I am not. I am saying that
any discussion at all which falls within the
terms of this motion, which is about the invest-
ment policies of the board, must of necessity be
caught by the sub judice rule.

The other thing one must have due regard for
is that the procedures and practices of this
place were designed to try to ensure that people
got a fair go. Basically, putting it in very simple
language, that is what it was all about. Let us
remember that we have two men whose repu-
tations, lives, and freedom are at stake in the
matters before the court. I do not know
whether they are right or wrong, whether they
are saints or sinners, and for the purposes of
this discussion I do not care. The important
thing is that there is nothing that we as mem-
bers should do, or that you, Mr Speaker, should
allow us as members to do, which will in any
way even slightly taint or prejudice the rights of
those men to be regarded as free and innocent
until such time as they are proved guilty.

If a Premier of New South Wales can be
regarded as having had the ability to so influ-
ence a court just because he said that one of his
best friends was, in his view, innocent, then in
my submission it is certainly the case that the
sort of information the Opposition puts for-
ward would do the same. Let me illustrate the
sorts of things we could expect from the Oppo-
sition if members opposite were allowed to
progress down the track.

On I April, during the last debate we had on
this matter, the member who spoke to the
substantive motion, and who then deviated to
move the motion of dissent from your ruling,
Mr Speaker-the member for Murchison-
Eyre-said as follows-

..and allows the poor Brush people-and
I say that with some compassion-know-
ing full well that they have committed
some serious offence...

He went on to say-
However, hundreds of millions of dollars

are riding on this inquiry. Ministers' pos-
itions are riding on it ...

He also said-
This dirty trail is perhaps exposing some

of the filthiest happenings. ... of this.
nation ...

Point of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, if that

statement the Minister is reading out is not sub
judice, then surely everything that is likely to
be said-

Several members interjected.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: But that was not under

the sub judice rule then. The sub judice ruling
was made after I made that statement. Surely
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that is very serious. The Minister should not
read that, and he should be restricted. 1 do not
think it is at all fair on the Brush people.

The SPEAKER: I must admit to having had
my attention distracted for just a moment, but
from the few words 1 did hear from the Minis-
ter and from the point of order the member for
Murchison-Eyre has taken, I do feel the point
of order should be upheld. It is difficult for me
to make a firm ruling on this because I did not
hear all the words clearly.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling Resumed
Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker, I accept entirely,

and withdraw, and apologise for transgressing
that point. But the point I am making could not
have been made much more succinctly even
had I asked the member for Murchison-Eyre to
raise that point of order. He has absolutely no
compassion for those people-absolutely no
understanding of the fundamental juris-
prudential principles at stake. Not only does he
not know about it, he does not care; and if he
did know, he would not care either.

Members opposite generally, with one or two
notable exceptions, have absolutely no concern
whatsoever for the names of the people that
they blackguard, how and when they do it, and
what the ultimate effect of that will be.

Mr Speaker, in using the Standing Orders
which were not made by you or by this Govern-
ment but were brought down over the period of
time this House has been in operation, you
have correctly assessed that any discussion
about investment policies of the board which
touches on investments in which Messrs Brush
and Martin were involved specifically and
which are the subject of the charges against
those people should not be discussed as such,
and I endorse and support that ruling absol-
utely.

Mr MacKINNON: If members listened to
what the Minister just said, they probably
would not take much exception to his final
comment, which was that we should not be
talking in this Parliament about the invest-
ments and so on that relate to the charges that
have been laid. But that is not the ruling you
have indicated, Mr Speaker. Your ruling was
that the words "Brush", "Martin", and
"Anchorage" cannot be used during the rest of
this debate.

Sir, I put it to you that the interpretation of
those words is far too wide in terms of the sub
judice ruling you have now given. If that were
the case, every speaker preceding me has been

in breach of your ruling. I do not believe that,
in the debate we have had since the member for
Murchison-Eyre moved the motion, anything
that has been said by any member on either
side of the House. other than the matter the
Minister was beginning to talk about, is going
to affect the outcome of the trial we have talked
about in one way or another. The point that
really matters is how one uses the words
"Brush", "Martin", and "Anchorage" in terms
of the debate. That is really the point at issue,
and that is where yourjudgment must be used in
terms of the debate.

Nobody in this Parliament denies that there
should be a sub judice rule, that we should
impose disciplines upon ourselves. That is why
we accepted your ruling at the outset this even-
ing, Mr Speaker. Had we felt it was not appro-
priate, we could have objected to those two
matters you chose to delete. The advice we
received separately from, you confirmed there
was some problem with regard to those two
matters. You did that, and we accepted it. But
to say now that we cannot use the words
"Brush", "Martin", and "Anchorage" in terms
of the debate is clearly wrong.

The Minister himself clearly showed the
weaknesses in his argument when he said,
"You cannot comment about the investment
strategy of the board, or any part of it could be
ruled out of order."

Mr Parker: I didn't say that. I said, "Any
dealings relating to Mr Martin and Mr Brush".

Mr MacKIN NON: -that is not what the Min-
ister said at all. This evening the Premier took
a point of order in relation to the investment
strategy. He said that the Opposition had not
raised any comments about that point in the
motion. That is exactly what the member for
Murchison-Eyre was about to do-to raise
some questions about that part of the motion
that YOU, Mr Speaker, ruled on at the very out-
set this evening, which allowed the Opposition
to proceed with it.

I totally reject the comments of the Minister
for Minerals and Energy when he said that
members on this side of the House had taken a
cavalier attitude to these matters. Likce every-
one else in the House, members on this side
believe that the parties involved in this action
should have a fair trial. Any attitude by any
member in this place to the contrary should be
condemned. However, that is not the case;, we
are in the position of debating a motion, which
has been approved by the Speaker, part of
which deals with the investment strategy of the
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SSB in terms of the Premier's administration of
the Act. Therefore, I believe we should be al-
lowed to discuss that provided you, Mr
Speaker, rule on the use of the words,
"Martin", "Brush", and "the Anchorage" in
relation thereto.

I align myself with the words used by the
member for CottesLoe when he said that should
we accept the Speaker's ruling, we will be
placed in a far worse position than members of
the public. This issue is one of much public
concern and it is an issue I am sure West
Australian Newspapers are concerned with in
their reporting. Today's The West Australian
carried a report headed, "Anchorage Land
Value Dispute". The opening paragraph reads
as follows-

The State Superannuation Board could
pay up to three times more for the contro-
versial Anchorage development site than
the Parry Corporation had valued it.

What we are saying here in terms of the rul-
ing-should we agree with it-is that The West
Australian clearly was sub judice to print that
article. Did the newspaper not take that into
account before it printed the article? As a re-
sponsible journal of record in this State, I be-
lieve The West Australian would have done so.
The newspaper would have weighed up the
matter and ensured that the Proper Point Of
view was put forward. That proper point of
view and judgment are -indicated in that news-
paper article-, and it was a proper judgment on
the part of the newspaper's management that it
would not prejudice the court proceedings.

Mr Parker: A judgment which could be called
into question in the courts, which something in
this House could not be. That is a fundamental
difference.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not disagree with
that at all. It is a fundamental difference but it
is also fundamental to the deliberations of this
House that the rulings we have are not so wide
that one cannot do anything in terms of the
debate in question. That is the crux of the mat-
ter. if the ruling is so wide, it could prevent the
Opposition from questioning the Government
properly and responsibly in respect of the
Government's attitude and responsibility in
the matter.

I refer to a question I asked yesterday, which
was ruled out of order because of the Speaker's
ruling. I asked the Premier-

Why was it necessary for him to approve
of the Anchorage development twice?

In a previous answer the Premier said that he
had approved it first in April and then in
writing in November. That question and
answer, in my opinion, should not impinge on
the court case in any way. How could it? That
is an example of how the ruling given impinges
on the Opposition's ability to debate the matter
properly, in respect of the community interest.

Mr Parker: Why didn't you challenge it at the
time? Why is the member for Murchison-Eyre
challenging it now?

Mr MacKINNON: Because I could not until
such time as I could get a list of all the ques-
tions that had been disallowed by the Speaker.
That did not happen until today. I raise it now
at the appropriate time; it is not the Oppo-
sition's business to be frivolous in its attitude
to the operations of Parliament. The Oppo-
sitiorn merely wants to debate this matter in the
proper way, under the proper terms and direc-
tions of the Speaker. That is why the Oppo-
sition chose to accept his ruling earlier; that is
why we choose to debate the matter now and to
object to his ruling in respect of the motion
moved so appropriately by the member for
Murchison-Eyre,

I repeat:. On this side of the House, members
do not debate whether this should be a sub
judice ruling; clearly it should be. What mem-
bers on this side are debating in this instance in
relation to this ruling is the wide interpretation
now put on those words, and the restrictions
that ruling places on this Parliament with re-
gard to its ability to properly debate a matter of
real public importance and interest.

Mr D. L. SMITH On the point of order, I do
not wish to repeat in any way matters already
covered so adequately by the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy. However, I was concerned
that the member for Cottesloe was, in a way.
using his position as a lawyer to add weight to
his arguments. As a fellow lawyer I must say
that I was greatly upset with the attitude he
took in relation to these matters.

Point ofq Order

Mr CLARKO: The member rose and said,
"On a point of order". I let him go for a little
while, thinking it may have been a slip of the
tongue. Does it need to be pointed out to the
member for Mitchell that the House is address-
ing a substantive motion, and what that motion
is?

The SPEAKER: No, I am sure he is perfectly
clear about that.
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Mr CLARKO: But he began by saying he was
speaking on this point of order.

The SPEAKER: Order! That is frivolous.

Mr CLARKO: No it is not.
The SPEAKER: There are two courses of ac-

tion I could take at this moment. There are
probably three-one, I could take action
against the member for Karrinyup, which I will
not two, I could leave the Chair and consider
the ruling that I have made, which may well
take the rest of the night. That is not a course of
action which I choose to take because I choose
rather to let the people in this Parliament hear
the debate from both sides of the argument so
that they can then make a final decision. In
order for them to do that, I want every member
who stands in this place, from whatever side or
whatever point of view, to be fairly and clearly
heard. I do not want members taking frivolous
points of order.

Dissenil from Speake's Ruling Resumed
Mr D. L. SMITH: in case the member for

Karrinyup is in any doubt on the matter, I am
speaking in relation to the motion of dissent
from the Speaker's ruling in relation to the
point of order. What I meant to say was, "in
relation to the point of order" although the
member for Karrinyup could have interpreted
my words on the basis that I was addressing the
point of order on which the dissent motion was
moved.

My primary purpose in speaking is that I was
upset by the member for Cottesloc's attempt to
use his previous position as a lawyer to add
weight to an argument that, to my mind, has
very little weight. First, it must be remembered
that the sub judice rule does not exclude any
matter from debate in this Chamber. It ex-
cludes it from debate in this Chamber pending
the outcome, or adjudication of, matters before
the courts. Those matters may be of two kinds,
civil or criminal. When the member for
Cottesloe was speaking, it was interesting that
he was about to go on reading the provisions in
relation to civil proceedings, but stopped. He
did not stop in my view because we are talking
about criminal proceedings rather than civil
proceedings but because the Standing Orders
themselves draw a very important distinction
between criminal and civil proceedings--that
is, that in relation to criminal matters it is very
clear that this Chamber is prevented from de-
bating them at any time, whereas in relation to
civil matters it is not prevented until the matter
has been set down for trial.

In my view, the reason for that is the very
great importance attached to criminal proceed-
ings as distinct from civil proceedings. As the
Minister for Minerals and Energy has already
said in relation to Criminal proceedings, the
name, honour.31, reputation, and freedom of an
individual is at stake; whereas in relation to
civil proceedings, it is purely a monetary or
property matter or something of that kind. It is
much more important that we in this Chamber
do not influence matters unduly. The other
reason is that in relation to criminal matters, it
is more than likely that the matter will be de-
cided by a jury and not by a judge. A jury is
much more likely to be influenced by matters
they read in the Press and matters said in this
Chamber than would a judge dealing with a
civil matter.

As has been said by the Minister for Minerals
and Energy, the member for Cottesloe quite
surprisingly failed to draw the distinction be-
tween members of the public and public meet-
ings, and this Parliament. The Parliament is
the supreme judicial and legislative body in
this State. it is a forum over which the courts of
the land have no power. They cannot control
our behaviour in this Chamber. In this
Chamber we are quite free to say almost any-
thing we like without being concerned with the
question of contempt proceedings by a count,
Or by libel or slander proceedings by any mem-
ber of the public who might be offended by
what we say improperly.

One then has to look at the provisions of our
Standing Orders, and what they say is that mat-
ters which are sub judice include any matter
awaiting or under adjudication in any court
exercising a criminal jurisdiction or a court
martial.

What is clear-and I am surprised that the
member for Cottesloe, as a former lawyer, did
not advert to it-is that there need be no direct
relationship to the criminal charge or the
substance of the charge. It need only be a mat-
ter awaiting or under adjudication. That pro-
vision is broad enough to embrace all those
matters which may be seen. as in any Way re-l-.
evant to the outcome of those criminal pro-
ceedings. They are the factual matters as well as
the legal matters to which a jury will have to
address its mind in the course of determining
whether there is guilt or innocence in relation
to specific charges. It is not just the charge
itself, but all those factual matters on which the
jury must draw conclusions.
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As the Minister for Minerals and Energy said
in relation to at least one of the charges, that
includes matters that might go to whether
certain investments of the Superann-
uation Board were wise or unwise, because
quite clearly, in relation to at least one of the
charges that is before the court, that is going to
be an important matter for consideration.

For the member for Cottesloc. as a former
lawyer, to stand here and say that we in this
House should not be more restricted than
people out in the public arena, is simply to
completely ignore the matters raised by the
Minister for Minerals and Energy, namely, the
great powers we have in this place and the free-
dom from almost any interference by the courts
as distinct from those people who have to take
their risk out in the public arena.

More importantly, in no way are we
preventing debate. All we are doing is delaying
it to another date so that we protect the free-
doms of these people and their rights to which
they are entitled in our democratic society,
which follow the English common law.

As the Minister said, we could suspend the
Standing Orders relating to sub judice. or we
could simply wipe them out; but no proper
parliamentarian, no proper lawyer, would ever
think of removing those Standing Orders relat-
ing to sub judice in the kind of society we want
to preserve in our community.

MrI MacKin non: Have we asked you to?
Mr D. L. SMITH: By moving this motion of

dissent, the Opposition has demonstrated that
it does not believe in the sub judice rule, or in
the protection of the freedom of the individual,
or in the protection of the right of people to
have a proper trial according to the traditions
of English common law justice.

I thought it was quite improper of the mem-
ber for Cottesloe, as a former lawyer, to raise
those sorts of matters which really are quite
peripheral and nonsensical in relation to the
great jurisprudential matters involved in this
issue.

The motion of dissent is a disgrace to all
those members opposite who might support it.
I hope a number of them will not support it.

Mr CLARKO: If I rise in this House and say
nothing about financial transactions or invest-
ments relating to the Anchorage development
proposal, but instead I talk about lessees who
seek or have sought rezonings in this area,
seeking higher density use of the land, how can
I prejudice the trial of two persons who are
accused of matters which are totally unconnec-

ted with my argument or speech? Why should I
not be able to move in this House tomorrow a
motion calling for the land on the north bank
of the Swan River between the two bridges to
be used for marine industrial purposes rather
than for residential purposes? tf I describe it as
the Anchorage development, because that is
what people have recently begun to call that
land more simply, how can I possibly be
preventing a fair trial in this nation?

Mr Speaker, your ruling obviously must be to
protect people who are charged from actions
which would inhibit a fair trial. That is fair,
and I totally agree with such a ruling. But if in
this House you stop debate on matters which
are totally irrelevant to the charges which are
laid, but merely have a geographical associ-
ation with them, you are inhibiting debate
when there is no need to do so. To stop parlia-
mentarians speaking without a valid reason is
unjust, unfair, and illogical.

Twice within the last half hour or so the
Minister for Minerals and Energy agreed that I
should be able to talk about lessees' failure to
gain approval for the redevelopment of land in
this locality. I totally agree with him and I
think that you, on reflection, will do the same.

The SPEAKER:. Would that relate to this
motion?

Mr CLARKO: Yes.
The SPEAKER: No, the original motion-or

would that be another one?
Mr CLARKO: There is a motion to dissent

from your ruling, which I understand is that we
should not use the word "Anchorage". I am
developing an argument about why I should be
able to use the word "Anchorage".

If I want to talk about rezonings of land
within the Anchorage site, I should be able to
do so. I would not reflect on any fair trial that
might take place in the community.

We regard very seriously matters concerning
what we should or should not be able to speak
about. We should not be speaking about things
which would inhibit a fair trial of the two per-
sons involved because of discussions we might
have in this Parliament, although I take notice
of what the member for Cottesloe said earlier
when referring to certain thalidomide trials,
saying that parliamentary debate had to pro-
ceed despite the tremendous amount of liti-
gation that occurred within the community.

A decision should not prevent me or anyone
else in the House from talking about matters
which relate to this piece of land when those
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matters do not relate to the investments and
the transactions that are the beant of the series
of charges against these two men.

One of the lessees in the area,' who is
involved in the marine industry, has a lease to
the year 2000. Apparently he wants to stay
there until the year 2000, another 1 3 years
away, and na-one has spoken to him about this
development for a year. He would love to de-
velop the site for his own purposes. If he has
his way, the Anchorage project could never get
off the ground, and I understand there are
other people who also have land in the area and
who, if they took the same course of action,
would also prevent the development proceed-
ing. The charges concerning financial matters
laid against Brush and Martin are quite dis-
crete from this issue I am talking about.

Every member of this House should be al-
lowed to talk about matters which do not affect
the coming trial of Brush and Martin. That
cannot be said strongly enough. I agree with
your comment yesterday, Mr Speaker, when
you said you would not accept any questions or
any discussions on matters that are currently
the subject of criminal proceedings. I am
talking about matters which are not related to
criminal proceedings. Where we take issue with
you, Mr Speaker, is when you make a comment
such as that which you made yesterday, "I am
well aware of what the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is trying to do: I am also well aware that
the subject matter is the subject of criminal
proceedings." I am saying it is wrong for you to
rule out our discussing matters related to the
Anchorage. You should only rule out matters
related to the Anchorage transactions and in-
vestments of Mr Martin and Mr Brush. That is
the reason why I say that if you deny members
the right to talk about matters which are not
germane to the charges laid against Brush and
Martin, and we can say nothing about the
Anchorage, I must reluctantly disagree with
your ruling.

Mr PEARCE: A lot of attention has been
drawn to crocodiles in the north west in recent
times, but I do not think we have seen a greater
concentration Of Crocodile tears shed in any
one place in Western Australia than we have
seen in this Parliament (his evening. The Op-
position sought to use Parliament to ensure
that certain persons were charged with offences
through the debates it brought on. Now it is
seeking to use the same place to ensure these
people are convicted. it is disgraceful and hyp-
ocritical for members of the Opposition to
pretend any great interest as a matter of ur-

gency in whether people have leases on the
north bank of the Swan River for the next 13
years, or what their redevelopment plans are.
The reason the Opposition has brought on this
debate is that there is a by-election on Saturday
week and it hopes to produce an aura of guilt
around people who are presumed currently
innocent and are before the courts.

The effort of the member for Cottesloe, a
lawyer, was one of the most disgraceful I have
heard in this place, and the member for
Mitchell was quite right in pointing to it. In
talking about thalidomide actions and the civil
actions which were involved there, he failed to
draw the distinction which the House of Com-
mons itself draws between civil and criminal
actions in terms of the sub judice rules. I was
sent by the Commonwealth Parliamentary As-
sociation of this place to a three-week seminar
on parliamentary procedure and practice at
Westminster in 1981, and we spent a lot of
time talking about the sub judice rule and
drawing a large distinction between the way it
applies in civil and criminal cases.

M r Clarko: Do you think the sub judice rule
is clear-cutI i n Parl iamen t?

Mr PEARCE: It is not clear-cut, and that is
why the Speaker is right in erring on the side of
caution. Two people are before the criminal
court faced with very severe penalties. If there
is a responsibility that devolves not only on the
Speaker but on every member of this House, it
is to do nothing that could impinge on the
rights of those people under the Constitution
and the rule of law. It is perfectly proper of the
Speaker to rule that no matter which might be
the subject of evidence or argument before the
court relating to any of the activities sur-
rounding the charges brought against those
gentlemen should be allowed to be discussed
under parliamentary privilege in this place.

Mr Clarko: Nonsense! They could discuss
whether it rained on a particular day when one
of these men went to a particular place. Are you
go ing to tell m ne we ca n't tal k about rai n?

