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Wednesday. 19 August 1981

The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took the
Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Country Areas Water Supply Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Mensaros (Minister for Water
Resources), and read a first time.

2. Workers' Compensation Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Labour and
Industry), and read a first time.

3. Explosives and Dangerous Goods
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr P. V.
Jones (Minister for Mines), and read a
first time.

LOCAL COURTS AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Deputy
Premier) [2.21 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill deals with the maintenance and
destruction of Local Court records and is based
on recommendations made by the Law Reform
Commission of Western Australia in its report on
retention of court records.

It was pointed out by the commission that the
State intermediate records repository is fast
nearing the stage where it will be unable to accept
further records of the various courts due
principally to space requirements. Also, a
considerable cost is involved in retaining the
records, which runs into thousands of dollars each
year.

Although the commission's report dealt with
both the Courts of Petty Sessions and the Local
Court. this Bill is concerned only with records
emanating from the Local Court. Matters relating
to the Courts of Petty Sessions are still under
consideration.

At present there is no provision in the Local
Courts Act for either the destruction or the
microfilming of court records.

Jn considering how long it is necessary to keep
such records, the Law Reform Commission was
concerned particularly with the interests of the
proper administration of justice.

It will be appreciated that the information
contained in a court record may be required for
the purposes of appeal, for enforcing a judgment,
or for other court proceedings.

The commission reached the conclusion that in
all the circumstances 15 years is a reasonable
period, and accordingly the Bill permits the
destruction of Local Court records after that
time.

The commission recommended also that it
should be made legally possible to destroy records
of Local Courts before the 15-year period has
expired so long as the records have been
microfilmed and the microfilm is held by or on
behalf of the court.

The Bill therefore empowers the making of a
microfilm negative of a Local Court record at any
time and allows court records to be destroyed
after three years so long as they have been
microfilmed.

It will be noted that an evidentiary provision
has been included, the effect of which is that for
the purposes of admissibility as evidence, a
microfilm negative of a Local Court record held
by or on behalf of that court is deemed to be the
court record and shall be treated as such by any
court. A similar provision already exists in the
Justices Act in relation to the records of Courts of
Petty Sessions.

The Bill makes it clear that the provisions
which have been outlined for the destruction of
Local Cour records do not affect the archival
provisions in the Library Board of Western
Australia Act. Action may still be taken under
that Act to ensure that Local Court records of
archival value are retained.

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

HOSPITALS AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 13 August.
MR I-ODGE (Melville) [2.25 p.m.1: The

Opposition is strongly opposed to this Bill.
Mr O'Connor: Not again!
Mr HODGE: This Bill completes the gutting of

Medibank. It will facilitate the fifth Fraser health
scheme and will assist its implementation in this
State. The Government of Western Australia has
achieved its long-cherished ambition to take over
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total responsibility and control of the State's
healthcare system. I believe the Government will
live to regret this move, as unfortunately will the
people of Western Australia for many years to
Come.

This Bill, by its changes to the Hospitals Act,
will enable regulations to be introduced which will
enable the fifth Fraser health scheme to get off
the ground in this State-perhaps-on I
September. Under the provisions of this Bill,
regulations will be enacted which will bring about
an end to free hospitalisation for all citizens of
this State.

When the Medibank agreement was brought
into being in 1975, the Health Act was amended
to provide free hospital care for every citizen of
this State: this will be abolished by the provisions
of this Bill.

Mr Young: Hear, hear!
Mr HODGE: Charges will be imposed in all

public hospitals for every service administered.
The dramatic increase of more than 50 per cent

in health insurance announced yesterday can be
laid directly at the feet of this Government and,' in
particular, of this Minister. This Minister is the
only Minister for Health in Australia to
enthusiastically embrace the new Fraser
healthcare system. I believe every other Minister
for Health in this country is opposed to most of
the aspects of this health scheme, if it can be
dignified by that term.

Mr Young: I am very proud to say I led the
van.

Mr HODGE: This Minister for Health was the
only one to enthusiastically embrace that
philosophy and he will live to regret it-, the only
problem is that the people of this State will be the
ones to pay the price for his blunder.

The increased health insurance costs announced
yesterday are a further crippling blow, coming on
top of the already staggering array of increased
charges this Government has foisted onto the
people of Western Australia. Throughout the
nation, over 300 000 pensioners who formerly
enjoyed free health care through our hospital
system will be required to take out private
hospital insurance.