Mr PEARCE: The sorts of things the Oppo-
sition was seeking to raise had nothing to do
with the mot io n wh ich, th e Leader of the Oppo-
sition brought before the House. The only
reason the Opposition wants to discuss those
things is that it is seeking to get at the Premier
and the Government before a by-election
through people who are currently charged before
the courts of the land. Do not tell me that all the
Opposition wants to do is discuss in a dis-
passionate way the investment policies of the
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Superannuation Board. That is absolute non-
sense! If that is the Opposition's concern, let it
wait four or five weeks until the charges are
heard before the courts and settled, and then
the Opposition can say what it likes.

Mr Lewis: Don't you think the concerns of
the many thousands of public servants and
teachers are allowed to be voiced by the Oppo-
sition?

Mr PEARCE: Here we go! Here is the world's
smallest salt-water crocodile weeping tears for
the argument he puts forward.

The Opposition sought to use parliamentary
privilege to ensure those people were charged. I
predicted that very accurately in Parliament
some weeks ago. Now it is seeking to use the
same pressure to ensure those people are
unjustly convicted. I think it is disgraceful.
You, Mr Speaker, are the bulwark which stands
between these disgraceful and dishonest people
and what they seek to do, and the rule of law
and decency in this society. You have my
strongest support.

Mr CASH: I support the motion for dissent
moved by the member for Murchison-Eyre,
and I take offence at some of the statements the
Leader of the House has just made. He
suggested you. Mr Speaker, were the only per-
son in this House who apparently had due re-
gard for what is known as the sub judice rule. I
do not wish to misrepresent the Leader of the
House's exact words, and my attention was
distracted at the time, but he forgets that this
House, as a House of Parliament, vests you
with the authority you are exercising now. If
this IHouse can do that, it can also obviously
amend or change that authority at any time.

For the Leader of the House to say you are
the only person here who has regard for the sub
judice rule is offensive in the extreme, because
I would have thought moist members in this
place recognise that rule is necessary and must
be followed so that the rights of individuals are
not unduly damaged in any way, especially
when those individuals may be appearing be-
fore a court on a criminal charge.

It is interesting that tonight we have had all
the comment in the world from members op-
posite who seem to be experts on the charges
laid against these people. From my knowledge
of reading the paper, the charges laid have been
very briefly described in court; and I was some-
what unsure that they dwelt specifically on
areas of the Anchorage development. It seems

that that word was mentioned, and as a result
you have determined that it would be improper
to draw that into the debate tonight.

At the moment the Anchorage deal is a term
used for an area of land in North Fremantle
which is about 9.4 hectares in size. It is
probably a good thing that that piece of land is
called the Anchorage development because
otherwise we might find the Government wants
to extend the sub judice rule many hundreds of
yards or miles beyond this particular area.

I draw to the House's attention the difficulty
you impose on members in representing the
rights of various landowners or other people
who have interests in that particular area. At
present we have a situation in which, if I heard
you correctly, it would be improper to use the
words "Brush", "Martin", or "Anchorage" if
they were to reflect in any way on those people
in relation to the criminal charges before the
court. I accept that, but 1 ask you to consider
that those people and the Anchorage develop-
ment do not necessarily go hand in hand. There
are obviously other people who own land or
have other interests within that 9.4 hectares
and have not had any dealings as yet with Mr
Brush or Mr Martin.

It seems to me that, if the Parliament is re-
stricted from making any specific comment
whatever in respect of the Anchorage develop-
meat, we will in effect disfranchise a number of
people who own land or have interests in that
area. I put it to you that that would be quite
wrong. It is not the job of this Parliament to go
around disfranchising people on the basis that
we cannot use the words "Brush", "Martin",
and "Anchorage", because some would argue
that if we took that in its literal sense we would
be using the sub judice rule to protect the rich
and powerful against the interests of the poor. I
do not believe that that is reasonable prop-
osition. I am sure that that was not the way that
you, Mr Speaker, intended it.

I come back to the point raised by a number
of other speakers that perhaps the very limited
way in which you have asked us to deal with
this subject tonight could disfranchise other
people not connected with the Brush-Martin-
Anchorage development, and that concerns me.

The Minister for Minerals and Energy
explained that this House enjoys the status of a
Chamber superior to the courts of this land. In
fact, it is by the authority of this Parliament
that the courts derive their authority. I anm sure
that no mnember of this Parliament would want
to influence the outcome of any court case.
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Mr Pearce: Not half; you are one.

Mr CASH: I am trying to speak in a reason-
ably moderate tone, but the Leader of the
House interjects and reminds me of his com-
ments the other day before these people were
charged when he said that he predicted they
would be charged. When I asked him what was
his evidence for thinking that he said he did
not have any. He also said that he predicted
they would not be convicted.

Mr Pearce: That is the truth of it.

Mr CASH: The Minister may be right, but I
could draw the inference from that comment
that he will use this place to ensure that the
courts are influenced so that the outcome he
predicted some time ago becomes a fact. I do
not think it is reasonable, fair, or proper that
this House be used in that way.

I remind members that we are talking about
a very serious matter-the rule of sub judice. It
was developed to protect what were termed, so
many hundreds of years ago, the common
people from educated people who sat in
chambers of authority and dispensed justice on
the common people. In developing the rule of
sub judice, it was suggested that there was a
need to be sure that the public did not go
around making statements in respect of any
matters that were before the court. When a jury
was chosen-the 12 good men and true-the
rule protected them from being affected by any
comments made by the community about the
case they were to sit in judgment on. The rule
was never developed as an attempt to fetter the
rights of members of Parliament to make legit-
imate comment on any activity within the gen-
eral jurisdiction of this House of Parliament.

On 6 April 1987, a letter appeared in The
West Australian which was written to the editor
by H-on. Clive Grirniths, President of the Legis-
lative Council. I think all members agree that
he is a very learned person in respect of parlia-
mentary procedure and a very knowledgeable
person in respect of the application of the sub
judice rule. The letter, in part, stated-

It is important that each House of Par-
liament retain its unfettered right to de-
bate matters of public interest and import-
ance even though the result of debate, in
isolated cases, may act to the detriment of
persons who have no effective right of re-
ply.

Part of the letter which did not appear in the
newspaper was as follows-

Personally. I believe that parliamentary
debate will have little effect on a trial
judge's view as to the merits of the respect-
ive parties' claims. However, there may be
a danger, where juries are concerned, that
individual jurors could be influenced by
what is said in debate. Given the standard
of education in our society, that danger is
l ikely to be minimal but, nevertheless, real.

I understand the President was saying that
everyone should moderate their comments in
respect of any matters before the courts, but it
would be quite improper for the Parliament
to impose on itself a restriction that did not
allow a member to express a view on any mat-
ter within the jurisdiction of the Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Was that letter referring to
the civil matter?

Mr CASH: In his comments the President
was referring to a particular matter, but he
mentions the words "the Brush case" in the
second paragraph.

Irrespective of whether we wish to dis-
tinguish between a civil matter and a criminal
matter, the situation remains the same. This
Parliament is superior to the courts it has es-
tablished to dispense justice throughout the
State. While our Standing Orders refer to civil
matters, there is no question that, in respect of
criminal matters, this Mouse still has the auth-
ority to make rules and regulations in respect of
those matters.

As I said, the rule of sub jud ice was originally
developed to prevent members of the public-
at that stage commoners-from making
statements that may influence other members
of the public who had been called on to serve
on a jury to make a determination in respect of
a fellow citizen. It was never developed to try
to fetter the rights of members of Parliament to
make commitments or determinations in re-
spect of any matter within the Parliament's jur-
isdiction. I think that that point has to be
understood.

The Minister for Minerals and Energy said
that, at a public meeting at Fremantle last
night, specific reference was made about
Messrs Brush and Martin and the proposed
Anchorage development.

Mr Parker: That is not true. You can ask the
member fbr Cottesloe. No comment was made
about them at that meeting.
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Mr CASH: I am surprised to hear the Minis-
ter say that. Later I will ask the member for
Cottesloe for his interpretation of what occurred
at that 3 / hour meeting.

The West Australian, in an article this morn-
ing, used the words "Brush", "Martin", and
"the Anchorage development". I suggest it
would be quite wrong for this Parliament to re-
strict itself in such a narrow way as to not be able
to protect the rights of other people while still
maintaining a strict code to ensure that we did
not infringe on the rights of people who have
charges pending before the courts.

I support the motion for dissent.

Mr COWAN: The National Party has taken
no pant in any of the debate relating to those
matters about which you. Mr Speaker, have
made a ruling. It has left that to the Liberal
Opposition. In this particular case we are deal-
ing with your ruling. Mr Speaker, and the mo-
tion for dissent against your ruling: and it is
something in which the National Party should
now become involved. As a party, we have
always been reluctant to dissent from the rul-
ings of the Speaker, but in this case I do suggest
that your ruling has been very narrow.

1 have listened with some interest to the con-
tributions by the member for Cottesloc and the
member for Mitchell-particularly to the
member for Mitchell when he drew a difference
between the definition of matters sub judice in
relation to hearings awaiting adjudication by a
criminal court as opposed to those awaiting
adjudication by a civil court. Certainly, it has
been quite clearly written into the sub judice
rule that matters awaiting a hearing in a crimi-
nal court are given greater significance than
those matters awaiting a hearing in a civil
court.

Nevertheless, it is drawing a very long bow to
disallow the use of the word "Anchorage". I do
not have any argument about disallowing the
use of the names of the individuals concerned,
but to take the word "Anchorage" and say that
it is sub judice and cannot be used in any way
in this debate is taking the definition about
which we are arguing too broadly.

Mr Speaker, I refer YOU to the advice given in
the note on page 12 of the Standing Orders. It
states clearly-

In some circumstances it is possible for a
limited debate to proceed on a broad mat-
ter provided reference is not made to the
particular case before the court:

It is not a reference to words, but to the case
before the coun. I uphold the idea that the case
itself should not be mentioned. I also uphold
your ruling, Mr Speaker, in relation to the
names of the people involved in that case, but I
do not think we can go as far as to say-

Mr D. L. Smith: The important words in that
is, "in some circumstances". You should look
at some of the cases cited.

Mr COWAN: I have read those particular
cases, and having read them I did not get a
great deal of assistance because the cases
quoted do not in any way bear any similarity to
the subject under discussion.

I stand by what I said. The disallowance of
the word "Anchorage" is perhaps taking it to
the extreme. However, I do recognise the diffi-
culty under which you, Sir, place yourself in
trying to uphold the privilege of the Parliament
and also to uphold the sub judice rule. Inevi-
tably, there will be a clash.

It might be out of place for me to make a
recommendation to you, Mr Speaker, but I am
sure it would be a good idea for you to adjourn
the House until the ringing of the bells and take
the particular players in this debate into your
suite to discuss the matter and to reach some
basic agreement about where the line can or
will be drawn. Once that line has been estab-
lished, the debate should resume. If a member
steps over that gentlemen's agreement, then
perhaps you could apply your original prom-
ise-I will not use the word threat-that you
will move this debate to the bottom of the No-
tice Paper.

It is not something I am happy about doing,
but you have taken the interpretation of the
sub judice rule a little too far in saying that the
word "Anchorage" cannot be used, and for that
reason it is with reluctance that the National
Party supports the motion.

Mr BLAIKIE: I support the motion and com-
mend the Leader of the National Party for the
comments he made.

Speakers from this side of the H-ouse have
tried to convey to you, Mr Speaker, the very
fact that the ruling you have made is a far too
narrow interpretation which will stifle debate
on a matter which is not only of important
public interest, but also of great consequence to
the Parliament and the administration of the
Government.

Sir, you indicated that the word
"Anchorage" is not permitted to be used in the
debate. The whole basis of the motion moved
by the Leader of the Opposition is the invest-
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ment strategy of the State Superannuation
Board and the competence of the Premier in
his administration of $500 million-wonth of
contributors' funds. Pan of that strategy is the
investment by the Government of funds in the
Anchorage project.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not right at all.
Mr BLAIKIE: I believe that the investment is

$500 million.
Mr Brian Burke: No, it is not $500 million in

the Anchorage project.
Mr BLAIKIE: I did not say that. I said that it

was the Superannuation Board. It is my under-
standing that the State Superannuation Hoard
has funds of $ 500 mill ion-

Mr Brian Burke: it is much more than that.
Mr BLAMKE: How much?
Mr Brian Burke: It is about $750 million or

$800 million.
Mr BLAMKE: I stand corrected. It is a con-

siderable sum of the public's money, and it is
up to the Parliament to ensure satisfactory dis-
tribution of those funds used by the State
Superannuation Board.

Charges have been laid, and I do not intend
to pursue the names of the people involved.
The Anchorage development has already
attracted widespread public interest; and last
night a meeting was held in Fremantle and was
attended by approximately 400 people. A very
substantial Press report headed, "Premier's
Anchorage Views Anger Lessees", is in today's
edition of the Daily News. Public comments
will continue unabated.

Mr Speaker, your ruling is an attempt to
muzzle the Parliament in its deliberation on
this very important subject, and that is the
reason the Opposition has moved to dissent
from your ruling.

The State Superannuation Board is a very
important investor in projects around the
State. If the ruling is taken to its conclusion,
not only will you protect the litigants currently
involved in this matter, but you will also stop
any questioning of the Government; and surely
that is not your intention.

I want' quickly to refer to- some comments
made at a conference of Presiding Officers
which was held in the Cook Islands in 1976 and
which was attended by a number of Presiding
Officers from Parliaments in Australia. I refer
particularly to a paper presented by Sir Harry
Budd, who was the then President of the Legis-
lative Council of the Parliament of New South
Wales. A comment was made by a Mr Hewitt

on page 104 of the proceedings from which I
will quote. I invite members to read the full
text, but I will quote only part of it, It states-

It is important, therefore, to say that it is
not the role of the Presiding Officer to pro-
tect the Government. Very often a sub
judice ruling can be sought not only to
protect outside people but also to protect
the Government, which may be vulnetable
for partkular reasons.

I submit that a very important pant of the
whole debate tonight is the vulnerability of the
Government-

The SPEAKER: Order! I take strong excep-
tion, now that I have listened very carefully. I
want to be very careful in this debate not to
stop people saying what they need to say in
respect of this motion, but I take very strong
exception to the member for Vasse taking the
line that he is now taking. I have allowed de-
bate on this motion for the very reasons that he
is saying that I am protecting the Government.

I am not going to ask you for an apology, but
I will request you not to pursue the particular
line you are taking. That is a very severe reflec-
tion on my impartiality. I understand why you
are doing it at this time, but be careful, because
right in the middle of this debate I will take
action. I do not want to because I want you to
be free to debate this matter properly, not im-
properly, which is what you are doing at the
moment.

Mr BLAIKE: My remarks have concluded.
Mr LAURANCE: Mr Speaker, I support this

motion of dissent from your ruling. All
speakers prior to me have canvassed very well
the matters of sub judice and the matters relat-
ing to the conduct of the Parliament, but there
is another aspect which has not been canvassed
to date, and that is the whole question of the
Government and the Opposition.

That is what we are about here. We meet
here in the Parliament. We are talking about
running the State. We have a Government
charged with the responsibility of carrying out
that onerous duty. In our free society we have
the minority parties which form what is called
the Opposition. They have a. ver substantial
duty to carry out in this parliamentary democ-
racy, and that is to keep the Government under
scrutiny on all matters.

It becomes even more important that that
scrutiny be stepped up when we find some im-
propriety. That is what we are here for. That is
why we are talking here. That is our proper role
within this Parliament.
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I had it brought borne to me in a very humor-
ous way a few nights ago when I represented
the Opposition on board a new vessel which BP
had had constructed in Japan. It had just
arrived at Kwinana. The member for Cockburn
represented the Government at that function.
Some of the guests were the Japanese builders
of this vessel. My name tag gave my name and
said "State Opposition". A member of the
firm, Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, which had
built this vessel, was intrigued by the word
"Opposition". He could not understand it and
could not translate it into Japanese because
they are only used to "Government", They
have other parties but they do not particularly
refer to them as Opposition parties.

Mr Parker: That is not true.
The SPEAKER: This debate is ranging fairly

faraway from what we should be debating.

Mr LAUJRANCE: I am coming back to the
point.

The SPEAKER: I hope so.

Mr LAURANCE: There must be two sides to
a political democracy. The job of one of those
is to oppose the Government and to keep it
under Scrutiny. It will be fundamental to
democracy in this State that the improprieties
in a major part of the State's investment be
kept under scrutiny. Your ruling, Sir, is ger-
mane to that whole area. The question of sub
judice has been well and truly canvassed here
now in the Parliament, and we have discussed
how we should not transgress on that.

Let me take the point that the Government is
to be kept under scrutiny. The Leader of the
House himself said, "Surely you can wait four
or five weeks to discuss these matters." It may
well be four or five months, It may well be
longer. What is being said here is that one par-
ticular area of investment, even the name of
the area associated with that investment, can-
not be debated by members of this Parliament.

The SPEAKER: It is not true to say that. I
am saying that in respect of this particular de-
bate, not related to the next four or five months
at all. There is a big difference.

Mr LAURANCE: So that after tonight, when
this debate is finished, we can immediately
move to discuss the Anchorage deal and you
will allow it, Sir?

Mr Parker Not the deal. It is a question of
whether it relates to the investment.

Mr LAURANCE: It is a very important
point that I have asked the Speaker.

The SPEAKER: I thought the Minister for
Minerals and Energy put the point very clearly
twice earlier. It is the matters related to the
investment which are quite clearly being con-
sidered by the criminal court. They are the
matters which I want to make sure are not
discussed in this debate tonight. That does not
preclude you from raising them at some other
time.

Mr LAURANCE: That is the very reason we
are dissenting now. That is not the question in
our minds, but the proper administration of the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act is
what the Premier has to answer for; and he
cannot shield behind your ruling for four or
five mdnihs.

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker, I am not

shielding behind your ruling. I do not need to
shield behind anything. It seems to me to be a
gross abuse of your position for the member to
claim that you are shielding me, Sir.

Mr LAURANCE: I am not claiming that at
all.

The SPEAKER: You are not claiming that I
am shielding the Premnier from something?

Mr LAURANCE: I was going to continue the
debate. I apologise, Sir, I did not give you the
chance to answer the point of order.

The SPEAKER: I am asking you what you
are saying. You are not saying that I am pro-
tecting the Premier from anything?

Mr LAURANCE: No. May I continue the
debate?

The SPEAKER: So long as you are not
claiming that.

Mr LAURANCE: Do you want me to con-
tinue, Sir, or will you continue the point of
order?

Several members: It was not a point of order.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: The effect of your ruling,

Sir, is that the Premier will be able to shield
behind the sub judice rule in the way you have
interpreted it in a very important area. His
greatest responsibility now is to prove that he is
not acting in a manner which is wrong or il-
legal. We will pursue him on that. That is the
job of the Opposition. We will not be
prevented from doing this for the next four or
five weeks, or four or five months, or even
longer.
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The difficult pant for you and us, Mr
Speaker, is ibis: I am convinced that more will
come out of this whole business and there will
be more people on other charges, and that will
cause you to rule that we have not to talk about
another area of investment, while more and
more this Premier is protected behind those
rulings. That is important for us. It could go on
for a couple of years. This matter will not be
finished for a long time.

The SPEAKER: You are implying that by
making those rulings I am protecting the
Premier, It is just not right and proper for YOU
to take this opportunity in this debate to imply
that. What you are implying is not just that the
Premier is doing improper things. You are say-
ing that I am party to them by protecting him. I
will not tolerate that. You had better take
another line.

Point of Order
Mr D. L. SMITH: This debate should not be

allowed, in effect, to breach the sub judice rule
itself. The clear inference of what the member
for Gascoyne has just said was that these mat-
tens involve illegal matters which will result in
charges not only against those already charged
but also against other people. I do not know
how that can be interpreted in any other way
by any sensible member of the public than as a
statement which may reflect directly on the
outcome of the trial of these two persons. I
think in that sense the member should be
directed to not in any way imply anything of
that kind in the course of this debate.

The SPEAKER: The point of order taken by
the Member for Mitchell is properly taken, and
for that reason and the one I raised,' the mem-
ber should move immediately to stop that line
of debate and go on to another pant of .it.

Dissentifrom Speaker's Ruling Resumed
Mr LAUJRANCE: All that the exchanges over

the last few minutes prove to me is the very
point I am making, that this Parliament should
be free to discuss matters of grave public im-
portance, and if it is going to be the case that
on this particular occasion the Opposition has
an avenue such as the Anchorage closed off to
it, I am saying that in the future, in the next few
months, it could well be that there are other
avenues related to the Premier's responsi-
bility-and that is what the Opposition wants
to debate-in the handling of the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act that
the Opposition will not be able to discuss. That
is my prediction.

The reason why the Opposition is dissenting
from the ruling tonight is because of the effect
of it. I am not impugning you, Mr Speaker, in
any way with any wrongdoing and with any
motive at all;, but regardless of how much ad-
vice you have taken or how right you think
your decision is, the Opposition must dissent
from it because the effect of it is to blanket the
Opposition from properly doing its duty in this
State.

The Opposition is convinced that the
Premier has been wrong in his administration,
his maladministration, of a very important Act.
The Premier took an oath that he would uphold
his responsibilities to the people of this State.
The people of this State have an institution, the
Opposition, to ensure that the Premier does
not break that oath.

The effect of' the ruling tonight, and of any
rulings in this line which may come forward in
subsequent months, is to prevent the Oppo-
sition from doing its duty. That is the point I
am trying to make, and the Premier knows it. If
it has to be debated elsewhere, I presume it will
be. There are questions on the Notice Paper
today which relate to another aspect of the
State Superannuation Board's dealings. When
they are answered and when that matter is
thoroughly investigated, I think you will find,
Sir, you might have to give a similar ruling in
respect of that particular matter.

There are other matters which will come out,
no doubt. This all leads up to a tremendous
smell around this Government. The Oppo-
sition will not be put off from debating it. It is
not just a matter of weeks; it could be a matter
of months, or it could even be as much as two
years, leading up to the next election. That is
how serious the matter is for the Opposition. it
was flippant of the Leader of the House tonight
to say that surely the Opposition can wait for
four or five weeks. How does the Leader of the
House know when the trial is going to be
concluded? [ suggest the Minister does not, and
that the matters are so serious and widespread
that they will go on for many months and will
possibly involve a lot of other individuals.
Where does the Premier stand then?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member just
cannot keep saying those things, and will have
just one more chance to continue the speech,
and then I will invoke Standing Order No. 69. 1
will give the member one more chance to con-
tinue the speech, and if that field is strayed into
again, I will invoke that section of the rules.
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Mr LAURANCE: I refer to Standing Order
No. 69(e), which is the one I thought you had
referred to, Mr Speaker, because that is central
to the point I am trying to make. All that
Standing Order wilt doa is prevent me tonight
from-

The SPEAKER: I do not want to.

Mr LAURANCE. You may want to, Mr
Speaker. I do not want to dissent from your
ruling, but the important point is that there are
some fundamental principles here, and that is
why the Opposition is doing what it is tonight;,
so you can sit me down tonight, but other
things will come up and similar rulings may
prevent the Opposition from speaking about
those things. But it will not shield the Premier,
whether he tries to use that ruling or not.

Mr D. 1. Smith: The Member can speak
about it anywhere in this House but not
outside, because the member will be charged.

Mr LAURANCE: Is the member going to
challenge the 400 people and his Minister who
spoke last night?

Mr Parker: You are telling an untruth, as
usual.

The SPEAKER: Order! The debate up to this
lime has been relatively gentlemanly, if I can
use that term. Members should try to keep it in
that vein and put in points of order.

Mr LAURANCE: I think it is far more
serious than that.

The point I have made through my contri-
bution to this debate relates to the whole mat-
ter of Government and Opposition and the ef-
feet of your ruling, Mr Speaker, beyond this
Parliament on the running of the State. That is
why the Opposition is vehemently opposed to
your ruling and why it supports this motion of
dissent. I think you should do the right thing by
yourself as a person and for this Parliament as
it proceeds over the next few months, because
this will be the central issue for many months
to come-

The member who spoke prior to me,
although he was upbraided for it, had studied
this matter very seriously- Members are sup-
plied with a magazine called The Parliamen-
tarian, which talks about these matters all
around the world. The member found a sign ifi-
cant quote which touched on this particular
debate. I thought it was most appropriate that
it was raised. The member was virtually told to
sit down because it was raised. As you know,

Mr Speaker, your very ruling will probably end
up in that magazine because it is that signifi-
cant.

Whether you like it or not, Sir, the effect will
be that the Government will use this ruling to
hide behind over subsequent months. I am say-
ing that is not the Government's proper role in
this society. The proper role of the Govern-
ment is to administer the rules and the Acts of
this State fairly and impartially. It has not done
that. The events of the last few months have
already shown that.

Some action should have been taken by the
Premier. The Premier should have stood down
from his responsibility, particularly in respect
of that particular Act, or should have set up
some inquiry into the whole matter, because
the Premier is closely associated with the
people whose names you have said the Oppo-
sition cannot use in this debate.

it is a grave matter for the State, and that
makes it a grave matter for the Opposition. The
Opposition would be accused of dereliction of
its duty if it walked away from that matter. It
cannot and will not. It will pursue it in every
possible way that it can. If you, Mr Speaker, say
there are parts of it that the Opposition cannot
discuss, it will discuss every other aspect that is
available to it. When you make a ruling like
this which is against the best interests of the
democracy of this State, then the Opposition
will severely and ver Strongly oppose your rul-
ing.

Question (dissent from Speaker's ruling) put
and a division taken with the following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
M r Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
M r Gordon Hill
Mr Hodge
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough

Ayes 19
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot
Mr MacKiinnon
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 24
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Tray
Mrs Watkins
Dr Waison
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan
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Ayes
Pairs

Noes
Mr Thompson Dr Gallop
MrSpriggs Mr Evans
MrTrenorden Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Court Mr Bridge
Mr Mensaros Mr Tom Jones

Question thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr LIGH-TFOOT: Severely restricted as I
am, I intend to stick by the guidelines and trust
that I will not unwittingly stray from the strin-
gent rules you have set. Mr Speaker.

The North Fremantle Quay redevelopment
site;, that is, that site bounded by the Swan
River, the Stirling Traffic Bridge, the Stirling
Highway, and the old Fremantle Traffic Bridge,
has an investment in it-

Points of Order

Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker, the member
for Murchison-Eyre is quite deliberately
attempting to transgress the fundamental basis
of the ruling you have made and which was
clearly explained both by me and by you at
various times as being about the investments in
the project concerned. It does not matter what
members call it. The word "Anchorage" is not
the important issue- Whether the member uses
the word "Anchorage" or not, as it became
quite clear in your statements concerning your
ruling and the debate on the motion which has
just now concluded, the issue is that if we are to
protect the fundamental rights of these people,
the investment decisions which relate to the
alleged relationship between Mr Brush and Mr
Martin and the investments of the Super-
annuation Board which relate to them are not
to be discussed before the charges currently be-
fore the courts are heard.

That was clearly your ruling, Mr Speaker,
and the view of the Legislative Assembly in the
vote just taken. I suggest the member for
Murchison-Eyre is trying to make a mockery of
that by referring to the same matter but
describing it in a different way.

Mr HASSELL: On the same point of order,
Mr Speaker, if the member for Murchison-Eyre
was attempting any such thing I hardly think
anyone would be able to make a judgment on
that by the few words he has been able to utter
before being SO rapidly interrupted by the Min-
ister. As I understand it, this debate is directed
towards the activities of the Government.

The SPEAKER: The matter of the sub judice
rule which has just been discussed at length,
and the ruling which I made, is now not just a
ruling by me but a ruling by the Parliament.
The Parliament has decided that that ruling
was correct, and the Minister for Minerals and
Energy beat me to his feet by a microsecond
because there is no doubt in my mind that the
member for Murchison-Eyre was endeavouring
to thwart that decision of the Parliament which
took so long to reach. The member must not do
that. I do not want to stop debate on this mat-
ter, nor to invoke section 69(e) of our Standing
Orders;, but I will if I have to.

Debate Resumed

Mr LIGHTFOQT: I genuinely thought the
word "Anchorage" was the only one not to be
used. Do I take it that we are not to discuss in
any form the Anchorage development?

The SPEAKER: The question is that the mo-
tion be agreed to.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker-

The SPEAKER: Is the member for
Murchison-Eyre taking a point or order, or did
he sit down?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: No, Sir, I wish to con-
tinue my speech.

The SPEAKER: Would the member please
resume his seat for a moment. In my view, he
sat down. If he wants -to test my patience he is
going a very long way towards it. I think I have
been very tolerant and reasonable about all the
matters raised this even ing, but really my
tolerance is being stretched. The member
should not stretch it any more because rem-
edies are open to me to ensure that he has a
holiday from this place for quite a lengthy time
if he does.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, there are
other investments of the State Superannuation
Board that are highly questionable. In the time
allowed to me and under the restrictions I am
suffering, I want to illustrate some of the in-
vestments-some of the hundreds of millions
of dollars of State public servants' funds, and
indeed the funds of the parliamentarians in this
House tonight-that have been used in a cava-
lier manner, a manner where investments must
have been subjected to only cursory inspections,
and a manner that has not returned to the State
Superannuation Board anywhere near those per-
centages one would expect in other areas of the
private sector.
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I allude particularly to the $4 million invest-
ment, if I may call it that, by the State
Superannuation Board in the company known
as Brockleys Limited-a company I spoke
about some weeks ago. It was formerly known
as Lockes Furnishers. I believe that of the State
Superannuation Board's several hundred
million dollars-and I am not too sure of the
exact amount but I think the Treasurer said
there was about $750 million of funds in the
State Superannuation Board; is that correct, Mr
Premier?

Mr Brian Burke: My impression is that there
is $750 million of total investments, not of
funds, in the board.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I cannot find that, but I
accept what the Treasurer says, because it is h is
ultimate responsibility.

Mr Brian Burke: I have not checked it.
Mr LIGH-TFOOT: Well, give or take $50

million. But the most I can find is about $454
million or $455 million. 1 cannot find in the
latest balance sheet-

Mr Brian Burke: Then there must be a scan-
dal;, that $300 million is missing, surely. Let us
hear it!

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I would have thought the
Treasurer, being the head of the State
Superannuation Board, would have known
where the money is and what the amount is, at
least to the nearest $50 million. I find it pre-
posterous that the Treasurer says, "I think
there is about $750 million."

Mr Brian Burke: That is what I thought was
the case.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Treasurer could even
be a couple of hundred million dollars out.
That might not be big bikkies to him, but it is a
lot of money to me, a poor squatter and a poor
adventurer in mining. It must be a lot of money
to the State Superannuation public servants.

Mr Bryce: You really look after your sheep.
Mr LIGHTFOQT- I do look after my sheep. I

got top price for my wool this year-552 cents
a kilo-so obviously F do look after my sheep.
Whether the Board has $700 million or $450
million does not seem of much consequence to
the man who is in charge-the Premier. The
Government started to throw $4 million of
State Superannuation Board money into
companies like Brockleys, and that was
intended to purchase El Caballo Blanco. The
Teachers Credit Society has seen fit to invest
$4 million in the same company. El Caballo
Blanco was the target in recent times of that

money placed in Brockleys. It was simply
thwarted by the ethics of this side of the House
in bringing some of the more notorious invest-
ments to the notice of the public through this
forum. The $8 million-$4 million of which is
SSB money-is sitting in Brockleys. I think the
Premier ought to tell this House, when he has
the opportunity, what that money is doing, how
it is being used, what collateral value there is in
Brockleys, and why there is an investment of
$4 million, if, in fact, it is still in there.

Towards the end of 1986 the return to the
board of the SSE was something in the vicinity
of 19 per cent. I do not know if that is a very
accurate figure. 1 wish to draw to the attention
of the House the efforts of the AFT managed
investment trust. It returned 30.39 per cent per
annum.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not comparable.
They do not have the long-term low yearly
Government investments.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am trying to point out
the incompetence of the Treasurer. He should
resign from his position. I refer to another
article which says that United Credit added
51 .9 per cent to a "nest egg" in just 14 months.

Mr Brian Burke: That is a roll-over invest-
ment, you dope.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Why does the Treasurer
not let these people have their money?

Mr Brian Burke: That is a DAP.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: It says that 14 months

ago, after a certain Mr Vermullen asked the
credit society to make the most of his lump
sum payment within 14 months, he increased it
by 59.9 per cent. How often does the Treasurer
think he can roll it over in 14 months?

Mr Brian Burke: Slow learner! No wonder
you went bankrupt.

The SPEAKER: Order! We are not getting
into that realm of things, please.

Mr LIGHTFOOT. It is some source of em-
barrassment that I lost money 20 or 30 years
ago; but it is no source of embarrassment that I
paid every cent of that money back with
interest. What happened 30 years ago is of little
consequence to this place. The Treasurer tries
to camouflage his incompetence and inability
to deal with the portfolio he has by dragging
red herrings across the path. It does the
Treasurer and his credibility, which is at an
abysmally low point, no good. He is already
down the P trap, and someone has only to press
the button and he will go completely into the
septic tank.
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I refer to another article which says they have
the highest return in Australia.

The SPEAKER: Can we get on with this de-
bate, please.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: It says that the ANZ
growth approved deposit fund grossed 4 1.1 per
cent per annum net.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not the highest re-
turn at all.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: That is what it said. The
Treasurer is quite right; there is one over 50 per
cent! In the Treasurer's own report-as the
member for Cottesloc points out-it says it is
only I13.9 per cent. Let me look at the equity in
fixed interest in the ADS. BT Australia Invest-
ment shows $160 million, which is a fair swag
of money. It is not much to the Treasurer be-
cause he does not know whether he is $200
million up or down on the fund, but they made
38.8 per cent. ANZ Growth made 41.1 per cent
and Wardley Growth-a very poor per-
former-camne in with $92 million at 30.6 per
cent. The Government is bragging about 19 per
cent, and, with even the highest growth in the
stock market where most of it came from, it is
now history.

I suggest that the Government has made very
little. After looking at his track record the
Treasurer should step down. I say that in all
sincerity. I am not saying it to get him or to
hurt him. He will have a chance to respond
later on. He may say what the $4 million of
Teachers Credit money is doing in Brockley
Investments Ltd. why he did not go ahead with
the purchase of El Caballo Blanco when it was
clearly indicated by my source that Brockley
intended to do that, and that was what the
money was for. He might tell us-instead of
bragging about it-why he only made 19 per
cent in 1986 when investment in shares was
amongst the highest growth of the stock market
in which the Government has many speculative
shares-contrary to the conditions under the
Act. Why have you got those speculative
shares?

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[10.57 pm]: In trying to address the :substance
of the motion, I should firstly say that the
members for Gascoyne and Murchison-Eyre as-
sume a certain demeanour that is widely
recognised and which earns them a certain pos-
ture within the context of this place. Members
will not be too concerned if I do not bother to

answer some of the more irrational arguments
of the member for Murchison-Eyre on this oc-
casion.

Let me simply say to him and to the Parlia-
ment that if this motion is justified now, how
much more was it justified during the term of
my illustrious predecessors, Mr Ray O'Connor
or Sir Charles Court, because if any Treasurer
is to be hung on performance-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is not fair for

members to test my patience like this on so
many occasions. it is a fairly standard pro-
cedure I have that members ought to have the
chance to get out some of their debate for two
or three minutes; at least before we start hear-
ing interjections. I should not have to rise to
my feet every time someone else starts to speak
and remi nd members of that. Please use your
commonsenise and good manners.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Then how much more
delinquent were those Premiers and Treasurers
in the years 1980 to 1983, because the member
for Murchison-Eyre and the Leader of the Op-
position studiously avoided talking about the
return to the investors on the investments by
the fund during those years. I will tell members
about the return to investors. The member for
Murchison-Eyre can leave the Chamber, but he
cannot deny that in 1980, for example, the re-
turn was 0.4 of one per cent. In 1981 it was 2.7
per cent in real terms. In 1982 it was 0.4 per
cent in real terms; in 1983, it was 2.6 per cent,
so it started to nudge up in real terms. In 1984,
by the time we had started to bring the board
into some sensible sort of investment order, it
was 7.5 per cent in real terms; in 1985 it was
9.6 per cent, and in 1986 it was 11.4 per cent in
real terms.

For giving that return I am accused of not
having an investment strategy. It was inappro-
priate that those Liberal Party Premiers and
Treasurers who were responsible for returns
which at their maximum reached only 2.7 per
cent are lauded and apparently not responsible
for their actions. The truth is that in the matter
of investment strategy the results show that the
return to investors is immeasurably better.Leaving aside all of the other arguments the
Opposition wants to maisc, the return to inves-
tors is immeasurably better than it was during
the Liberal Party's stewardship.

That is the first point I want to make. There
is no substance to the claim that the perform-
ance of the board's investments, as it reflects
the investment strategy, is anything but much
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better under the present Government than it
was when the Liberal Party was in Government
in this State. If any Treasurers are to be hung
for a lack of performance, it should be those
who headed the Liberal Party's policy-making
in the area of the SSB in the years 1981, 1982,
and 1983. In a number of key areas the Leader
of the Opposition's contribution, lacklustre as
it was, was also very wrong. The Leader of the
Opposition neglected to pay attention to de-
tails, neglected to be accurate, and neglected to
be honest when he quoted some of the bases on
which his argument depended.

Firstly, I address the question of the global
approvals, so much of which has been referred
to by the Leader of the Opposition from time
to time. The only Treasurer ever to have de-
parted from the policy of global approvals was
myself. From 1972 every Treasurer responsible
for superintending the 558 approved a global
programme of investments by the board.

Mr MacKinnon: Have I criticised that?

Mr BRI[AN BURKE: Of course the Leader of
the Opposition has been critical of that. The
Leader of the Opposition has consistently
said-not tonight, it is true-as has the mem-
ber for Coltesle the member for Murchison-
Eyre and possibly the member for Mt Lawley,
that that practice did not comply with the Act.
That is what they have said, yet they know as
well as I do that I was the only Treasurer ever
to depart from that principle of global ap-
provals. I departed from it after one of the
biggest rorts ever pulled by a State
Superannuation Board superintended by a Lib-
eral Party Premier and Treasurer. That Halls
Head investment, which was an investment
done in cahoots with Perpetual Trustees that
eventually lost the 558 $12 million, was an
investment that should have been, and was,
looked at; it was an investment that in many
ways should be subject to the sort of criticism
that the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Murchison-Eyre want to make
about the superintendence of the 558 for which
I have been responsible.

Mr MacKinnon: Who are you saying in that
case was responsible?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that in
1982, as the Leader of the Opposition knows,
the offer to buy 5f1 per cent of the Halls Head
investment was made by the 558.

Mr MacKinnon: So you are saying that those
people at that time were what?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying those
people entered into an agreement which would
not stand any sort of prudential or financial
scrutiny. If the Leader of the Opposition wants
to talk about unwise investments-

Mr MacKinnon: Why did you approve it in
June 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because the offer to
purchase had been made and the board had
already agreed to proceed with the purchase;
and the global approval previously given by the
Liberal Panty Premier was the funding auth-
ority for the proposal.

Mr MacKinnon: Why depart from global ap-
provals and give the specific approval?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because the global ap-
proval was given, the otter was made, the de.
cision was made and then-it is interesting the
Leader of the Opposition has raised this mat-
ter-the 558 Investment Trust was established.
That created the problem that required my sub-
sequent approval, but I was in no position to
renege on the undertakings already given. The
Leader of the Opposition knows that.

It is also interesting to look at the statements
made by the Leader of the Opposition when he
referred to the 558 Investment Trust and the
role of Perpetual Trustees in that trust: but
before I do that the point he raised prior to that
point was about the Chairman of the 558. It is
important that all members of this House know
that the report to which the Leader of the Op-
position referred, but which he did not bother
to quote, on page 33 reads as follows-

In summary, we envisage the Board
would comprise: Chairman-Government
appointee. Full-time.

Earlier the report had said that the Chairman
should be appointed by the Government and
should not be selected from the 558's staff, nor
should he be either the contributors' represen-
tative, or pensioners' representative, or other
interested partics' representative.

On page 28 when referring to the board of
the investment trust the report refers again
to-

the Chairman of the State Superannuation
Board (full time).

As far as the Leader of the Opposition is con-
cerned, all of those quotes give lie to the belief
that he tried to propagate that the report did
not envisage a full-time Government-
appointed chairman. It did, and that was the
way in which the Government proceeded, and
to proceed in that way does not mean that
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detailed consideration was not given to the re-
port by Price Waterhouse. Giving detailed con-
sideration does not mean agreeing with and
implementing every recommendation. It means
considering and then implementing or rejecting
or modifying prior to partial implementation.
The Leader of the Opposition, in his superficial
way, attempted to say that because a
recommendation was not implemented, some-
how or other that recommendation had not
been given detailed consideration.

The next point raised by the Leader of the
Opposition referred to the SSB Investment
Trust. 1 know that the Perpetual Trustees' letter
in its final paragraph said in effect that there
was an arrangement according to Perpetual
Trustees' solicitors by which the board would
make the annual reports. That simply says that
the solicitors for Perpetual Trustees were under
the impression that that was the arrangement.
It may well be that the board's solicitors, or the
board itself, were under another impression.
Who knows?