Mr Young: Why?
Mr HODGE: Because they will not hold the

pensioner health benefit card.
Mr Young: That is not the qualification. What

you mean is that they will be earning more than
$ 160 a week.

Mr HODGE: That may be possible: they are
still pensioners.

Mr Young: How much pension would they be
getting at that level of income?

Mr H-ODGE: The Wran Labor Government in
New South Wales has undertaken to provide free
hospitalisation and health care for all pensioners,
regardless of whether they hold the pensioner
health benefit card, but this Government has not
seen fit to grant a similar concession to pensioners
in this State. In addition, the Wran Government,
which has had this scheme pushed on to it partly
because of the actions of this Government and
this Minister, has seen fit also to grant free
hospital care to the chronically ill. Again, this
Government has provided no such concession.

The so-called "free" cover for those people who
qualify under the Social Security Department
means test will be very restricted. One would need
to be on the poverty line in order to qualify for the
free card;, really, it will be a poverty card.

The new system will be a nightmare and a
shambles to administer. Already the Social
Security Department, nationally, has had to
employ an additional 600 public servants to
administer the scheme. Our Minister for Health
will find it a shambles to administer, as well, and
he will find himself employing more bureaucrats
to administer his side of the agreement.

The Minister for Health has maintained his
stance that there will be no means test at public
hospitals, but of course there will be. The
Minister has made it quite clear to the public
hospital administrators that they are not to cause
political embarrassment to the Government by
taking people to court or hounding them with
debt collectors to pay bills they cannot afford.

A system of means tests will have to be
implemented in public hospitals somewhere along
the line. Although the Minister will not admit it,
it is obvious that means tests will be introduced.
Staff will have to be employed to administer the
means tests.

If the public hospitals do not chase people to
pay their bills. the system will collapse because
there will not be enough funds to operate the
hospitals. If the hospitals chase the bill defaulters,
they will be in danger of putting stress and strain
on people who, perhaps, cannot afford to pay the
bills. They may be people who do not qualify for
free insurance, but who cannot afford private
doctors and the so-called, voluntary, private
health funds.

Before the charges were announced yesterday,
the health funds in Western Australia charged the
highest rates of any health funds in Australia.
That statement is based on an official statistic in
the 1979-80 annual report on the operations of
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the Registered Medical Benefits and Hospital
Benefits Organisations. That report is an official
Federal Government report presented to the
Federal Minister for Health. In the report it
shows quite clearly that in those years the
Western Australian funds enjoyed the greatest
level of prosperity.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER

Television Camera: Statement by Speaker

The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I apologise
for interrupting the member for Melville. I
omitted to advise the House that I have given
permission for a television camera to be used in
the Chamber for a brief period this afternoon.
The purpose of the television camera is in order
that Mrs Jessie Bussola. who was yesterday
appointed the Chief Hansard Reporter, may be
filmed working in the Chamber. I apologise to the
member for Melville for interrupting his speech.

Mr Hodge: Provided they have a snap of me on
film, I do not mind the interruption.

Point of Order

Mr O'CONNOR: Is the film restricted to that
area?

The SPEAKER: The request was made to me
that the shot be taken of the person concerned at
work. I assume that that would be as far as the
filming would extend.

Mr Young: Have you given instructions to that
effect?

Mr Davies: We might as well ring the bells.
The SPEAKER: Order! To give consideration

to the request. I will leave the Chair until the
ringing of the bells.

Mr Bateman: Good for you!

Sitting suspended from 2.32 to 2.36 p.m.

Mr Hodge: It is nice to have a full Chamber to
speak to. The thought occurred to me that this is
not my best side. Do you think we could arrange
for the camera to be at the other end?

The SPEAKER: Perhaps you might like to go
to the other side!

Debate (on Hospitals Amendment Bill: 2r.)
Resumed

Mr HODGE: Before the interruption. I was
endeavouring to make the point that, according to
the report I mentioned, health insurance funds in
Western Australia charge the highest insurance
premiums, and they enjoy the highest
profitability. I am not sure what the position will
be after the increases announced yesterday come

into effect. I do not know whether the health
insurance funds in this State will still be
Australia's most expensive; but I suspect they
will.

This Government's remedy for the shambles in
which we find the health care system of this
country is to force people out of the public sector
and into private hospitals, private health funds,
and private doctors' surgeries. This Government
and its colleagues in Canberra lay the blame for
the failings of the Australian health care system
at the feet of the public. They believe in the user-
pays principle. They believe the patient is to
blame for the escalating costs in health care.

The two Governments put forward a number of
myths. The Minister for Health has promoted
these myths at every opportunity. Of course, he
has encouraged the Federal Government to
implement the new scheme which will turn the
clock back by 20 years and go back to the good
old pre-Medibank days.

Mr Pearce: There wasn't much good about
them, either.

Mr HODGE: The Minister for Health has been
promoting four main myths. I intend to deal with
them. The first is the myth that it is immoral for
people who can afford to pay for public hospital
treatment to receive it free of charge. That is one
of the favourite myths of the Minister. He
mentions that one all the time.

In fact, if that myth is looked at in another
perspective, it means that the people who are
paying taxes and providing the money to finance
Australia's health care system and public
hospitals system should pay twice. They are
paying for the public hospital system once, and if
they want to use it they have to pay twice. In fact,
they have to pay for health insurance, and they
have to pay if they want to go to hospital. That is
what that myth would mean.

The second myth the Minister has promoted at
every opportunity is that people are acting
responsibly if they take out private health
insurance, and that this action will help to reduce
excessive health costs. The Government should
therefore force people to join private health funds.
If one stops to think about that, one realises it
does not make sense either. Once people are
insured and they can be insured for 100 per cent
of their medical costs what incentive would they
have not to use the system to the full extent?
They would not have any incentive because all or
portion of their bills would be paid by the health
fund. Thus they would be encouraged to use the
system up because they would be fully or
substantially insured.
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What incentive is there for a doctor to try to
reduce the use of the health system? There is no
incentive because if the patient is insured the
doctor is certain of having his bill paid. The more
services he provides the more money he receives
because he is paid for services rendered.

The third myth the Minister promotes is that
public hospitals should receive extra revenue by
charging fees for services and that will raise lots
of money for hospitals and keep them afloat. To
charge patients for services received in public
hospitals is a most inefficient means of raising
funds. The most efficient way to raise Funds is
through a taxation system. That way everyone
pays and everyone pays according to their means.
That is the most efficient way of creating revenue
to fund public hospitals.

A Government member: Some pay more than
others. They do not know what they are paying
for, and do not give a damn.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'Connor: More taxes, he says!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HODGE: The new system will bring i .n a

significant amount of money for hospitals. The
new charges of $15 per item of service and 140
per medical service represent a most inefficient
and ineffective way of raising money. The $40
will not even cover the cost of the service.

Mr Sodeman: You people would apply that to
road transport as well, would you?

Mr HODGE: The fourth myth the Government
mentioned was that if more people are privately
insured there will be less demand for treatment at
public hospitals and more demand for private
hospital treatment. That is not true either. It is
the quality and range of services and facilities
available at public hospitals that have made them
popular.

Why is it that most people who are privately
insured go to public hospitals? If the
Government's theory is correct everyone who is
insured would be going to private hospitals. It is a
fact that most of the patients admitted to King
Edward Memorial Hospital have private
insurance cover. Why is it that privately insured
people still go to public hospitals? It is because
they receive a wider range of services and a high
standard of attention and therefore people have
confidence in public hospitals. No matter what
the Government says it is downgrading public
hospitals and putting them into the category of
second-rate hospitals. None of those myths the
Minister for Health is promoting stands up under
scrutiny.

This Government and in fact I suspect the
Federal Government also have no health care
policy at all. They are making health care
decisions for financial reasons. All five major
changes to the health care policy since Fraser has
been in Government have been made for Financial
reasons both at a national and State level and not
to improve the health care system for Australia.
The basic requirements of a health care system
should be threefold. Firstly we should have the
development of preventative and caring services to
complement curative services. Secondly, we
should have a commitment to greater equity in
access to services, particularly primary care
services. Thirdly we must have cost containment
measures.

They are the three main points which should be
the basis of any health policy. The new funding
and health care arrangements undermine the
ability of the system to try to reduce costs and
provide a good basic service.