As far as Perpetual Trustees are concerned, it
is not sufficient to say that simply because it
believes, mistakenly or otherwise, that a certain
situation is the case, it therefore is the case.
The Leader of the Opposition was again wrong
when he said that Perpetual Trustees was not
the manager or the trustee of the fund. He was
wrong when he said that because since 1983
Perpetual Trustees was the trustee and man-
ager, and although that was its formal position,
it maintained, contrary to the board's im-
pressions, that many of the formal manage-
ment procedures were to be carried out by the
board. Perpetual Trustees never denied, as the
Leader of the Opposition tried to deny for it,
that it was the manager. What it said was,
"Yes, we are the manager, but it's our view that
you're going to fulfill these functions." That
may well be their function, but the manager is
responsible for submitting the return to the
Corporate Affairs Department, and during the
time until the year ending 30 June i986, the
board did not submit returns. The manager is
responsible, and it is no good for Perpetual
Trustees to say, "We are the managers, but we
thought you were doing it." There could have
been a genuine misunderstanding; I would not
say there was not. But they were the managers;
it was their responsibility and they failed to
ensure their responsibility was fulfilled.

From I July 1986, a company called SB In-
vestment Trust was formed by the members of
the board to act as manager.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the
Opposition's method of interjecting does
nothing but make the task of some of the par-
liamentary staff more difficult. If your interjec-
tions are genuine, you could at least wait for a
pause and then try to make them like most
other members do in this place, instead of try-
ing to shout over people, which makes it very
difficult for Kansard.

MrT BRIAN BURKE: So we have
demonstrated that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has failed to understand that giving con-
sideration to a recommendation did not mean
implementing it;, that he misrepresented or
deliberately misquoted the Price Waterhouse
report on the State Superannuation Board
when he said that the report did not foresee a
full-time Govern ment-appoi nted chairman;
that he deliberately or at least ignorantly mis-
led the House when he said that the Perpetual
Trustees company was neither the trustee nor
the manager, when it was. The Perpetual
Trustees company did not deny that fact. It was
saying, "We are the trustee and the manager
but that is a formality. We understand that the
obligation to make these returns is being
fulfilled by the board." Perpetual Trustees, as
the manager, had the obligation to submit the
annual returns, and it had the obligation at
least to assure itself that the returns were being
submitted. During the period for which it was
the trustee and the manager, it neglected to
ensure that those returns Were submitted.

The next statement made by the Opposition
is that because I did not know that the returns
Were not submitted, I was delinquent for not
insisting they be submitted. The point is that
Perpetual Trustees, the manager and the
trustee, did not know that the returns were not
submitted. Each year the Auditor General
audited the State Superannuation Board's re-
port of its activities, and he did not know that
these returns had not been submitted. The
board obviously did not know, because the
Leader of the Opposition or the member for
Murchison-Eyre quoted a letter from Mr
Hammond saying that he had found out in
986 that the returns had not been submitted.

The Leader of the Opposition wants to say that
I am delinquent for not knowing the returns
had not been submitted. Of course I did not
know. But it was not my place to know. There
was no way I could have known unless I had
been usurping the role of the board and playing
the primary role in its investment functions,
and that has never been the case.
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As the Leader of the Opposition has admit-
ted, previous Treasurers gave global approvals.
I desisted from that for a year after I found out
that the Halls Head investment had been one
that involved a gross evasion of tax. I desisted
from giving carte blanche for a year while
changes were made. But how can anyone who
was giving global approvals, as were the Liberal
Premiers, be expected to know the details of an
investment programme that was the direct re-
sponsibility of the board? As far as that is con-
cerned, there is a contributors' representative
on the board, and he has a vote on each of the
investments made.

Changes were made to the State
Superannuation Board, and those changes in-
cluded the way in which the indexation account
was established. That indexation account,
which is now used to subsidise the cost of living
adjustments that are made to pensioners' pen-
sions, has been the source of a great deal of
Controversy.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not think the
Leader of the Opposition is wilfully disobeying
me. There is a method of interjecting, although
all interjections are highly disorderly. But if he
cannot find his way clear to interjecting in the
same manner as do most other members during
normal debate, I will ask him to cease
interjecting altogether.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That indexation ac-
count, funded by the surpluses of the fund, has
been the source of much of the criticism by the
members of the fund, who believe that money
should accrue to them and should be
distributed as it was previously in occasional
distributions of lump sum payments to con-
tributors. That is one of the reasons why there
has been dissatisfaction, but the Government
does not desist from the establishment of that
fund.

What I will now turn to are the results of the
investment strategy that has caused such
anxiety among members of the Opposition, in
particular the member for Murchison-Eyre.
The shares portfolio that he has been so quick
to attack as speculative has had an annual
growth rate of 59 per cent in the return of
investments or the value of investments. The
member for Murch ison-Eyre says that the stock
market has been at an all-time high. But the
rise in the all ordinaries index for the same
period has been 42 per cent, so the board's
share portfolio has had an annual growth which
has outperformed the all ordinaries index.

After one gets past the first roadblock that
seems to obsess the member for Murchison-
Eyre and the Leader of the Opposition, it is
necessary to attend to the question of Western
Reefs, and to counter the argument used by the
Opposition about Western Reefs, which is a
speculative investment. In the normal State
Superannuation Board operations, a certain
proportion of its investments are speculative.
The critics of the Western Reefs paper loss of
about $2 million ignore a series of other invest-
ments that show profits of between $500 000
and $9 million. If, on the day that the member
for Murchison-Eyre raised his question about
the Western Reefs investment, all of the
board's share investments had been liquidated,
they would have shown a profit of $22 million.
So where is the substance to the arguments
raised by the member for Murchison-Eyre and
the Leader of the Opposition?

This in sequential order is the way in which
the case might more properly be put: The
Leader of the Opposition conceded that when
we were elected it was time for someone to
have carried out a review of or an investigation
into the State Superannuation Board. We
proceeded to do that. The fulcrum on which
the report from Price Waterhouse pivoted was
the Halls Head investment, an investment
which involved a massive tax evasion, with the
State Superannuation Board assuming the tax
liability for the project and turning a $ 1 million
operating loss by Parr's into a $4 million
operating profit in the first year of the invest-
ment. In assuming that tax responsibility, the
State Superannuation Board was deliberately
taking advantage of its tax-free status, because
it was not obliged to pay tax, ensuring that the
Commonwealth purse was deprived of that tax.
The Halls Head investment taking the shape
that it did was agreed upon and publicised by
the board and the previous Government in the
last part of 1982, and was referred for final
approval in the first part of 1983-final ap-
proval which was a formality in view of what
had preceded it.

Given that situation, changes were made in
the board's operations, and some of those
changes were in line with the report's
recommendations, while others were not. But
in terms of performance, whatever changes
were made or left undone, whatever
recommendations were ignored, modified,
rejected, or implemented, the truth is that the
performance of the board right across its range
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of in vestments is immeasurably better today in
the interests of its contributors than it was dur-
ing the period of the previous Government.

In addition to that, in comparison with other
funds to which it is legitimately compared, the
State Superannuation Fund ranks in the top 10
per cent of similarly managed funds. One can-
not compare it with roll-over funds, from
which returns are not taken but which com-
pound their interest, in the way the member for
Murchison-Eyre attempted to make a compari-
son. Only he would make the comparison; he is
the only person in the Parliament who would
make a comparison because he is the only one
who would not understand the difference be-
tween compound and simple interest. The
member for Murchison-Eyre, by his own i gnor-
ance, is hoist with his own petar because he
fails to understand that the ADP roll-over
funds which compound their interest and ben-
efit from special tax provisions cannot be
compared with the State Superannuation Fund.

Mr Lightfoot: Of course they can. It is still
money.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is the only member
who would make the comparison. No-one else
would ever dare to try to compare the two. For
the benefit of the member for Murchison-Eyre,
what does he think about the return of 0.4 of I
percent in 1980?

Mr Lightfoot: I was not here in 1980.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, he was not, but I

am asking the member what he thinks about it.
What about 1981 when the return was 2.7 per
cent, or 1983 when it was 0.4 per cent? What
does the member think about those rates of
return? What does the member think of a re-
turn of 2.6 percent?

Mr Lightfoot: It is obviously not a good re-
turn.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not a good return;
in fact it is much worse than the fund earns
now.

Mr Lightfoot: But your return is about half of
what you could have got if someone else was
managing the fund.

Mr MacKinnon: .How many Price
Waterhouse reports were there?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot answer the
question because I do not have the infor-
mation. I have tried to find out, but I have
been unable to find out.

Mr MacKinnon: There is one.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The investment philos-
ophy of the board is to maximise earnings and
to develop a diversified and flexible portfolio.
The composition of the portfolio by sector is
presently shares I I per cent, property 33 per
cent, fixed interest 52 per cent, and short-term
investments 4 per cent. I am advised that the
portfolio is overweighted in the fixed interest
Sector, and despite that overweighting through
the investment of funds in Government
guaranteed loans or in Government or statu-
tory authorities, the fund still out-performs
most of those other funds with which it should
be legitimately compared. It out-performs
those funds when most of those overweighted
fixed interest sector investments and non-nego-
tiable Government and local government se-
curities are a legacy of the previous Govern-
ment's policy in respect of Superannuation
Board investments.

Mr Lightfoot: At least it is safe. They did not
put it into properties.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It can be buried too, if
that is what the member is suggesting.

In recent years. I am told, an integral part of
the board's overall investment strategy has
been to establish a broadly-based long-term
growth share portfolio. Apart from acquiring a
representative spread of investment, develop-
ment of core holdings has been accepted as an
important part of the philosophy of the fund.
The board has allocated a small percentage of
its portfolio to investing in the entrepreneurial
sector of the market. At 30 June' 1986, this
sector represented approximately 2 per cent of
the total portfolio. The benefits achieved from
this policy have been extremely rewarding. For
example, the investment in Austech Inter-
national Ltd, which cost $2.7 million in March
1986. was valued at $6.3 million in June 1986.

The member for Murchison-Eyre said, "It is
all right to talk about the way in which the
share investment returns are escalating, but the
share market is booming." That is true, but he
does not understand that the all ordinaries in-
dex grew by 42.5 per cent during the period in
which the share portfolio of the State
Superannuation Board grew by 59 per cent. So.
the board's investments on the stock market
outperformed the market itself.

In every substantial point raised by the Op-.
position, I have been able to demonstrate there
is simply not a basis for making the claims
which the Leader of the Opposition in a dismal
manner, and the member for Murchison-Eyre
in an irrational manner, attempted to make.
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There is very good reason why the member for
Murchison-Eyre would not go back and quote
the letter which he initially wanted to read
from and then restricted his reading to the last
paragraph, because in the third paragraph of
the letter the writer makes it perfectly clear that
the Perpetual Trustees company was the man-
ager and trustee from 9 June 1983. That is why
he did not want to go back and read it.

It will be interesting to see the ructions
within the Opposition after this evening's de-
bate, because we have seen the clear example of
the member for Cottesloe leading the Oppo-
sition from the back benches. It was the mem-
ber for Cottesloe who told the member for
Murchison-Eyre to move dissent from the
Speaker's ruling. It was the member for
Murchison-Eyre who, after he had moved dis-
sent, went to check with the Leader of the Op-
position to see it was all right, and that was
after four or five members had spoken. It was
the member for Cottesloe who made the most
cogent case, wrong though it was and
substantially lacking in persuasiveness, in sup-
port of the dissent motion. Conversely it was
the Leader of the Opposition who made the
worst contribution to the debate, and that is
saying something because the member for
Murchison-Eyre spoke after him, and I suppose
he gets points for quaintness and that is about
all. The Leader of the Opposition was working
up to something for an hour, and it was appar-
ent in the sixy-flfth minute what it was he was
working up to-he was working up to sitting
down, It was a build up to the biggest anti-
climax I have seen or heard. He was not
comfortable with the debate: he did not under-
stand it: and he was not supported by his own
colleagues to any marked degree.

I really do not understand the member for
Murchison-Eyre. He seems to think he gains
points by carrying on in the way he does by
threatening to reveal criminal records.

Mr Lightfoot: You have a record.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He can reveal my
criminal record whenever he likes.

Mr Lightfoot: It is very difficult to get.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member said he

had them all.
Mr Lightfoot: I did not say that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member said he
was going to name them.

Mr Lightfoot: I did not say I would name
yours: it is very difficult to get.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He said, "All members
on this side".

Mr Lightfoot: I did not say all members on
that side.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What is the matter with
the member? He screws his socks on.

Mr Lightfoot: You are starting to talk like the
way you run the Superannuation Board-
incompetently. Before you sit down, tell us
about the $4 million that you directed the
Superannuation Board to put into properties.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I directed that it be put
into properties?

Mr Lightfoot: You must have.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why?
Mvr Lightfoot: You blamed section 25(2) of

the Act.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member was not

here when I said it, so I will say it again. Sec-
tion 25(2) has caused successive Premiers and
Treasurers to give global approval to the
board's investment programmes.

Mr Lightfoot: That does not override the
legislation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course it does if it
complies with the legislation, and I am advised
that it does.

Mr Lightfoot: Let me read it. It says the
board shall not invest the funds or any portion
thereof in any investment of any kind whatever
without the consent of the Treasurer being first
obtained.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right.
Mr Lightfoot: There is nothing superior to

that section.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The global approval-
Mr Lightfoot: Oh, global approval rubbish!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: How can anyone de-

bate a man like that when he says that I have
directed money to be invested in properties,
and then he assumes I have, and then he as-
sumes I have given that direction on his mis-
taken apprehension of the Act.

Mr Lightfoot: Have you, or havc you not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course I have not

directed them to invest in properties.
Mr Lewis: Why not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Giving consent is dif-

ferent from directing, surely?
Mr Lightfoot: Have you given consent to it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not checked to

see if that comes within the global approvals.
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Mr Lewis: You said you had withdrawn from
making global approvals.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member did not
listen. The period for which I withdrew was the
period during and after the restructuring of the
board.

Mr Lewis: Now you have gone back to mak-
ing global approvals?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, for the past year
and a half.

In the same way that the member for
Gascoyne has worn out his credibility with
most people, although not with some sections
of the Press, the member for Murchison-Eyre is
rapidly approaching the same point. Members
do not get anywhere by saying they will outline
all of the criminal records of Government
members except Ministers. They can outline
mine; I am happy for them to do that.

Mr MacKinnon: Then you dredge up infor-
mation about other members going bankrupt.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He was the one who
said it. If he wants to say those things, I do not
think it is unfair for me to say that perhaps the
member for Murchison-Eyre is not as good a
manager as he would like us to think. I could
not care less about the member for Murchison-
Eyre. He is a fairly temporary appendage in
this place.

Mr Laurance: He worries you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He does not worry me
at allI.

There have been only two speakers, and I
have tried to deal with both of them. I have
tried to answer the points raised by the Leader
of the Opposition-points which were raised in
a desultory fashion. He seemed to be all at sea.
The member for Murchison-Eyre made many
outlandish claims and statements.

I think it has been demonstrated that, pub-
licly, the member for Gascoyne stands in a very
poor light. He does not have a good estimation
in the public's view. He quite proudly admits
that he is prepared to mix it or say all sorts of
things about all sorts of people. No-one has
much time for the man because he is prepared
to comport himself in that way. This evening,
when he accused me of doing illegal things, he
added one more nail to his coffin. While the
least that can be said about the Leader of the
Opposition is that he is ineffectually pleasant,
not even that can be said in the latter part
about the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

The Government rejects the motion. The ar-
guments put by the Opposition in its support
have not been persuasive. They have failed dis-
mally to do anything but waste private mem-
bers' time.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce
(Leader of the House).

House adjourned at 11. 33 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

WATER RESOURCES
Underground.- Water Table Lowering

72. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Does the exploitation of public use of

groundwater in the Onangara Mound
by the Water Authority of Western
Australia mean that the water table is
to be allowed to drop by one metre?

(2) Whether the answer to (1) is in the
affirmative or the negative, is the
Government going to protect the
present level of the wetland lakes and,
if so. how?

(3) Would he inform the House about the
Government's and/or the Water Auth-
ority's future aims for the northern
suburbs Of the metropolitan area as far
as groundwater resources are con-
cerned?

Mr BR IDG E repl ied:
(1) An environmental review and man-

agement programme concerning use of
groundwater in the Onangara Mound
has been prepared by the Water Auth-
ority of Western Australia and iS yet
to be reported upon by the Environ-
mental Protection Authority.

(2) and (3) Any future use of groundwater
resources in the northern suburbs and
measures necessary to protect the
wetland lakes will be determined
having regard to the report of the En-
vironmental Protection Authority.

HOUSING
Multiple Units: Waler Meters

354. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:

Adverting to his reply to question 74
of 1987, would he please disclose how
individual tenants in multiple unit
properties with no separate water
meters per tenancy pay their water
rates or charges, and the calculation
which is applied by Homeswest to ar-
rive at the individual rates or charges?

Mr WILSON replied:
Homeswest rents are established on a
cost rent basis, and these costs include
rates, maintenance, and other outgo-
ings. Homeswest pays the local auth-

orily and water rates on all rental
properties, and recovers these costs
within the rental structure.
Where there are not individual water
meters to multiple unit properties,
Horneswest pays for the water charge,
including charges for water used on
the grounds and gardens surrounding
these multiple units. These outgoings,
together with the many other general
costs incurred in maintaining rental
properties, are then recovered within
the cost rental structure.

ABATTOIRS
Meat: Antibiotics Residue

442. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) With regard to the national residue

survey, are samples of beef and sheep
meat tested for antibiotics residue?

(2) If so, how many cases have been
detected in Western Australia in the
last 12 months?

(3) Is he aware that the United States of
America is concerned about antibiotic
residues in meat shipments from
Australia. and is considering banning
the import of meat from Australia?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Five cases of antibiotic residues in

slaughtered dairy cattle were found in
March 1987.

(3) Yes.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
National Industry Extension Service

471. Dr GALLOP, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

H-ow will the development of the
national industry extension service be
compatible with the needs of Western
Australian industry?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The broad intent of NIES is to expand
the number of world-class,
internationally competitive enter-
prises in Western Australia. To this
end, NIES will have two principal
roles. The first, the information el-
ement, will provide a single point of
contact in Western Australia for in-
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dustry wanting to locate a Govern-
ment or private sector service. The
range of inquiries may cover product
design, marketing, finance, stock con-
trol, and similar aspects pertinent to
business operations. To handle this
role, a NIES office has been estab-
lished under the auspices of the De-
partrnent of Industrial Development.
The second pant of NIES involves ar-
ranging for services to be delivered
through existing agencies. In effect,
these services are aimed at assisting
promising enterprises to achieve their
potential, particularly in establishing
or expanding export performance and
centre on providing expert advice to
help firms make the best decisions for
growth.
I believe NIES to be a joint State-
Commonwealth initiative of consider-
able significance to local industry, and
commend it to companies with a
vision for the future.

MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT
Hon. D. K. Dans: Facilities

502. Mr COURT, to the Premier
(1) (a) Are any office facilities, transport,

support staff, or any other admin-
istrative facilities being provided
for the former Leader of the
Government in the Legislative
Council, Hon. Des Dants, MVLC;

(b) if so, what facilities are being
provided?

(2) What is the estimated cost of provid-
ing such services?

(3) For what reasons are any facilities and
support services being provided?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) Mr Dans has the responsibility

of raising Western Australia's profile
within Australia and overseas with re-
gard to international yachting and re-
lated events. This role is a logical ex-
tension of his previous activities as
Minister with sptciall tesponsibility
for the America's Cup; and in view of
his additional workload he has been
provided with access to a vehicle from
the Government Garage.
The former America's Cup Office is
being scaled down. However, a small
staff is being retained to support the

ongoing aspects of the office. These
include the compilation of a number
of reports Which will provide a com-
plete record of Government involve-
ment at Federal, State, and local
government level in staging the
America's Cup. The reports include
the navigational organisation of the
cup races, transport coordination to
and within the City of Fremantle, the
setting up and operation of the media
centre, and the Centre for Applied and
Business Research's final report on
visitor numbers and the economic im-
pact of the cup on Western Australia.
When completed, these reports will
form an invaluable account of the
mounting of a major hallmark event,
with great practical as well as historic
value, and I believe this is in accord-
ance with Opposition requests.

BUSINESS REFERENCE CENTRE
Inquiries

506. Mr COURT, to the
Industry and Technology:

Minister for

(1) How many inquiries came through the
business reference centre?

(2) How many of these inquiries resulted
in possible new investment for West-
em Australia?

(3) Can any new initiatives be directly
attributed to the centre's activities?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) 545 inquiries.
(2) 273 inquiries directly related to in-

vestment, business establishment, ex-
port, and business migration. The re-
mainder sought more general infor-
mation on the Western Australian
business climate and infrastructure. It
is possible that some of these will re-
sult in ultimate investment.

(3) Potential investors and Western
Australian companies that were
seeking investment, joint venture ar-
rangements, etc., were given an assur-
ance that their interests would be kept
in the strictest confidence. The De-
partment of Industrial Development
is following up all inquiries received,
many of which may have results in the
medium to longer term.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES
Surrogate Motherhood: Legislation

513. Mr COWAN, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Is it a fact that there is no legislation

in Western Australia relating specifi-
cal ly to surrogate motherhood?

(2) Is the Government reviewing the ad-
equacy of existing legislation that
would apply in a dispute arising out of
a contract relating to surrogate
motherhood?

(3) Is it the Government's intention to
legislate in this area?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) Yes. This question was con-

sidered by the in vitro fertilisation
ethics committee, which recently
reported to the Minister for Health.
The report is under consideration.

ELECTORAL
Multiple Voting: Checks

524. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
(I) What is the present method of

ascertaining multiple voting on elec-
tion day by any elector?

(2) How long does it take to reconcile the
marked rolls at every polling booth to
get the final result of multiple voting?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Rolls used at the polling places, and

for absent, provisional, and postal
voting, are unified by marking to one
master roll. Each apparent case of
multiple voting is examined in order
to ascertain real occurrences. This
procedure is in accordance with sec-
tion 156 (2) of the Electoral Act.

(2) Approximately three to four weeks
after polling day.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Cvcleways: Collisions

526. MrT BRADSHAW, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

Do laws or regulations exist respecting
dual pedestrian-cycleways in the event
of a collision between a cyclist and a
pedestrian?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Attorney General. It
has been referred to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, who
will advise the member in writing.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Elective Surgery: Waiting List

527. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has he now compiled a single list of

patients waiting for elective surgery at
Western Australian teaching hospi-
tals?

(2) If so, approximately how many people
are waiting for elective surgery?

(3) Does the number vary greatly from
the individual waiting lists?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No. I have established a committee to
examine methods of gathering mean-
ingful and accurate data.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

HEALTH: DRUGS

Detoxification Unit: Staff
529. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Health:

(1) How many people
employed by the
detoxification unit?

were originally
central drug

(2) How many of these people had any
experience before being employed at
the central drug detoxification unit?

(3) How many doctors have been
employed at the central drug
detoxification unit since the opening?

(4) What experience in drug
detoxification was required by the
doctor or doctors employed at the cen-
tral drug detoxification unit?

M r TA YLO R repl ied:

(1) Twenty six.
(2) Twenty six. All were experienced in

terms of the position to which they
were appointed.

(3) O ne.
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(4) Experience in drug detoxification was
a preferable but not essential require-
ment. The Alcohol and Drug Auth-
ority is well equipped to provide
supervision and training in this field.

TOURISM: CARAVAN PARK
Woodman Point Coastal Park: Feasibility

Studyv
532. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing

the Minister for Sport and Recreation:
(1) Referring to the proposal to construct

a caravan park within the Woodman
Point coastal park, has a feasibility
study been completed on the financial
viability of the proposed caravan
park, having regard for the other cara-
van parks in the area south of
Fremantle?

(2) What effect will the proposed
park have on the existing
parks at South Frenmantle,
Beach. and Naval Base?

caravan
caravan
Coogee

Mr WILSON replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Other caravan parks in the area are

predominantly occupied by perma-
nent residents. The development of a
tourist-only park will attract more hol-
iday makers to the area.

HEALTH
WA AIDS Council: Journal Article

533. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of the article "Is the West-

ern Australian AIDS Council breaking
the Law", on page 3 of the March
1987 edition of the journal Facts?9

(2) If yes, has he advised the Com-
missioner of Police of the possible
breach of the Criminal Code?

(3) Is it intended to prosecute the Western
Australian AIDS Council?

(4) If not. why not?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No. The Minister does not express

opinions on matters of law to the
Commissioner of Police, who will
utilise his own knowledge of the law

(28)

and may also have access to law
officers of the Crown Law Depart-
ment if necessary.

(3) and (4) Any decision to prosecute is a
matter for police afterecxami nation of
the facts and consideration of the law.
I am informed by the Commissioner
of Police that no prosecution is
intended.

GAMBLING
Instant Lottery: Changes

534. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the concern of
various amateur sporting organis-
ations at the recent changes to the
sports Instant Lottery funding?

(2) Did he receive a letter from the devel-
opment officer of the Western
Australian Netball Association on be-
half of that association, and also the
Western Australian Football League.
Royal Lifesaving Society, and the Soc-
cer Federation of Western Australia
suggesting that previously existing
programmes should continue?

(3) What was his response to the associ-
ation?

(4) Is it considered that a return to
"kitchen table" administration could
put at risk the huge Government in-
vestment in amateur sport over the
last decade?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) The essence of the response was to ad-
vise that the Minister had agreed to
undertake a comprehensive review of
sports funding in Western Australia.

(4) The continued development of sport
in Western Australia is dependent on
the efforts of many thousands of vol-
unteers who give of their time in
administration, coaching, and other
tasks. The current funding pro-
grammes endeavour to encourage and
assist their efforts, not to supplant
them. Accordingly, the decision to
modify the present scheme of support
personnel subsidies, which is not
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planned to take effect until next
financial year. will be reviewed as part
of the overall review.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Coloured: Souvenir Rating

535. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Industry
and Technology:
(1) Are Western Australian Coloured dia-

monds Currently rated as souvenirs
under the Factories and Shops Act?

(2) Is he aware that if' souvenir status is
afforded Coloured diamonds produced
in Western Australia. sales of such
diamonds are likely to dramatically
increase and result in economic ben-
efit to the State?

(3) Will he meet with members of the
Western Australian Coloured Dia-
mond Syndicate to discuss a proposal
to have Western Australian Coloured
diamonds rated as souvenirs?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I refer the member to the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employ-
ment, who will reply to his question in
writing.

ROAD BRIDGE
Narrows: Duplication

536. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the Main Roads Department

done any studies on the recent sugges-
tion by Professor Martin Webb that
the Narrows Bridge be duplicated?

(2) Would building a separate bridge next
to the existing Narrows Bridge ease
the city's traffic congestion and allow
city-bound traffic to be separated
from regional traffic travelling from
north to south?

(3) What is the Government's current at-
titude to this proposal?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) Duplication of the Narrows

Bridge was suggested many years ago,
but no studies were done at that time
or since. The idea was rejected be-
cause of the extreme difficulty there
would be of matching the extra bridge
into the existing road system and also
the drastic effect it would have on the

environment. Duplication of the
bridge is not considered desirable or
necessary.

(3) Not applicable.

CRIME
Vandalim: Unit

537. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:
(1) Has the Government considered set-

ting up a vandalism unit?
(2) If so. what stage has the proposal

reached?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The question should correctly have

been referred to the Minister for Sport
and Recreation, who has advised that
the matter is under consideration.

POLICE
Heavy' Haulage Division: Activities

538. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received complaints from shire

councils in the wheatbelt area regard-
ing the activities of the heavy haulage
division of the Police Department
during the 1986 harvest period?

(2) Has he given consideration to provid-
ing special exemptions to farmers dur-
ing the harvest period or to the possi-
bility of providing a IS or 20 per cent
tolerance for farmers carting wheat to
local sidings?

(3) Will he make overload permits easier
to obtain for this purpose in the fu-
ture?

(4) Will the proposed transfer of the
heavy haulage division from the
Police Department to the Department
of Transport provide any relaxation of
existing limits for farmers during the
harvest period?

Mr TROY replied:
(I) 1 have received some complaints and

have referred them to the Minister re-
sponsible. It is not uncommon for
such complaints to be made during the
wheat carting season.
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(2) The issue of special exemption to
farmers is one which is raised from
time to time, and most recently by the
Leader of the National Party. It has
accordingly been reviewed on a num-
ber of occasions, as is now the case.
However. I remind the member that I
recently advised that overloading of
axles by I5 to 20 per cent results in an
approximate 100 per cent increase in
potential damage to the road. I am
sure the member will agree that it is
essential to regulate loads to preserve
the valuable asset of the road system.

(3) and (4) This matter is still under con-
sidleration; but in any event I do not
envisage any change to existing policy.

SMALL BUSINESS
Rural: Report

539. Mr HOUSE. to the Minister for Small
Business:
(1) Further to question 32 of 1987, will he

give an assurance that he will make
public the report of the rural non-farm
business committee that he has been
receiving since May 1986?

(2) If yes. when?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) 1 will reiterate for the member's ben-

efit that the report was prepared by
that committee in the nature of advice
to the Government. Its recom-
mendations are currently being
considerd, and I am not prepared to
make it public until Cabinet has
completed its deliberations.

(2) Not applicable.

SMALL BUSINESS
Rurat Assistance

540. Mr HOUSE. to the Minister for Small
Business:

Further to question 44 of 1987, when
will he conclude his detailed dis-
cussions about rural small business
with his ministerial colleagues and an-
nounce the Government's programme
of assistance for rural small business?

Mr TROY replied:
As I indicated in my answer to ques-
tion 44 of 1987, detailed discussions
are proceeding. I shall make an an-
nouncement at the appropriate time.

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION
Rural Assistance

541. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Small
Business:
(I) Further to question 44 of 1987, so far

in 1986-87 what assistance has been
given to rural small busincsses by the
Small Business Development Corpor-
ation by way of-
(a) loan guarantees;
(b) business planning finance?

(2) What is the total value of all assistance
given to rural small business by the
Small Business Development Corpor-
ation so far in 1986-87?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) (a) The Small Business Development

Corporation provides assistance
by administering the Small Busi-
ness Loan Guarantees Act. It ser-
vices the demand for inquiry, ad-
vice, interpretation, and edu-
cation on the provisions of the
Act. It also processes applications
for loan guarantees received from
participating banks. In the nine
months to 31 March I1987, of the
loans which have met the criteria
of the SBLG Act, seven guaran-
tees worth $395 000 have been
issued by the Government in
favour of rural-based applicants.
A further two rural-based appli-
cations for a total of $100000
have been received for processing.

(b) The corporation acts as an im-
portant vehicle in linking the de-
mand and request for business
planning finance from the small
business sector with those
agencies equipped to do so. The
SBDC does not itself provide
finance for business planning.

(2) It was never intended that the corpor-
ation provide direct financial assist-
ance. The role it does play was set out
in my answer to question 44. As an
indication of its activity in providing
assistance to rural small business from
July 1986 to 31 March 1987, the cor-
poration has responded to 4 533 calls
from rural areas via its Biz Phone 088
information and advisory services,
and through its Bunbury-based re-
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gional office. Its programmed visits to
country areas have resulted in 806 ad-
visory consultations with clients
seeking assistance on a range of busi-
ness matters.

STOCK
Pig Industry; Compensation Fund&

Administration
542. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Who is responsible for the

administration of the pig industry
compensation fund?

(2) How much is in the fund at present?
(3) What has been the grower contri-

bution to the fund in 1985-86 and to
date in 1986-87?

(4) What has been the total amount paid
out of the fund as compensation to
growers in 1985-86 and to date in
1986-87?

(5) (a) Is there any charge to
administration made against the
fuind:

(b) If yes. how much?
(6) For what reasons have these payments

been made?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) The Director of Agriculture or his

deputy.
(2) $1 309790.
(3) 1985-86-S$137 498:

1986-871to23 April 1987-$123 545.
(4) 1985-86-S 14 700:

1986-87 to 31 March 1987-$4 252.
(5) No.
(6) Not applicable.

ROAD TRANSPORT EMERGENCY
ASSISTANCE SCHEME

Clause 47: Operation
544. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and

Emergency Services:
(1) Was clause 47 of the current State

road transport emergency assistance
scheme still operative as at 8 April
1987?

(2) If yes, will he explain why he chose to
refer to a redraft of the State road
transport emergency assistance

scheme in his answer to question 385.
which clearly sought information on
the current scheme?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Question 385 was ambiguous in that,

while it referred to clause 47 of the
road transport emergency assistance
scheme, which refers to the physical
aspects of combating lire, leakages,
and spillage of dangerous goods, it
also made reference to lead combat
authority in road rescue. These are
two different subjects altogether.
Clause 47 of the road transport emerg-
enicy assistance scheme does not refer
to road rescue. In answering the ques-
tion it informed that the scheme was
being revised and had reached the
stage of ratification by the State Coun-
ter Disaster Advisory Committee.
The role of the Western Australian
Fire Brigades Board defined in clause
47 as that of combat authority has
been redefined as lead combat auth-
ority in paragraph 306 of the recently
agreed Western Australian transport
emergency assistance scheme docu-
ment. Otherwise clause 47 has been
transposed intact into the new docu-
men t.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Ear Nose and Throat Patients: Beds Allocated

545. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many beds are allocated at each

of the following hospitals specifically
for the management or surgery of ear,
nose and throat patients-
(a) Royal Perth Hospital;
(b) Fremantle Hospital:
(c) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital?

(2) What is the current estimated waiting
list for the ear, nose and throat
patients at each of these hospitals?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) I am advised that each hospital

reported as follows-
(a) Royal Perth Hospital- 14 beds:
(b) Fremantle Hospital-7 beds:
(c) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital-

I5 beds.
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(2) Waiting times vary as lists relate to
individual specialists. Bed numbers
available can also vary as use of beds
in emergencies takes precedence over
any elective procedures, including ear.
nose and throat.

MOTOR VEHICLE DRIVERS: EDUCATION
CENTRE

Establishment
548. Mr CASH, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is the Government considering a plan

to set up a driver education centre on
the outskirts of Perth at an estimated
cost of $ 1.5 million dollars?

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

(3) When is it likely to commence and
what revenue will it generate from its
operations?

M rTROY repl ied:
(1) The Government is considering a

number of proposals.
(2) and (3) The proposals are currently

being formulated by the management
committee of the Road Training
Council of WA (Inc), a body
consisting of representatives from
State and Federal Government
agencies together with private indus-
try. That body is yet to forward firm
proposals to the coordinating Federal
department, the Department of Em-
ployment and Industral Relations.
The extent of State Government in-
volvement is yet to be determined.

TOURISM
Tent City Development: Woodman Point

549. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

When did his department first become
aware either officially or unofficially
that the company involved in the tent
city development at Woodman Point
did -not- intend to proceed with the
venture?

Mr WILSON replied:
The Department for Sport and Rec-
reation was informed by letter of the
withdrawal of the company involved
in the Woodman Point Tent City on 6
May 1986.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

Consultant
556. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Women's Interests:
(1) Has the Government appointed a con-

sultant to the Equal Opportunity
Commission to advise on impairment
under the terms of the Equal Oppor-
tunity Act?

(2) If yes, who is the consultant?
(3) What are the terms of reference relat-

ing to this appointment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Ms Helen Erringlon.

(3) To assist in the drafting and
progressing of legislation dealing with
equality of opportunity and anti-dis-
crimination measures, in accordance
with the Government's election com-
mitment to amend the Equal Oppor-
tunity Act to include the ground of
impairment.

INVESTMENT

Western Australian: Increase

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

(1) On what basis is it expected that in-
vestment in Western Australia during
1986-87 will be 48.9 per cent higher
than the actual level in 1985-86?

(2) Will he please provide details of the
anticipated investments?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) and (2) It would appear that the fig-
ures mentioned by the member in this
and a subsequent question relate to
te most recent Australian Bureau of

Statistics estimates of private new
capital expenditure, and thus detailed
questions on the latest survey should
be directed to the ABS.

I have provided, however, for the
member's information, a copy of the
statistics to which I believe he is refer-
ring with their accompanying explana-
tory notes.

(See pa per No. 139.)
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INVESTMENT

Western Australian: Private

560. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

Will he please advise details or the in-
dividual private investments made in
Western Australia during 1985-86,
which amounted to just under 12 800
million?

Mr BRYCE replied:

See answer to 5 59.

TAXES AND CHARGES

Australia's Status

561. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:

(1) Is it correct that Australia is already
one of the lowest taxing nations of all
memers of the Organisation for Econ-
omic Cooperation and Development?

(2) If so, does this apply to both direct
and indirect taxes paid by companies
and individual citizens?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Australia is ranked seven-
teenth in a list of 22 OECD countries
in terms of its total tax revenue as a
percentage of gross domestic product.,
GDP. The OECD currently rates
Australia's tax level as only marginally
greater than the USA. Spain, and
Japan. and well ahead of only one
country, namely Turkey.

Australia's tax take as a proportion or
GDP is less than 16 QECD countries.
including Sweden, Norway.
Netherlands, Austria, Luxemburg,
UK. Germany, France, Canada. and
Switzerland. This higher tax ranking
for Switzerland therefore makes it sur-
prising that Liberal Party Treasurer,
John Elliot. should allegedly be pro-
posing to move the operations of
Elders-IXL to Switzerland on the basis
of taxation.

The OECD tax ranking is based on the
total tax raised by all levels of Govern-
ment including Federal. State, and lo-
cal governments. It comprehensively
includes all direct and indirect taxes of
companies and individuals.

Australia also has one of the lowest
top marginal tax rates among OECD
nations.

It is possible to extend part of this
thesis to the State level by analysing
the size of the total State public sector
compared to the gross state product,
GSP. Since 1982-83 the ratio of public
sector outlays to GSP in WA has fallen
nine per cent. This means that under
this State Government the size of the
public sector in proportion to the
State economy is now less than it was
under the Court and O'Connor
Governments. In terms of the State
Budget sector, the ratio of the State
Budget to GSP has fallen by I i per
cent since 1982-83. indicating that
States taxes and charges today are less
significant than they were under the
previous Government.

During the last three years of Liberal
Government, principal stage fees and
charges experienced an annual rate of
growth of 20.6 per cent or twice the
rate of inflation. Since 1983 these
same fees and charges has increased at
an annual rate of 5.6 per cent or less
than the rate of inflation. This simply
means that this Government has cut.
principal fees and charges in real
terms.

There have been some exceptions, no-
tably tobacco and liquor charges, but
it is the policy of this Government to
reduce the subsidy of the cost of
health and police services arising from
consumption of tobacco and alcohol.

Finally, to allay any suggestion that
these facts conceal any Government
expenditure growth through
borrowings, it is important to note
that while the net public debt in
industrialised countries rose from IS
per cent of GDP in 1973 to 34 per
cent last year. it actually fell in
Austral ia from abo ut 3 3 pe r cent to 2 7
per cent. Australia is in fact only one
of three countries to record a decline
in the public debt ratio. Australia's.
public debt ratio is now better than
most countries including Japan. the
USA, and Britain.
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HEALTH

WA AIDS Council Lieguard Pam phlets

562. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for
Health:

With reference to his answer to ques-
tion 240 of 1987 and in particular his
statement that "The Western
Australian Health Department works
closely with the Western Australian
A IDS Cou ncil--

(a) Was the Western Australian
Health Department aware of the
production of the -Western
Australian AIDS Council's pink-
coloured pamphlets entitled
"Life-guard Party" and its blue-
coloured pamphlets entitled
"Lifeguard Price List Or-
der/i nvoice";

(b) how many of these pamphlets
were produced;,

(c) at what cost;

(d) what was their distribution;,

(e) is it a reasonable deduction that
the cost of production was from
State and Federal moneys;

(0was any attempt made by the
Western Australian Health De-
partment to prevent the distri-
bution of these pamphlets;,

()if so, what attempt was made and
when;

(h) did he, his department, or any
officers confer with the Western
Australian AIDS Council con-
cerning these pamphlets prior to
their distribution;

(i) when did the department First be-
come aware of these pamphlets;,

()when was action first taken to
------ prevent their distribution?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a) No. The Health Department was

not aware that the pamphlets
were being produced.

(b) to (d) Not applicable. These pub-
lications were produced by the

WA AIDS Council. which is an
independent organisation.

(e) No. The cost-which I under-
stand to have been a total of
approximately $5-could have
been funded from other sources.

(f) No. The WA AIDS Council is an
independent organisation. An as-
surance has, however, been given
by the WA AIDS Council that no
further such material will be
produced without consultation
with a senior officer in the Health
Department.

(g) and (h) Not applicable-
(i)
0)

October 1986.
Not applicable. The Health De-
partment was not aware of the
publication prior to its pro-
duction. It would not have been
possible to prevent the pro-
duction or distribution by either
the WA AIDS Council or the or-
ganisation, which has apparently
distributed to members of Parlia-
ment almost as many copies as
the WA AIDS Council distributed
to homosexual males.

PLANNING

Mosman Park Tearooms:, Jetty Licence

563. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Further to questions 47 and 308 of

1987, have the jetty licence arrange-
ments for the Mosman Bay tearooms
now been completed?

(2) If not, when will they be completed?
(3) If complete, will he table with his

answer tp. this qu~estion a copy of the
l icence document?