The Liberal Party has embraced the user-pays
principle and what it means by this in respect of
health care is that the sick pay. Those who are
very ill and need to use the system the most will
pay the most and those who are healthy will pay
the least. The way the system works is that people
on low incomes of less than $200 a week will pay
the same as those earning SI 000 a week and that
is not equitable.

Mr Young: What is the system at the moment?
Mr HODGE: It is a shambles at the moment.
Mr Young: And what is the system compared

with what you just described? The system is that
anyone can opt to pay nothing; they are all equal
just the same.

Mr HODGE: Everyone is paying taxes for the
system. What the Minister is saying is that people
earning a decent income are required to pay
twice.

Mr Young: Of course everyone is paying
through taxation. They are paying for you also.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HODGE: It is not the patients who are

abusing the system or causing costs to escalate. It
is the Liberal Party policy, the Liberal Party's
friends, private hospital owners, private health
funds and doctors who are causing the system to
break down. Most doctors in Australia and
particularly in this State work on a "fee-for-
service" basis. It is obvious that "fee-for-service"
medicine is more costly to administer than a
salaried service. The Australian Labor Party is
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committed to upgrade the role of the salaried
service in the public health care system.

Doctors have two ways of increasing their
income. They either charge more for each item of
service they render or provide more services.
Either way doctors increase their income and it is
not the fault of the patient. Whether patients
have a certain number of procedures or tests, Or
remain in hospital for a certain Period is the
decision of the doctor and the more items of
service that the doctor provides the more income
he receives. So the user-pays principle is not
sound.

It is not the user who determines what will
happen, it is the health care professional who
does. By forcing people to join "voluntary" health
funds the Government is not going to cause health
care costs to drop. I predict the opposite. There
will be an increase in the rate of tests, procedures,
and discretionary surgery which by world
standards is already high in Australia and will
increase at a dramatic rate if most of the people
are covered by private insurers.

Mr Young: The member is suggesting that
notwithstanding the free system presently
operating, there will be an increase in demand as
well as an increase in charges.

Mr HODGE: The Minister does not make
sense. He does not understand what I am saying. I
will not bather to reply to his interjections.

Mr Young: I heard what you said. With due
respect. I hope you do not expect me to believe it.
We have a totally free system operating but you
are suggesting there will be a big demand by the
charge. You are a dope.

Mr HODGE: The Government is creating a
comfortable atmosphere for the intrusion by the
doctors' trans-nat iona I hospital corporations into
this country. They are already moving in a big
way into private hospital ownership in the Eastern
StatL%. We are creating the right environment for
them to move in a big way into the State. The
steps we are taking will ensure guaranteed
profitability for those corporations. The
Australian people will pay for that profitability at
the expense of their health.

The people of the State will pay with their
health for that increased Profitability of the
private, profit-motivated hospitals. The owners of
such hospitals have not moved into this State yet,
but I am sure it will not take them long to sum up
the situation and realise what we are doing here
and that a handsome profit can be made.

With this Bill the State Government has finally
achieved its long-cherished ambition. The Federal
Government is to relieve itself of the full

responsibility for health care in this State. The
State Government will long live to regret this
decision. It has already been taken to the cleaners
by Fraser, because he has not given it enough
money to get through this year, and it will get
worse. As the private health care system expands
it will put more of a strain on the State's health
resources and our system will collapse.

Mr Young: Why would an expansion in the
private sector put more of a strain on the State's
health care system?

Mr HODGE: More people will be wanting to
use the State's health care system and this will
put more of a strain on it. The State Government
will have less money for all sorts of preventative:
and extended care services. We have seen the
beginning of this already. We know that operators
of women's refuge centres have not received
enough money from the Government. In the
coming months we will have many programmes
either terminated or abandoned. Already there
has been a decision made to start charging at
Alcohol and Drug Authority hospitals. The State
is to begin charging alcoholics who come to these
hospitals for detoxification treatment. We are to
see the user pays system implemented. The State
will say, "Either you pay or you stay in the gutter
and do not get the treatment you need."

The operations of the ADA will be wound
down. Already we are being softened up and have
read a statement in the Press from the chairman
of the authority about this. The anti-smoking
programmes and the anti-drug taking
programmes will be wound down. There will be a
lack of programmes catering for community needs
in relation to stress, nutrition, screening for
diseases, and occupational and dental health.
Finance has been reduced for family planning
clinics and, as I have said already, the women's
refuges are suffering. And all this is only the
beginning. All these preventative and extended
care services will be wound down or abandoned.