Mr TROY replied:
(I) No.
(2) By the end of May 1987.
(3) 1 wilt consider this matter after

examining the elements of commercial
confidentiality.
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WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Chairman: Consultant

564. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
Further to question 252 of 1987-
(a) Does the Chairman of the West-

em Austraian Development Cor-
poration also act as a paid con-
sultant-
(i) to the Premier;
(ii) to the Government:

(b) if yes, what are the
responsibilities involved in each
case and how and in what form is
payment made:

Mr
(a)

(c) what positions or contractual ar-
rangements does the Chairman of
the WADC have with the
Government of Western Australia
other than as chairman of that or-
ganisation?

BRIAN BURKE replied:
(i) No;

00i no;
(b) and (c) not applicable.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT
Offices: Mainteinance Contract

569. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Premier:
(1) With regard to maintenance of parlia-

mentary electorate office equipment.
will the Premier supply details of the
contract previously existing bqtween
the Government and the Swiss Office
Machinery Company?

(2) Why was SOMCO's maintenance con-
tract cancelled after it originally sup-
plied the typewriters to the parliamen-
tary electorate offices?

(3) What are the terms of the new con-
tract negotiated with Alpha Electronic
Office Equipment?

(4) Were tenders called for this contract
work?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) SOMCO's service contract was for

maintenance of manual, electric, and
electronic typewriters located in 59
parliamentary offices for the period I
March 1986 to 28 February 1987.

(2) SOMCO's maintenance contract was
not cancelled, and the company was
paid for the full 12 month period.

(3) The new contract with Alpha Elec-
tronic Office Equipment covered ser-
vice and maintenance of typewriters
located in 57 parliamentary offices for
the period I8 December 1986 to 17
December 1987.

(4) Yes.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Refuges: Homes Purchased

572. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:
(1) How many private dwellings have

been purchased by the Department for
Community Services as refuges during
the past two years in the following
areas-
(a) Shelley;
(b) Rossmoyne;
(c) Ardross-Mt Pleasant:
(d) Brentwood?

(2) What was the cost of those purchased
in each district?

(3) Have local government authorities
been made aware of the intended use
of these dwellings?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) None.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.

ROAD
Riseley Street: Overtaking Traffic

576. Mr WILLIAMS. to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What action do the Main Roads De-

partment and the Police Department
intend to take to stop the unlawful
practice of vehicles overtaking on the
left-hand side in Riseley Street.
Ardross and Booragoon?

(2) Will the Main Roads Department give
consideration to marking Riselcy
Street with white lines to make it an
official two-lane road each way?

(3) If parking provisions in Riseley Street
are preventing this work from being
carried out. will the Main Roads De-
partment approach the Melville City
Council to find a solution to this prob-
lem?
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Mr TRQY replied:
(1) Enforcement of the provisions of the

road traffic code are the responsibility
of the Commissioner of Police, and
any question in this regard should be
referred to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

(2) Yes, provided appropriate parking re-
strictions are applied by the local
government authority, which in this
case is the City of Melville.

(3) Yes, a further approach will be made.
However, I should point out that
council has rejected the suggestion in
the past.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING
AUTHORITY

Cleaning
577. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Does the Education Department re-

quest the Government Employees
Housing Authority to supply houses
properly cleaned and maintained for
teachers transferred to country areas?

(2) What action is taken by the Education
Department to ensure that GEHA
houses vacated by their employees at
the end of their tenure are left in a
reasonable condition?

(3) What steps are taken by the Education
Department to recover from teachers
costs for undue maintenance to
GEHA houses?

(4) Does the Education Department
supply teachers with tenancy agree-
ments or similar, advising them of the
conditions on which houses are sup-
plied for their use?

(5) If not, why not?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) The department employs a local per-

son to inspect houses vacated by
teachers transferring out of a town.-
This person will also coordinate items
of interior and exterior maintenance
so that houses are in good condition
for incoming staff.

(3) The department will recover the cost
of undue maintenance if tenants can
be proved responsible for those costs.

(4) Teachers are provided with GEHA
handbooks and with notice of special
departmental conditions applicable to
their accommodation. The policies
relevant to teacher accommodation
are also published periodically in the
Education Circular,

(5) Not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES
Agaton Scheme: Capacity

582. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Has the capacity of the source of the

proposed Agaton water scheme, in the
Perth sedimentary basin west of
Watharoo, been accurately assessed?

(2) If so-
(a) what is the capacity;,
(b) what would be the maximum

sustainable draw on the supply,
without lowering t he supply;

(c) what is the estimated consump-
tion of the proposed Agaton water
scheme?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The source was investigated by Geo-

logical Survey between 1969 and
1972, but has not been fully defined.

(2) (a) The storage of fresh groundwater
has been preliminary assessed as
being in the order of 18 000
million cubic metres;

(b) the sustainable yield has been
assessed as exceeding five million
cubic metres per year and poss-
ibly as high as 13 million cubic
met res per year;

(c) the consumption of the Agaton
scheme proposal has been
estimated as 2.6 million cubic
metres per year.

WATER RESOURCES
Bencubbin: Complaints

583. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Does the major source of complaint

regarding the quality of water to the
township of Benicubbin arise from the
use of water from the railIway dam?
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(2) Is it true that when complaints arise
the Water Authority switches the draw
to the Waddouring Darn, a far higher
quality supply, then at a later date,
when complaints have ceased, returns
the draw to the railway dam?

(3) What is currently being done to im-
prove the quality of water from the
railway dam?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) No. Water is supplied to Bencubbin

on a conjunctive use basis from
Waddouring Dam and the railway
dam, to provide water at optimum
pressure, temperature, and quality. All
these factors dictate the extent to
which each source is used.

(3) Chemical treatment of the water in the
railway dam has been undertaken to
remove the earthy-musty taste which
is the cause of complaint. An ongoing
monitoring and treatment programme
has been implemented to prevent a re-
currence of the problem.

EDUCATION: TEACHER
Mr Kee Ch'ng: Retention

584. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has he received representation from

the President of the State School
Teachers Union of Western Australia
to retain Kee Cl'ng as a computer
specialist teacher for the north west
metropolitan region?

(2) What is his and/or the Ministry's pol-
icy in this matter?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) Mr Kee Ch'ng has been

retained in the north west metropoli-
tan district as computer specialist for
1987. The position will then be
reviewed.

SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES
TRIBUNAL

Membership: Vacancies
585. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

(I) How many vacancies are there
presently in the membership of the
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal?

(2) When is the Government making a
recommendation to the Governor to
fill these vacancies?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) One.
(2) The Government is currently con-

sidering filling the remaining vacancy.

SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES
TRIBUNAL

Membership: Appointments
587. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

(1) Is there a person presently holding ap-
pointment under subsection (3) of sec-
tion 10 of the Salaries and Allowances
Tribunal Act 1975?

(2) If so, who is that person?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by (1).

HOUSING
Residential Tenancyv Legislation: Introduction

588. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

Is the residential tenancy Bill
mentioned in the Governor's Speech
as pant of the Government's legislative
programme to be introduced by him-
sel f a s M in iste r for Con su mer A ffai rs
or by the Minister for Housing?

M r TAY LOR re plied:
By the Minister for Consumer Affairs.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Coloured: Souvenir Rating

589. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Labour. Productivity and Employment:
(1) Has he received representation from

the West Australian Coloured Dia-
mond Syndicate requesting the rating
of Western Australian coloured dia-
monds as souvenirs, so that stock cei-
ling provisions can be removed en-
abling shops storing solely Australian
diamonds and gems in their product
range to claim souvenir status for their
hours of trading?

(2) What is the Government's policy on
this proposition?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The matter is under consideration.

HOUSING
Residential Tenancy Legislation: Introduction

590. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:

Is the residential tenancy Bill
mentioned in the Governor's Speech
as pant of the Government's legislative
programme to be introduced by him-
self as Minister for Housing or by the
Minister for Consumer Affairs?

Mr WILSON replied:
The Residential Tenancies Bill is the
responsibility of the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs and will be introduced
bythat Minister.

ROAD
Bullfinch- Warralakin: Upgrading

591. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

What plans does the Government
have for the improvement and
upgrading of the Bullfinch-Warralakin
Road?

Mr TROY replied:
There are no plans to upgrade the moad
between Bullfinch and Warralakin.
The relatively low traffic counts
compared with those on other
unsealed roads make it difficult to
give a high priority to this road. The
Main Roads Department will keep the
position of this road under review and
funds will continue to be allocated to
maintain the road in a satisfactory
condit ion.

ROAD
Mt Newman-Port Hedland; Sealing

592- Mr LAURANCE. to the Minister for
Transpoft:-
(1) Earlier this year did he receive a pet-

ition on behalf of the residents of
Nullagine. Marble Bar. Telfer, and
surrounding districts, requesting that
the road from Mt Newman through
Nullagine and Marble Bar to Port
Hedland be sealed?

(2) If so. what was his response to this
petition?

(3) What arc the Government's plans for
this road?

M r TROY replied:
(I)
(2)

Yes.
and (3) The initial objective is to im-
prove the overall sericeability of this
road. Upgrading of various sections
between Tabba Tabba and Newman
has been carried out and will continue
as funds permit.

ROAD BRIDGE
Russell High way Widening

593. Mr LAUJRANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received requests for the

bridge on the Bussell Highway adjac-
ent to the Busselton High School to be
widened?

(2) What was his response to these re-
quests, and what plans does the
Government have for this particular
bridge?

M r TROY repl ied:
(1) Yes. The executive officer of the

Busselton Senior High School Council
has written requesting the widening of
the bridge on Bussell Highway over
Lennox Drain adjacent to the school.
The Shire of Bussellon. in its sub-
mission of proposals for future bridge
works, has given the project a high pri-
ority.

(2) The request is being investigated in
regard to cost and possible joint
funding arrangements.

MINING REGISTRAR

Cue: Closure
594. Mr LAURANCE. to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(I) Is he aware of concern being expressed

in the town of Cue that the closure-of
the local min ing registrar's office is be-
ing considered?

(2) in view of the significant increase in
mining activity in the Cue area in re-
cent times, can he give a commitment
that the mining registrar's office will
not be closed?
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Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The Matter Of the Closure of

the mining registrar's office at Cue is
currently under consideration by
Cabinet. All matters including any im-
pact on the local community and the
Current mining activity in the Cue
area will be properly considered.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Newman: Covered Activity Area

595- Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has he received representations from

the Parents and Citizens' Association
at the Newman Primary School
requesting a covered activity area?

(2) If yes. what was his response?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Their request will be given ever con-

sideration whenever priorities are be-
ing determined for any funds that be-
come available for this purpose.

ROADS
Bicentennial Road Development Programmie:

Government Attitude
596. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) What is the State Government's atti-

tude towards the Australian bicenten-
nial road development programme
and the special two cents per litre fuel
levy that has been raised to fund this
programme?

(2) How much has been paid to Western
Australia during the life of this pro-
gramme?

(3) Has the State Government made any
representations to the Federal
Government regarding a continuation
of this level of road funding when the
bicentennial programme expires in
1988?.

Mr TROY repied:
(1) The introduction of the Australia bi-

centennial moad development-
ABRD-programme in 1982
provided a much-needed boost to
Commonwealth funding for WA,
which had declined by about 30 per
cent in real terms between 1975-76

and 1981-82. This Government fully
supports the ABRD programme,
which has enabled a number of im-
portant roadwork projects, including
the Fitzroy Crossing-Halls Creek and
Newman-Port Hedland sections of
Great Northern Highway, Mitchell
Freeway stage 5, and Mandurah By-
pass, to be undertaken.

(2) As at the end of March 1987, Western
Australia had received $207.4 million
from the ABRD trust fund. By the end
of the programme on 31 December
1988, it is expected that WA will have
received a total of $315 million.

(3) Through meetings of the Australian
Transport Advisory Council, the State
Government has made strong rep-
resentation to the Federal Govern-
men t regard ing t he i mportance of co n-
tinuing the level of road funding after
t he A BR D program me ex pi res.

ROADS: FUNDING
Cutis: Mini-Budget

597. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he been given any indication of a

cut in moad funds by the Federal
Government in the May mini-budget?

(2) If so, what is the likely cut in road
funds for Western Australia?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

ROAD
Coral Bay' Road: Traffic Counts

598. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What are the latest traffic count fig-

ures available for the Coral Bay road?
(2) Does the Government have any plans

to seal this road?
(3) If so, when?
M rTROY repl ied:
(1) April 1986 annual average daily

traffic-95.
(2) and (3) The Coral Bay Road is a local

road and is the responsibility of the
Shire of Carnarvon, and the question
of sealing this road is primarily one
for council to consider.
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: STAFF
Travel: Approval

600. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:

(1) Does all official travel by ministerial
staff require the approval of the rel-
evant Minister?

(2) Are Ministers responsible for all de-
cisions involving interstate and over-
seas travel at public expense where
people accompany them on official
business?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Ministers would be required to ap-
prove interstate travel by their sup-
port staff. With overseas travel, the
Minister for Budget Management's
approval is also required.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Travel: Authorisation
601. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Public

Sector Management:

(1) What level of officer in the Public Ser-
vice may authorise official overseas
and interstate travel by Government
employees?

(2) By what means are decisions on
official travel accountable?

(3) Are such decisions subject to a vote?

(4) if so. by whom?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 refer the member to my reply

to question 293 of 7 April 1987.
(3) and (4) The import of the member's

question is not clear. If he clarifies the
intent of the question, the matter will
be considered further.

TRANSPORT

Bus Operations: Merredin Electorate

602. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(I) Has there been any recent change to
the operations, timetables, or routes of
Westrail bus services to Corrigin,
Kyden, Narembeen, and Quairading?

(2) If yes, what changes and why?

M rTRQY re plied:
(1) There has been no change to the Perth

to Narembeen service since October
1985. However, the timetable for the
service between Perth and Hyden was
amended from July 1986.

(2) The departure time of the Tuesday
service from Perth terminal was
changed from 9.30 am to 12.30 pm.
The departure time of the Wednesday
service from I-Iyden was changed from
1 .00 pm to 8.00 am.
Details are as follows-

Prior to Since
1-7-46 1-746

Tuesday
Perth terminal
Ousi madi nz
Corrigint
Hyden

Wednesday
Ilyden
corrigin
Quai rading
Penth terminal

depart 9.30 am
depart 12.23 pmn
depart 1.20pm
arrive 2.45 pmn

depart 1.00 pmn
depart 2.2 5pm
depart 3.47 pm
arive 6.15 pm

12.30 pm
3.30 pmn
4.310 pm
6.00 pm

8.00am
9.30 am

11.00 am
1.30 pm

The earlier departure time from Hydes and a later depar-
ture time from Perth provide a better tervic for country
people desiring more time int Perth.

ROAD
Nanga Brook Road: Sealing

604. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has a grant been allocated for con-

struction and sealing of Nanga Brook
Road in the Murray Shire in terms of
the Premier's public commitment for
this work to be commenced in 1986?

(2) When is the work expected to com-
mence?

(3) If no, will funds be found for the con-
struction and sealing of Nanga Brook
Road this coming financial year,
1987-88?

(4) What is the estimated number of ve-
hidles that used the Nanga Brook
Road between Dwcllingup and the
bridge over the Murray River during
the recent Easter holidays?

MrTROY replied:
(1) $30 000--$22 500 MRD and $7 500

LGA-is available to the Shire of
Murray for formation improvements
and gravel sheeting on this road in
1986-87.

(2) In the near future.
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(3) I understand the improvement of the
road to scaled stage has not been
assigned a high priority by the Shire of
Murray.

(4) As the road is under the care, control,
and management of the Shire of
Murray, any traffic estimate would be
a matter for that authority.

ROAD
Stirling Highway' : Speed Limits

605. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Arc there any speed limit signs on

Stirling Highway between the Narrows
Bridge and Hackett Drive?

(2) Will he ensure that roads considered
dangerous, and which are frequently
speed-trapped by the police for
reasons of safety, have speed limit
signs which will clearly give the
motorists warning of the legal speed
limit?

M rTROY replied:
(1) No.
(2) Mounts Bay Road clearly falls within

the conditions specified in the Traffic
Act to define where the speed limit of
60 kmh will apply, as street lighting
has been provided. The recommended
and accepted practice which has been
adopted over many years is to sign
only the exceptions to the blanket
limit which exist throughout the
metropolitan area. In the absence of
speed i m it signs, a motorist is obl iged
to observe the 60 km h limit.

MOTOR VEHICLE PARKING
Planning

606. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) In granting approval for the high-rise

buildings in the Perth central business
district which impact on our roads
and planning. what consideration has
been given to vehicle parking?

(2) Considering the Government and the
Perth City Council have not deter-
mined or agreed to a parking policy
for the city, what are the vehicle
parking provisions applying to the
Palace Hotel and old Foy and Gibson
site developments?

(3) Are the following authorities satisfied
that the parking provisions which im-
pact upon adjacent roads will not be
adverse or disadvantage the traffic
and pedestrian movement within the
city-
(a) the Government;
(b) State Planning Commission;
(c) regional planning,
(d) Perth City Council;
(e) Main Roads Department?

M r P EA RCE repl ied:
(I) The Perth City Council is responsible

for approving development in the cen-
tral area. Parking provision would be
assessed, as pant of any approval, in
accordance with the council's plan-
ning scheme and its current parking
policy.

(2) See ( 1). I understand that an approval,
including the matter of parking, has
yet to be given to the current scheme
before council for the redevelopment
of the Foy and Gibson-David Jones
site.

(3) See (1).

POLICE DEPARTMENT
Heaiv Haulage Section: Transfer

607. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Further to his answer to question 386

of 1987, is it a fact that the delay in
making a decision on the future of the
police heavy haulage section is causing
consternation and distress to members
of the section and their families?

(2) Will he advise a firm date when a de-
cision may be expected?

(3) Does he i ntend to d isc uss the fut ure of
the heavy haulage section with rep-
resentatives of the Police Union, and
if so when will these discussions take
place?

M r GOR DON H ILL replied:
(1) and (2) Until a decision is made to the

contrary, the police heavy haulage sec-
tion will remain as it is.
There is no reason for members of the
police heavy haulage section to experi-
ence "consternation and distress" as
the member alleges, because in the
event of any change of function their
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services as sworn police officers, for
which they were initially recruited and
trained, will be retained.

(3) The police administration has estab-
lished a consultative process whereby
the Police Union may discuss any
matter of concern. While I do not pro-
pose to lend myself to subversion of
that initiative, upon request and sub-
ject to the foregoing, I am prepared to
meet the union on this or any other
issue, as members of the executive of
the union well know.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Medina Aboriginal Culturaf Centre: Support

608. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is he aware of the work of the Medina

Aboriginal Cultural Centre in address-
ing the problems associated with the
non-attendance at school of young Ab-
original children?

(2) Does he support the work of the
Medina Aboriginal Cultural Centre?

(3) Is he aware the work of the centre is
being placed in jeopardy by a shortage
of funds?

(4) Are additional funds available to as-
sit this community group, and if so,
will he have his department liaise with
the group to ensure the Work of this
group is not forced to stop due to a
shortage of funds?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
-(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) and (4) I understand that the Medina
Aboriginal Cultural Centre's work
with children is supported by funding
from the Commonwealth Department
of Aboriginal Affairs. I am informed
that there was some delay in releasing
funds for the current quarter, but that
funds have now been released.

Institutiona( Uses:- Consultative Committee
609. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Who are the current members of the
consultative committee on insti-
tutional uses of land in residential

* areas?

(2) How many meetings of the committee
were held in 1986 and 1987 to date?

(3) Has the committee concluded its de-
Iliberations?

(4) Did the committee produce a final re-
port on its deliberations, and if so, will
the report be made available to
interested community groups or per-
sons?

(5) What conclusions has the committee
agreed upon to this date?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The committee to which I believe the
member is referring is known as the
residential planning review taskforce.
Its membership is-

Mr T. Lennon (Chairman), Local
Government Association of WA;,
Ms B. Harris, Emmanuel Centre;
Mr G. Mabury, Radio An-
nouncer;
Hon. G. Edwards-Minister for
Sport and Recreation-,
Mr R. Hill, State Planning Com-
mission;
Cr R. Evans, City of Perth;
Cr K. Hayes, City of Perth-,
Mr S. Twecdie, Local Govern-
ment Association of WA;,
Mr K. Weymes, Local Govern-
ment Planners' Association;
Professor Jayasuria, University of
WA;
Mr H. Lowe, Authority for Intel-
lectually Handicapped Persons;,
Ms H. Erringlon. Equal Oppor-
tunity Commission;,
Ms A. Farina, office of the Minis-
ter for Planning.

(2) The taskforce held its inaugural meet-
ing on 6 February 1987, and has since
met on a further three occasions.

(3) No.