If we are to have any hope of controlling our
escalating costs we have to do something about
medical incomes and the use of the system by the
medical profession. it is the medical profession
that controls the use of the health care system. It
is not the patients. Forcing people into private
health funds which they cannot afford will not
have the effect of reducing health costs; it will
mean an escalation in the costs of the health care
system.

This Government does not understand this and
lays the blame at the feet of the patient. That is
patently wrong. This Government is interested
only in its ideological commitment to boost the
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private sector and to boast the private, profit-
motivated hospitals so as to force people away
from the public hospitals.

Thc way that will be done will be to downgrade
public hospitals. Already the Government is in the
process or doing that. The Government will be so
short of funds it will have to give consideration to
getting rid of the non-teaching Government
hospitals. The Minister has already given
consideration to that proposition.

In the next 12 months we may well see the non-
teaching Government hospitals handed over to
private or community groups, or to anyone,
because the Government does not want to accept
responsibility for running them. I make that
prediction and I am sure that in the not-toa-
distant future it will come about.

Already the Government has given serious
consideration to selling assets such as Sunset
Hospital. The Government does not have the
money to keep it going.

Mr Young: What would you do with Sunset?
Mir HIODGE: It should be left where it is.
Mr Young: When the conditions are totally

unacceptable to the people who are there and
when they deserve better, what would you suggest
be done with the facilities?

Mr HODGE: Why does the Minister say the
conditions arc totally unsuitable; what evidence
does the Minister have?

Mr Young: They are not suitable for the
residents to remain there. Are you prepared to say
unequivocally you would like those residents to
remain?

Mir HODGE: The Minister is talking tripe.
Mir Young: Will you say so?
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!

The House will come to order!
Mr HODGE: The Minister is very touchy

because I am speaking the truth and he does not
like home truths.

Mr Young: You do not know what you would
do with it. You do not know whether to keep it,
sell it, or ix it.

Mr HODGE: The present Minister is the most
incompetent Minister for Health this State has
had in a very long time.

This new health care system has been foisted on
all States except that other resource-rich State,
Queensland. Two States in Australia are
substantially resource rich and are supposedly
enjoying a resources -boom-Queensland and
Western Australia. The Government of

Queensland has seen (it to tell Fraser what he can
do with his new health care system. Queensland is
maintaining a free public health care system.

Mr Young: No, it is not.
Mr HODGE: Yes, it is.

Mr Young: So are we.

Mr HODGE: That is not true.
Mr Young: They are maintaining a free systLem

for disadvantaged people and pensioners.

Mr HODGE: That is not true; they are keeping
free public wards.

Mr Young: They have intermediate facilities
for the rest and top flight facilities for the next
lot.

Mr HODGE. I rang Queensland yesterday and
checked on this. Health care in Queensland will
still be free in public hospitals because its
Government is committed to a health care system
which is free of charge for its population. If
Queensland can do that, why cannot this State?
We are in the middle of a resources boom. We are
a very wealthy State. We have massive mineral
reserves. If Queensland can do it, why cannot we?
We cannot bec ause we have an incompetent
Government, a Government which is not
committed to a public health care system. This
Government is more interested in pursuing its
narrow ideological objectives and propping up the
private health care system.

The Opposition will not have a bar of this Bill,
a Bill designed to completely gut the remaining
provisions of the Medibank agreement entered
into in 1975. The moment the new agreement
comes into effect the free health care system
which the Whitlam Labor Government
introduced in 1975 will be abolished. There is no
way the Opposition will have a bar of this
legislation.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [2.58 p.mn.): I
propose to contribute to the debate for a short
period because I believe this Bill exemplifies the
attitude this Government has to the notion of who
should pay for facilities and services in the
cornmu n ity.

During the contribution of the member for
Melville the Minister for Health interjected and
acknowledged and even proudly claimed that he
was the person who had been in the vanguard of
those Ministers in Australia who had advocated
the abolition of the free health care system. That
is this Minister's claim to fame; it is something of
which he is proud.

Mr Hodge: He should hang his head in shame.
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Mr PARKER: The Minister should do as the
member for Melville suggests, and hang his head
in shame.