(4) The taskforcc has not yet produced a
final report on its deliberations. No
decision has been made as to the
availabilIity of a final report.

(5) The taskforce has not yet agreed upon
final conclusions Or recom-
mendations.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES: PARENT HELP
CENTRE

Mi Lawlev. Establishmnent
610. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing

the Minister for Community Services:
(I) Is the Minister aware of comments

made in Parliament on Wednesday,
13 November 1985. at page 4371 of
Hansard, in which the former Minis-
ter for Community Services advised
the member for Mt Lawley, Mr
George Cash, that he would have his
department thoroughly investigate the
establishment of a parent help centre
in Alvan Street, Mt Lawley, against
the express wishes or the residents of
the area, and also in contravention of
the City of Stirling dtstrict planning
scheme?

(2) Will the Minister advise the outcome
of this investigation, and further state
if the investigation included consul-
tation with the Mt Lawley Society. lo-
cal residents, the local authority ward
councillors for Mt Lawley ward, and
the City of Stirling?

(3) If not, why were these groups not ap-
proached to determine their views?

M r W ILSON repl ied:
(1) Yes.
(2) There has been ongoing investigation

and examination as to the impact of
the establishment of the Parent Help
Centre and its effect on the area.
which resulted in modified parking ar-
rangements for staff. Consultation has
taken place with the Mt Lawley So-
ciety, local residents, and the City of
Stirling. Correspondence also oc-
curred with the two ward councillors.

(3) Not applicable.

EDUCATION
Handicapped Children: Satellite Sc/wine

61L- Mr CASH, to 'the Minister for
Education:
(1) How many children are involved in

the satellite scheme for handicapped
children recently introduced at
Coolbinia Primary School?

(2) Has this scheme caused any of the
student population to be placed in
temporary accommodation?

(3) If so. how many, and what action has
he put in hand to alleviate this situ-
ation?

(4) How much are the alterations costing
to house the satellite scheme students
at Coolbinia Primary School?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Four children.
(2) Yes. These arrangements were at the

discretion of the Coolbinia Primary
School principal. A school-based de-
cision was taken to use the
demountable classroom for the regular
School Students. The demoun table is
carpeted, fitted with ceiling fans, wall
heaters, and rails on the verandah and
down the stairs.

(3) Thirty-two children. This arrangement
has not been presented by the school
as req u iri ng any acti on.

(4) $14 000 from education support
m inor works programme.

POLICE FORCE
Morale: Union Meeting

616. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of a report in the Daily

News on Monday. 27 April 1987, in
which it was claimed that the Police
Union had unsuccessfully sought
meetings to discuss issues with him
involving serious manpower and mor-
ale problems within the Western
Australia Police Force?

(2) If yes, is the report accurate, and if not,
will he advise the inaccuracies in the
report?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am aware of the report re-

ferred to. and I am able to say that I
have not refused to meet the Police
Union to discuss any matter: I am in
fact meeting with the union in the
near future at its request.
The member may not be aware that
the Commissioner of Police has estab-
lished a consultative process to enable
the union to place its views before
him. I have made it clear to the union
that I expect it to have recourse to that
consultative process before bringing
matters relating to the administration
of the Police Force to me.

880



[Wednesday, 29 April 1 9871 8

POLICE FORCE

Morale:- Minister's Claim

617. Mr CASHI to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Did he claim on Perth television last

week that there was no morale prob-
lem within the Western Australia
Police Force?

(2) Will he meet with representatives of
the Police Union to enable the union
to reveal manpower and morale prob-
lems within the Western Australia
Police Force?

M r COR DON H ILL replied:

(1) and (2) Since assuming the role of Op-
position spokesman on police matters,
the member has repeatedly criticised
police on operational matters and on
matters relating to the administration
of the Police Force.

As part of the member's quest for pub-
licity. he has personally attempted to
raise an unfounded issue to the effect
that there was a morale problem in the
Police Force. There is also a very
strong inference that the member has
attempted to promote that issue
through the agency of a third party.

In stark contrast to the member, I re-
ceive periodic reports from the Com-
missioner of Police on a variety of
matters, including morale, and those
reports have consistently been to the
effect that there is no morale problem
in the Western Australia Police Force.
My own personal understanding based
on extensive visitation and informal
discussion with police officers of all
ranks is consistent with and verifies
the commissioner's view.

The view that there is no morale prob-
lem is supported on an objective basis
by reference to sick leave, resignation.
and retirement figures. Since the
Burke ..Government- was elected to
office, the number of days of sick
leave taken per officer has declined
from 9.41 to 7.21. Resignations
dropped from a total of JI I in the last
year of the previous Liberal
administration to 41 in the first year
of the Burke administration-, and the
figure has remained in the 30s and 40s

since then, notwithstanding the
substantial increase in authorised
police numbers.
There was a total of I151 departures
from the Police Force in the last
year of the previous Liberal
administration; yet despite the intro-
duction in 1984 by the Burke Govern-
ment of optional retirement for police
officers on terms more generous than
apply to the Public Service generally,
and the substantial increase in total
police numbers, total departures last
year were 38 tess than the IS51 depar-
tures under the last Liberal
administration.
The foregoing opinion and facts,
together with other positive evidence
of commitment by police officers to
their duty, establishes that the mem-
ber is wrong in his assertions that
there is a morale problem within the
Police Force; and having had the error
of his views so conclusively revealed,
he should desist from further attacks
upon the administration of the Police
Force on this unfounded basis.

HOUSING
Rental:- 28 Preston Way, Balga

624. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) Does Homeswest own the residential

house at No. 28 Preston Way, Balga,
and if so, is it rented to Homeswest
tenants?

(2) Are these tenants Aboriginal?
(3) Does the tenancy agreement between

I-omeswest and the tenant stipulate
the number of persons who are
entitled to reside in the residence, and
if so. what is the maximum number of
adults and children?

(4) If the tenancy agreement is not
specific on the number of adults and
children who are entitled to reside in
the residence, will he advise on the
maximum number of persons which it
is -considered should reside in this par-
ticular residence, having regard for the
size and type of residence and the
amenity of the surrounding residential
area?

(5) When did he or his department first be-
come aware of complaints from nearby
residents of the apparently noisy
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and unruly behaviour emanating from
the residents and/or visitors to this
property?

(6) If so, will he advise what action has
been taken to alleviate the problem
and the success or otherwise of such
action?

(7) In view of continuing complaints from
residents in the near area of the prop-
erly. what further action does he now
propose to deal with this matter'

M r WILSON replied:

(I) to (7) The member's question has
specifically identified a property and a
family. It is not Homeswest policy to
publicly air, or make specific com-
ments on matters concerning ident-
ified tenants. I will therefore respond
to the member's specific questions in
writing.

CHEMICALS
Petrochemical Industry: Feasibility1 Study

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

(I) Which Western Australian company
has begun a feasibility study into a
$540 million petrochemical unit?

(2) What form of petrochemical indus-
tries are involved in the study?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Petrochemical Industries Company
Limited.

(2) (a) Sodium hydroxide-caustic soda:,

(b) Ethylene
and/or

dichioride-EDC-,

(c) Vinyl chloride monomer-VCM.

ENERGY TAR IFFS

Increases: Consideration

627. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In considering a possible increase in
energy tariffs charged by the State En-
ergy Commission, will he personally
be considering the detailed State En-
ergy Commission budget for 1997-88?

Mr PARKER replied:

Of course.

AGENT GENERAL, LONDON
Accommodation: Residential

629. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is the new residential accommodation

provided for the Agent General in
London freehold or leasehold?

(2) Will any capital gain accrue to the
State from the new residential ar-
rangements?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I refer the member to my reply to
question 462. The information he is
now seeking will be provided at the
same time.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Accountability:- Parliament

631. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for
Economic Development:

How is it intended to make the West-
ern Australian Exim Corporation
more accountable to Parliament, as
indicated in the Legislative Assembly
on 25 November 1986 by the
Premier?

Mr PARKER replied:
Through the provisions of the Western
Australiamn Exim Corporation Act
1986.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Accountability: Procedures

632. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for
Economic Development:

How will any newly-proposed pro-
cedures for accountability by the West-
ern Australian Exim Corporation, as
indicated by the Premier and by the
Chairman of Exim, be implemented?

Mr PARKER replied:
See answer to question 63 1.

MR KEITH GALE
WA Eximn Corporation: Role

634. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Economic Development:
(1) Was MrT Keith Gale utilised by West-

ern Australian Exim Corporation to
advise on the purchase of the Emanuel
pastoral leases and the corporation's
livestock and pastoral activities?
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(2) If so, on what basis of experience and
capacity was such an appointment
made?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes. He is not now.
(2) His consultancy on trading matters.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Shop Stewards* Agreement

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

What arc the details of the shop stew-
ards' rights and responsibilities agree-
ment signed by State Energy Com-
mission of Western Australia and the
Joint Unions Advisory Council?

Mr PARKER replied:
A copy of the agreement is in the Par-
liamentary Library for the member's
information.

HAIRDRESSERS
Registration Procedures

638. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment:
(1) What plans, if any, has the Govern-

ment to change registration pro-
cedures which apply to both ladies'
and men's hairdressers?

(2) What are the changes being con-
sidered?

(3) Have the industry and union organis-
ations to be affected by these changes
been consulted on these proposed
changes?

(4) If so, what have been their reactions?
(5) When are these changes likely to come

into effect?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(I) The Government has no plans to

change registration procedures which
apply to ladies' and men's hair-
dressers. However, a decision has
been made to rationalise the hair-
dressing trades, and-a single hair-
dressing trade will be introduced from
1988.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) Yes.
(4) Meetings with representatives of the

industry, which have included the
Master Ladies Hairdresser's Associ-

ation, Master Gentlemens Hair-
dresser's Association, and the union,
have indicated support for the intro-
duction of a single trade since these
meetings commenced in 1981. While
this support from all sectors has not
been unanimous, there was general
agreement that one apprenticeship
trade was inevitable.

(5) Answered by (1).

WATER AUTHORITY
Testing and Inspection Procedures

640. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What changes, if any, have been made

by the Water Authority since I July
1986 to its testing and inspection pro-
cedures?

(2) What were the reasons for these
changes?

(3) Were industry and union groups affec-
ted by these changes consulted?

(4) If so. what was their response?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

Changes have been made in the fol-
lowing procedures since I July 1986-
the numbers (1), (2), (3), and (4) refer
to pants of the original question-
A
(I) The use of "plumbing work re-

port" and "authorisation for use"
forms have been introduced in
areas of WA outside the Perth
metropolitan area.

(2) To bring procedures into line with
the then existing practice within
the metropolitan area.

(3) Yes. Prior to introduction to the
metropolitan area, the proposed
introduction into country areas
was advised in the November
1986 issue of Plumbing News
received by all industry and union
-groups.

(4) No material objection has been
indicated.

B
(1) In areas outside the Perth metro-

politan area, minor defects of
plumbing installations for con-
nection to authority schemes,
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when found during inspection to
be substandard, are to be
reinspected on a random basis.

Items of major importance-for
example, property sewers, for
infiltration, roots, flooding relief
etc; water backflow contami-
nation prevention;, safety relief
valves on water heaters-are
always reinspected after
rectification work has been car-
ried out.

(2) To bring procedures in line with
the then existing practice within
the Perth metropolitan area.

(3) Yes. Prior to introduction to the
metropolitan area, the industry
was advised in the February 1986
issue of Plumbing News.

(4) Disagreement with this move was
indicated by the Master Plumbers
Association and the Plumbers and
Gasfitters Employees Union.

C

(1) Increased attention by authority
officers in regard to safety relief
apparatus on water heaters, es-
pecially those heated by wood
fires.

(2) Ceneral public concern following
an explosion of a water heater at
Ongerup-

(3) Yes, in discussions and through
the November 1986 issue of
Plumbing News. Discussion was
held with the industry at the
February 1987 meeting of the
authority's plumbing liaison com-
mittee.

(4) In agreement.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAlNING

Apprentices:- Final industryv Exraminations

641. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment:

(1) Since I January 1987, what changes, if
any, have been made to the final in-
dustry exams which must be conduc-
ted for final year apprentices?

(2) What are the nature of these changes?

(3) What groups in the community were
consulted prior to those changes being
implemented?

(4) For what reasons were the changes
made?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) As from February 1987, final on-the-
job trade examinations for graduating
apprentices were discontinued; and
this system is being progressively
replaced by a revised assessment pro-
cedure which will involve ongoing and
continuous assessment of apprentices'
progress, both in the work-place and
at technical college.

All apprentices will continue to re-
ceive some form of assessment to test
that they have attained a suitable
trade standard. However, this assess-
ment will not take the form of a for-
mal examination.

The new apprentice assessment
system is being implemented on a
pilot basis in 1987, and will provide
procedures that will greatly improve
quality control. The revised assess-
ment system is contingent upon exten-
sive input from industry representa-
tives to determine the essential trade
c ri teria necessa ry fo r trade stat us.

(2) Answered by (I).

(3) There is widespread and continuing
consultation with industry concerning
the implementation of the new assess-
ment system.

(4) The final trade examination system
was discontinued because of its appar-
ent inefficiency and because questions
were raised in respect of its effective-
n ess. I t absorbed considerable
Government resources, yet was not
cost effective; and it was clearly evi-
dent that a revised form of assessment
was required to identify training prob-
lems during the course of an appren-
ticeship and thereby provide a mech-
anism to assist employers to rectify
those problems at the time they occur,
rather than months and sometimes
years later at the end of the indenture,
as was the case with the final trade
examination system.
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HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Gnowangerup: Government Decision

642. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:

What costs, if any, has the Govern-
ment been involved in as a
consequence of its Onowangerup Hos-
pital decision?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
If the Leader of the Opposition pro-
vides detail as to which decision he is
referring to, I will endeavour to supply
the information if it is available.

COMMUNICATIONS: VIDEOS
"R? "-ratedl. Distribution

643. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
The Arts:
(1) What controls currently exist for the

distribution of "R"-rated videos to
minors?

(2) What penalties are available to be
imposed for a breach of these require-
ments?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) There are no controls at

present covering the supply of
restricted videotapes to minors apart
from the 1984 undertaking with the
WA Video Association that such tapes
would be made available only to
adults. The overwhelming majority of
outlets are complying with this under-
taking.
I will shortly be reintroducing the
Video Tapes Classification and Con-
trol Bill which proposes the establish-
ment of a range of penalties aimed at
the protection of minors. For
example, the penalty proposed for the
sale of a restricted videotape to a
minor is a $ 15 000 fine in the case of a
corporation, and $4 000 or imprison-
ment for 12 months in any other case.

MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES
Details: Australian Taxation Office

644. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

Is information on vehicle registrations
made available upon request to the
Australian Taxation Office by the
Police Department?

M r GORDON H ILL replied:
Yes.

ENERGY
Solar Energy Research Institute: Abolition

645. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Will he present legislation to Parlia-

ment to implement his decision last
year to abolish the Solar Energy Re-
search Institute of Western Australia?

(2) If so, when will that legislation be
introduced into the Parliament?

(3) Is the institute still continuing its work
in the meantime and, if so, where, and
on what basis?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) If at all possible.
(2) As soon as the drafting process is com-

plete.
(3) The Solar Energy Research Institute

ceased operation on 31 December
1986. The internal research projects
which were in receipt of external
funding have been transferred to the
control of Murdoch University, which
is establishing an energy research unit.
The facilities of the Solar Energy Re-
search Institute at Bentley are being
utilised at present by the Murdoch
University research team.

UNIONS
Membership: Minimum Age

646. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment:
(1) What is the minimum age at which

members can be enrolled in a union?
(2) Does the department support compul-

sory unionism from this early age?
(3) Is it correct that when members of the

Federated Liquor and Allied Indus-
tries Union resign, they are required
to pay 12 months' union fees in ad-
vance at the time of their resignation?

(4) Does the department support such ac-
lion?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) The criteria for eligibility for member-

ship of a particular union are
prescribed in that union's rules, which
are lodged in the Industrial Registrar's
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office. Generally these rules do not
prescribe a minimum age fOr member-
ship.

(2) See answer to()
(3) N o.
(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: CLASSROOMS
Transportable: Cedling Fans

648. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Are all new transportable classrooms

fitted with ceiling fans?
(2) if not, why not?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Canning Vale: Relocation

649. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the Government made a decision

on whether or not the Canning Vale
Primary School is to be relocated?

(2) If so, where is the school to be
relocated?

(3) When will it be relocated?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) It is not to be relocated. It is to close at

the end of 1987.
(3) Not applicable.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Centenary A venue- Leach Highway:. Installation
650. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Was the installation of traffic signals

at the junction of Centenary Avenue
and Leach Highway included in the
Main Roads Department's provisional
programme of works for 1986-87?

(2) If so, are these works still included in
the programme?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) Will these works be included in the

programme, listed as a priority need
for the 1987-88 year?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) to (5) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Wvalk-atchern District: Waler Supply

653. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Does the Government have any plans

to fund the installation of a water
supply to the Wyalkatchemn District
High School so as to enable the grass-
ing of the school oval?

(2) If so, what is the estimated cost of
implementing such a proposal?

(3) When is it anticipated that the work
will commence to allow this proposal
to proceed?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)
(3)

$80 000.
Until such time as the details of the
Budget are announced, it is not poss-
ible to indicate when the work will be
cornmenced.

WATER RESOURCES
Business Consumers: Charges

655. MrT MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) At what rate is water charged to

metropolitan business consumers as
compared to country business con-
su mers?

(2) Why is there a difference in the rate of
charge between the two?

M r B R IDGE repl ied:
(1) Metropolitan-

First 600 kilolitres @ 41 cents
Over 600 kilolires @ 43.8 cents

Country-
Cornmercial
First 300 kilolitres @a)46.3 cents
Over 300 kilalitres @ 80.0 cents

Counry-
Industrial
First 300 kiloliires @LD46.6 cents
Next 7 700 kilolitres @ 80.0 cents
Next 72 000 kilolitres @ 60.8
cents
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Over 80000 kilolitres @ 66.6
cents

(2) On I July 1985, the Metropolitan
Water Authority and the country
water-related activities of the Public
Works Department merged to form
the Water Authority of Western
Australia. Different charging methods
for both metropolitan and country
consumers were then in use and this
aspect is currently being reviewed by
the authority.

MR TERRY BURKE
Government Appointments

657. Mr MacICINNON. to the Premier:
(1) Has Mr Terry Burke, the former mem-

ber for Perth, been appointed to
undertake any work for the Govern-
ment or any agency of the Govern-
ment?

(2) If so, what is the nature of that work?
(3) What is he being paid to carry out this

work?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The member is referred to my

answer to question 89 of I April.
(3) No remuneration is involved.

LOMBARDO'S FISHING BOAT HARBOUR
Government Finance

658. Mr MacKI NNON, to the Premier:
(I) What was the basis of Lombardo's

undertaking for the complex at the
Fishermen's Harbour at Fremantle?

(2) (a) If at all, how much Government
money was used to finance the
structure;

(b) for how much was the complex
sold and who made the profit?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been addressed
incorrectly to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Transport.
and he will reply in writing.

BOAT HARBOUR
I-illar vs: Public Tender

659. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
In the light of the Midland abattoirs
sale and its protestations that all such
ventures would go to public tender in

the future, why does not the Govern-
ment put to public tender the develop-
ment of the Sorrento-H illarys Marina?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been addressed
incorrectly to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Transport.
and he will reply in writing.

ENERGY
Electricity Substation: Kondinin

665. Mr COWAN, to the Minister
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the material to construct

Kondinin substation available?

for

the

(2) If yes, when is the substation likely to
be built?

(3) Has priority been given to the
Kondinin substation above any other
substation?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1988.
(3) No.

CRIME
Gross Indecency: Containment Policy

668. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

Is the application of section 1 84 of
the Criminal Code subject to a
-containment policy"?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
No.

A RTS
Film Production Companies: Strategy

670. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:
(1) Has the Government prepared a strat-

egy to attract new film production
companies to this State?

(2) Has the Department of Industrial De-
-velopment liaised with the Minister

for The Arts in trying to have New
World Pictures and Mr dle Laurentiis'
DEL carry out some of their pro-
duction in Western Australia?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I refer the member to the Minister for
The Arts, who will reply in writing.
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DEFENCE
Submarine Construction Con tract

673. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Defence
Liaison:

Is Western Australia one of the final
two States chosen by the Federal
Government to win the new submar-
ine construction contract?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Evaluation of the new submarine con-
struction project is currently within
the Federal defence committee struc-
ture, and a recommendation on the
successful tenderer and the assembly
location has yet to be submitted to
Federal Cabinet.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Establishment: Commnents

674. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Does his department agree with Mr

Kirkwood's comments in the West
Australian of 11 April 1987 that
~circumstances for establishing an
aluminium smelter were less favour-
able now than they were when the
project was dropped in June 1985"?

(2) What is the current status of such a
project?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2)1 believe the comment referred

to was a reflection on the low price of
aluminium metal. It can be noted that
the price of aluminium ingot has
increased significantly very recently.
The likelihood of establishing a new
smelter depends fundamentally on the
industry outlook for continuing firm
metal prices. The establishment of an
aluminiumn smelter in Western
Australia continues to be the subject
of commercially confidential investi-
gations by private enterprise groups.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Conditions of Employmnent: Motor Vehicles

676. Mr WATT, to the Minister assisting the
Minister for Public Sector Management:

Following the publication on 26
November 1986 of award provisions
for Public Service motor vehicle al-
lowances to come into operation from

I December 1986, could he please ad-
vise how it is determined which
officers are required to supply and
maintain a vehicle as a term or con-
dition of employment?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The Public Service motor vehicle al-
lowances consolidated award 1986.
No. 13 of 1986, defines "Term of Em-
ployment" as follows-

a requirement made known to the
officer at the time of applying for
the position by way of publication
in the advertisement for the
position, written advice to the
officer contained in the offer for
the position or oral communi-
cation at interview by an
interviewing officer and such ie-
quirement is accepted by the
officer either in writing or orally.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
Regional Staff. Motor Vehicles

677. Mr WATT', to the Minister for
Education:
(1) In regional centres in the country, is it

considered that some Education De-
partment officers who travel regularly
throughout the region in the normal
course of their duties are required to
supply and maintain a vehicle as a
term or condition of employment?

(2) If not,. how would they perform their
functions otherwise?

(3) In each of the following categories. are
the officers paid for the use of their
vehicle at the schedule one-higher-
rate or the schedule two-
lower-rate-
(a) school nurses:
(b) guidance officers;
(c) school development officers:
(d) music specialists;
(e) language specialists?

(4) Have studies been done to determine
the relative costs of private use of cars
or the use of shared Government ve-
hicles?

(5)
Mr
(1)

If so, what was the result?.
PEARCE replied:
Education Department officers in dis-
trict offices who travel regularly
throughout the district in the normal
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course of their duties are not con-
sidered to have to supply and main-
tain a vehicle as a term of their em-
ployment. The Public Service motor
vehicle allowances consolidated award
1986, No. 13 of' 1976, defines "Term
of Employment" as meaning-

a requirement made known to the
officer at the time of applying for
the position by way of publication
in the advertisement for the
position, written advice to the
officer contained in the offer for
the position or oral communi-
cation at interview by an
interviewing officer and such re-
quirement is accepted by the
officer either in writing or orally.

(2) The Education Department officers
perform their function in the district
under class 7 (1) of the award which
states-

An officer who is not required to
supply and maintain a motor ve-
hicle for use when travelling on
official business as a term of em-
ployment, but when requested by
the Permanent Head or an auth-
orised officer voluntarily consents
to use the vehicle and who is not
in receipt of an allowance
provided by Clause 9 shall for
journeys travelled on official busi-
ness approved by the Permanent
Head or an authorised officer be
reimbursed all expenses incurred
in accordance with the appropri -
ate rates set out in schedules 2
and 3.

(3) School nurses are not employed by the
Education Department. Guidance
officers, school development officers,
music specialists, and language
specialists are reimbursed at the
schedule 2 rate under the Public Ser-
vice motor vehicle allowances
consolidated award-,-1986. No. 13 of
1976.

(4) No definitive studies have been done
to determine the relative costs of pri-
vate use of cars or the use of shared
Government vehicles.

(5) Not applicable.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Ceramics Project: Status

684. Mrs HENDE RSON, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

What is the current status of the ad-
vanced ceramics project announced
last year by ICI Australia Operations
Pty Limited and the State Govern-
ment?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The targeted commissioning of the
zirconia ceramic powder plant is May-
June 1988 and on schedule. A project
manager and an operations manager
have been appointed. The EPA has
approved the company's notice of in-
tent.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SUPERANNUATION BOARD
Vacancy: Filling

60. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
Since the retirement of Mrs Winifred
Scott from her position on the State
Superannuation Board on 12 July
1986, why has the Treasurer neglected
to ensure that the resulting vacancy
was filled in accordance with the re-
quirements of the Superannuation and
Family Benefits Act?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I do not know that it is true to say I
neglected to ensure that the position
was filled according to the require-
ments of the Act. The Act does not
require that the position be filled
within a specific period of time, does
it?

Mr MacKinnon: The Treasurer is answer-
ing the question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right, but the
member is stating it wrongly. He is
trying to imply that the Act requires
that the position be filled in a certain
period of time.

Mr MacKinnon: The Act makes provision
for three directors, and there are now
two.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right, but
there was no time limit. The Act
makes it clear that there is provision
for the appointment without any time
limit.
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Mr Lewis: Is the Treasurer sure?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, in the same way

that the Salaries and Allowances Tri-
bunal does not require the appoint-
ment within a specific period of time.

Mr Lightfoot: Why was it not filled?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government

chose to not fill the vacancy because it
was in the process of drawing up a
new superannuation Act.

Mr Lightfoot: The Treasurer does not have
to burst his carotid artery over the
question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not bursting my
carotid artery over the question. I am
trying to explain through the haze that
what I am objecting to is not the ques-
tion: it is the implication in the ques-
tion. wrongly stated, that there is a
requirement in the Act that the
position be filled within a certain
period of time. The Leader of the Op-.
position tries to state by making that
implication that I have done some-
thing wrong;, and what I am saying, so
that his colleagues know, is that the
Leader of the Opposition does not
understand the Act, or if he does
understand the Act, he has
deliberately misrepresented it.

FLAT TAXATION SYSTEM
Rural Effect

61. Mr BURKETT. to the Premier:
Further to the question without notice
on 31 March directed by the member
for Victoria Park concerning the
Government's attitude towards a flat
taxation system and the Leader of the
Opposition's firm support for such a
taxation system, is the Premier aware
of the effects of a flat taxation system
on the farming community in Western
Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I hope the Leader of the Opposition is
going to go down to Narogin and ex-
plain to the people there a little more
honestly what the effect on them will
be of the flat tax proposition that he
embraces so thoroughly than he did
when hc explained the Liberal Party's
position on electoral reform.

I will touch on that briefly in a mo-
ment because it is now generally ac-
cepted that under the flat tax rate pro-
posal of the Premier of Queensland,
which is supported by the current
Leader of the Opposition in Western
Australia, families on an average in-
come of $22 000 a year would have an
increased tax burden. The Leader of
the Opposition cannot wriggle out of it
now. He is on public record. If he has
changed his mind, he should say so. It
is bad luck for him that people are
able to listen to and record his radio
programmes, because when previously
I raised this matter, he did not demur.
One of the indentifiable occupational
groups which would be most adversely
affected by the movement to flat tax-
ation would be the farmers whom the
Leader of the Opposition is trying to
woo and whom Sir Joh Bjelke-
Petersen claims to represent. I might
say the member for Murchison-Eyre
referred to the Premier of Queensland
as a messiah.

Mr Lightfoot: I still believe he is to some
people.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member did not
say to some people:, he said to himself.

Mr Lightfoot: He is a messiah to some
people.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am glad to hear
confirmed from the member's own
mouth that Sir Joh is a messiah. What
does the member think of John
Howard? Is he a disciple? The mem-
ber cannot have two messiahs. There
is only one true God.

Mr Lightfoot: John Howard will be the next
Prime Minister; and the Premier will
be the next Leader of the Opposition.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: So it is the Son of
God, is it?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a terrible thing.

the disloyalty the member shows to
his own leadership by referring to Sir
Joh as the messiah.

Mr Lightfoot: He is to some people.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member did not

say that.
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Mr Lightfoot: I am saying I did say that.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not think it is

fair of me to necessarily pick on the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition for
his interjection, which just perhaps
unfortunately happened to be the one
after my last call to order, but I am not
going to tolerate members in this piace
ignoring my calls for order. If the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre wants to inter-
ject and is being taunted, by all means
he should feel free to do so-, but he
should not take up so much of the
time of this place that it appears he is
making the speech or giving the
answer. When I call order, that means
order from everybody in this place,
not just selected people. I mean every-
body when I call order, and if 1 have
to do it more than once from now un-
til 6 o'clock, I will take action against
the person who refuses to accept that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I want recorded very
thoroughly the fact that the member
for Murchison-Eyre now says to the
Parliament that he maintained Sir Jloh
was a messiah to some people. Mem-
bers all heard him, did they not? I will
produce the transcript and members
can see whether the man tells the
truth:, but that is for another day.
Given the problems that farmers face
with average taxable incomes at the
moment, they would be hit harder
than any other substantially identi-
fiable occupation group. So the Leader
of the Opposition supports a taxation
system which would make life con-
siderably harder for Western
Australian farmers while his colleague,
the member for Murchison-Eyre, be-
lieves that the entire economic basis
of the Australian wheat industry
should be undermined to further the
Liberal Party's aspirations to form a
Government in WA and in Canberra.
With friends like the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for
Murchison-Eyre, WA farmers cer-
tainly do not need enemies.
In round terms, for the same revenue
yield from personal income, about 80
per cent of taxpayers would be paying
more tax than they do now under the
flat tax schemes. I hope the Leader Of
the Opposition is a bit more forthright
in this matter than he was in respect of

electoral reform, because he went
down and told the shires in the
country surrounding the Narrogin
area that the Liberal Party was the
only party intent on maintaining
Country representation in this Parlia-
ment. The Leader of the Opposition
had previously given to this House
through his spokesman on electoral
reform a proposition that would have
seen 20 city members in the Legislat-
ive Council and 14 country members.
We have that in writing, that this man
who told the country shires-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not normally
one to go back on my word, and I
remind members of the Opposition
who completely ignored me again on
that occasion that only a few moments
ago I said that when I call for order I
expect members to come to order. I
also said I would take action against
those members who ignored me. If I
were to keep my word, we would be
saying goodnight to four members of
the Opposition. I do not want to take
that action, so again I ask members to
try to conduct themselves in this place
in a way that would normally be ac-
cepted as an orderly fashion.

Points of Order

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, you have also
said on more than one occasion in the
past that you expect Ministers when
answering questions to be relatively
brief and at least to some extent to
relate their answers to the questions
asked of them. Currently the Premier
is making a party-political speech
which has absolutely no relevance to
the question that he was asked. That
has no doubt spurred a number of Op-
position members to react volubly,
which has led to the disorder about
which you are concerned._

Mr LEWIS: With the greatest of respect, I
suggest that when you, Sir, call for or-
der, many members in the Chamber
cannot hear you above the shouting.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr LEWIS: I am addressing you as the
Speaker and I do not appreciate, and I
am sure you do not appreciate, the
jabbering interjections from members
opposite while I address you.

The SPEAKER: I will handle that.
Mr LEWIS: But there are many occasions

when members on this side of the
Chamber cannot hear you calling the
House to order, and to that extent
they cannot obey your call for order.

The SPEAKER: In respect of the first
point of order, because I am sure I
heard the Premier say when he stood
that he was about to draw his answer
to a conclusion, that handles that.
However, it is time that Ministers
paid attention to answering questions
in a manner which more closely re-
sembles the requirements of our
Standing Orders.
In respect of the point of order raised
by the member for East Melville, I in-
dicate that I find the situation in
which I had to call for order a moment
ago quite intolerable. I called for order
three times, more loudly on each oc-
casion. If the uproar were such that any
member of the Opposition could not
hear me, they would welcome the sort
of action I mentioned on the earlier oc-
casion. If I cannot be heard calling
members to order, that indicates that
the behaviour was disgraceful. I will
take appropriate action against people
who cannot hear me.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I want it on the

record that the Opposition sent a writ-
ten proposition to the Government
seeking our agreement for a 20:14 dis-
tribution, city as to country, of the
membership of the Legislative Coun-
cil. I just hope that the Leader of the
Opposition when he goes to the
country is as forthcoming about his
stand on electoral reform and does not
mislead the country shire councils by
writing in the manner he did. Let us
hear the Leader of the Opposition tell
the truth on his stand on a flat tax and
on electoral reform. He has been
caught out again simply because he
tells people what he thinks they want
to hear.

BUILDING INDUSTRY CODE OF
CON DUCT

Efficacy
62. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Labour, Productivity and Employment:
(1) Is he satisfied that the Government's

building industry code of conduct,
introduced a year ago today to curb
the militancy of the BLF, is not work-
ing in view of the fact that 20 com-
plaints have been made to the Indus-
trial Relations Commission in the past
week, involving BLF and other build-
ing union bans on 30 major construc-
tion sites, which have cost the indus-
try in Western Australia millions of
dollars?

(2) Given that the code obviously is not
working, what action will he take to
ensure that the militancy of the BLF
and other unions, which over the past
couple of months has closed down
sites for up to two weeks, will be
discontinued and not repeated?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) Unlike the Opposition when it

was in Government, we have sought
to deal with the residual problems of
industrial relations by creating an en-
vironment in which sensible industrial
relations policies can achieve signifi-
cant reductions in industrial dispu-
tation. We have done that across the
State in a whole range of industries,
and as a result of that Western
Australia has been a much more pro-
ductive State than it was in the period
before 1983.
The building industry has been
through a series of campaigns, some of
which have been the result of stimu-
lation from sections of employers who
have not been prepared to accept the
responsibilities imposed by the
centralised wage fixation system,
which system the Opposition has con-
tinually railed against. The Oppo-
sition seeks now to dismantle the
system, but the result of such disman-
tling would be an unbridled push for
increased wages through the whole
range of industries, including the
building industry.
The building industry code of conduct
requires employers to report breaches
of the code to the State Industrial Re-
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lations Commission, a requirement I
have no reason to believe has not been
obeyed; and the chief commissioner's
last report to me indicates that there
were no grounds for taking steps
against the BLF. I have received ad-
vice of an escalation of industrial dis-
putation in recent days. and I am cur-
rently awaiting a report from the act-
ing chief commissioner, and when I
have received his report I will act
upon it.

MOTOR VEHICLE DRIVERS
Random Breath Testing

63. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(I) Is the Minister aware of a news report

on random breath testing in which the
member for Mt Lawley commented,
"I certainly don't want the situation
over here in WA, where we stop 200
cars, just to pick up one drunk
driver"?

(2) If so, what is the Minister's position?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) and (2) It is interesting-
Mr Laurance: It is an operational matter!
Mr GORDON HILL: If the Deputy Leader

of the Opposition is going to be a pris-
oner of his own mind, he should at
least wait for my response to ensure
that his mind is well furnished.
It is interesting to note that the mem-
ber for Mitchell did not refer to the
member for Mt Lawley as the Oppo-
sition spokesman on police matters,
because it seems to me the Opposition
suddenly has four spokesmen on this
issue. A couple of months ago the for-
mer Leader of the Opposition, the
member for Cottesloe, made a com-
ment on random breath testing. Yes-
terday we had a comment from a
member in another place, one of the
members for Lower North Province,
indicating his opposition to random
breath testing. We had a comment
from the current Leader of the Oppo-
sition saying he had a policy of wait
and see. That seems to be wait and see
what the opinion polls say before mak-
ing a decision! What a disgraceful way
to make policy. That is true; he made
that comment.

The Government agrees that if it were
badly done it would be wrong, but we
know it will be done appropriately. I
think the Leader of the Opposition is
following in John Howard's footsteps
and making frequent changes, within
the space of a few days, to the shadow
Ministry.
I will be delighted if the proposed
anti-drink driving measures deterred
people from mixing drinking and driv-
ing and involved police stopping and
charging only one in 200 drivers. If
the member for Mt Lawley has a pol-
icy for improving that ratio to one in
400 or even one in 500, 1 would be
grateful if he told me of it. We might
then be able to come to some biparti-
san agreement on solving the drink-
driving problem and other problems
occurring on Western Australian
roads.
The member for Lower North Prov-
ince commented about random breath
testing. I wonder whether those com-
ments Were a public announcement of
the Liberal Party's policies on this
issue. The Opposition is as frag-
mented on this issue as it is on any
other issue relating to the Police
Force. I have yet to hear a positive
comment from the member for Mt
Lawley on this or any other issue. Like
the Leader of the Opposition, he says,
"Let us wait and see what happens.
We will sit on the picket fence."

MR ROBERT RILEY
Comments: Gaddajffi Link

64. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister
Aboriginal Affairs:

for

(1) Has the Minister's attention been
drawn to the Press report in The West-
ern Mail of 25 April headed, "Riley
backs black move to Gaddafi"?

(2) If so, is the report correct and what
action does he propose to take?

(3) Does Mr Bob Riley hold any paid or
consulting position with any State or
Federal Government-funded Aborigi-
nal organisation?

(4) If so, does the Minister propose
further action?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) and (2)l1 read the comments contained
in the report in The Western Mail and
have already gone public twice with
my condemnation of the sentiments
expressed by Mr Mansell, who is from
Tasmania. and Mr Riley.

The Aboriginal people throughout
Australia are very concerned and dis-
tressed about comments being made
which suggested a link with the Libyan
Government. They would not support
those links. They believe that those
comments were made by people who
do not represent even a very small
percentage of the Aboriginal point of
view. Violence is never in the thoughts
of Aboriginal people. In fact,
historically, no real attempt has been
made by Aborigines to embark on a
course of violence notwithstanding the
history of frustration and anger that
has evolved since white occupation of
this country began.

While I was attending a seminar in Mt
Isa last Saturday, I took the oppor-
tunity to condemn those comments. I
have also condemned them since
returning to Western Australia. I want
it to be clearly understood by this
Chamber that the Aboriginal people
and I of this State are vigorously
opposed to these sorts of comments
and we will continue to do all we can
to destroy any respectability or credi-
bility that these people might hope to
achieve by making them. I think the
general view of Aboriginal people is
that positive plans are now in place to
aid the development of Aborigines
and that Aborigines generally recog-
nise and understand those measures.
There has been no genuine attempt by
any Aboriginal to seek assistance from
outside this country. I am sure all
Aborigines are satisfied with and keen
to pursue the Government's measures
being put in place in Western
Australia. which will provide great ad-
vancements over the next few years as
we strive towards upgrading and
elevating our socio-economic position-

(3) and (4) As far as I am aware, Mr Riley
does not hold any position funded
from State sources. However. I must
say that I amt not in a position to re-

spond in relation to any position he
might hold which is funded by the
Commonwealth.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Electrification: Member's Comments

65. Mr TOM JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Does the Minister agree with the com-
ments made last evening by the mem-
ber for Dale in connection with the
electrification of the Perth suburban
rail service?

Mr TROY replied:
The quick answer is no. While making
those comments, the member for Dale
quoted from a document which was
eight years old or even older. It was
well out of date and certainly did not
reflect the reports taken into account
by the Government when it made its
decision two or three weeks ago to
electrify Perth's railway system.
The member raised concerns about
the professional advice sought by the
Government. A series of professional
advice was sought. An engineering
Firm, John Connell & Associates,
made the first submission to the
Government. That was followed up by
the electrification master plan.
Transperth used the resources of a
number of Government departments
and consultants before making its fi-
nal recommendation subsequent to
the master plan.
The member for Dale referred to only
one option being considered by the
Government, which was electrifi-
cation. Nothing could be further from
the truth. We looked at the light
rail transit option, continued
dieselisation. the replacement of the
railway tracks with a dedicated two-
lane busway arrangement, construc-
tion of an Q-bahn busway system, and
also went back to the system used by
the Liberals on the Perth to Fremantle
line. Most members Will recall the dis-
asters of that time.
Previous studies have indicated that
the dedicated busway would provide a
preferred alternative option on the
grounds of alternative cost. The
Transperth study was assisted by
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people from the Main. Roads Depart-
mernt. Westrail, and the consultants to
whom I referred. It considered a range
of economic options over a 10 to 35-
year period and in each case the elec-
trification proposal was the strongest.
There was little difference in the capi-
tal cost; and the operational cost for
the electric railway was significant
enough for us to pursue that option.

Mr Brian Burke: They would not have had
a railway left to electrify.

Mr TROY: They almost got us to the point
that there was no railway to make a
decision on.

Mr Taylor: Where does the member for
Dale stand now?

Mr Brian Burke: Let him answer that.

Mr TROY: He will not because he quoted
a figure of somewhere in the order of
10COO people on each leg of the metro-
politan system. There are 1 802 pass-
engers travelling on the Armadale line
at the moment in peak hour. I know
the source of his document was a 1974
study. He really should get with it. I
think everyone in the Dale electorate
and everyone who has a consideration
for public transport in this city must
be greatly concerned at the arguments
presented against this proposal by the
Liberal Party. This Government is ex-
tremely proud of its decision and we
will not have to wait for long before
we reap the benefits of it.
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