I do not believe it will be too long before the
Minister will have to try to cover up those words
and make sure they are not heard again. He will
soon feel about those words-if he does not, other
Government members will-as other Ministers do
about the words the then Minister for Mines, the
member for Floreat, spoke when he said he was
proud that Western Australia had the lowest
royalties in the world. They are similar comments.
They are similar in their callousness and
revelation. They show the attitude taken by
members of this Government.

What we are talking about is a health system
which is paid for in some way or other.

Mr Blaikie: You have one problem and that
is-

Mr PARKER: I am pleased the member for
Vasse has Finally resumed his seat on the back
benches. I had some concern for the Government
of this House when I saw the member for Vasse
sitting in a seat normally occupied by a Minister.

Mr Blaikie: A number of your members went
pale when they saw me in the front benches!

Mr PARKER: I was beginning to gg4 worried
when I saw the member for Vasse sitting on the
front bench.

Mr Blaikie: Your problem is that you live in the
world of fairyland and we live in the world or
reality.

Mr PARKER: The health system exists and it
costs money. The questions are: Who should pay
for the health system and how should it be paid
for? Prior to the introduction of this Bill, the
situation which was established by the Whitlam
Government-I am proud to acknowledge-in
respect of public hospital treatment was that the
community as a whole paid for it.

Mr Blaikie: That was a travesty of taxpayers'
money! It was an absolute waste and it cost a lot
of money. The nation has suffered ever since.

Mr PARKER: I remind the member for Vasse,
one of the matters the then Federal Leader of the
Opposition (Mr Malcolm Fraser) put to the
people of Australia when he sought to obtain
office in 1975 was that he would maintain
Medibank as it had been created by the Labor
Federal Government. If the member for Vasse is
saying that is what led to the downfall of the
Whitlam Government, I suggest he go back and
look again at the history books.

Mr Blaikie: The system has now changed.

Mr PARKER: It certainly has changed; it has
changed dramatically, radically, and very much
for the worse.

Mr Blaikie: And very positively. This State
Minister will be heralded as being a very
responsible Minister for Health.

Mr Young: Hear, hear!
Mr PARKER: Let it be noted the only person

who said, "Hear, hear!" was the Minister for
Health. One has to acknowledge the Minister for
Health has a certain amount of self-confidence.
One could not accuse him of being backward in
coming forward.

Mr Young: I said it with vigour!
Mr PARKER: The Minister for Health was the

only member in the Chamber who could bring
himself to say it.

The health care system as we know it costs a
great deal of money and the amount has increased
in leaps and bounds since the Fraser Government
went into office.

Mr Blaikie: Cost does not worry you.
Mr PARKER: Therefore, the question is

whether the cost is borne by people on an
equitable or inequitable basis. The ALP, both in
the Federal and State areas, is committed to
paying for the health care system of this nation on
an equitable basis, so that people do not need to
worry whether or not they have adequate money
to meet the costs involved when they, their
children, or their aged relatives become sick. They
do not have to worry, because the equity of the
situation would ensure they obtained decent
health treatment.

Mr Sodeman interjected.
Mr PARKER: The proposition I have just

advanced is advocated by this party and it will
take steps to implement it when it becomes the
Government in both the State and Federal
spheres in 1983.

Liberal Party Governments, both State and
Federal, believe people who earn a great deal of
money ought to pay only the same amount for
their health care costs as people who earn very
little money. That is what this Government
believes. It is not a question of reducing the drain
on overall GDP or income generally; the money
has to be spent and the costs of health care have
to be met. The question is: Who should meet
those costs?

The member for Pilbara asked me whether I
thought the money should come from the taxation
system and the answer to that is, "Yes".

Mr Sodeman: That is not what I asked you.
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Mr PARKER: of course it should, because the
taxation system is predicated on a graduated
basis.

During the period the member for Clontarf
spent on the ministerial benches a little earlier
this afternoon he interjected on the member for
Melville and suggested we do away with
graduated income tax. That was a battle the
reactionaries lost in 1918 or thereabouts. I had
not thought that anybody, apart from a so-called
Professor Laffer, Failed to support a policy of
graduated income tax; but apparently some
members opposite believe everybody should pay
the same amount.

Mr Sodeman: And supported by the member
for Fremantle.

Mr PARKER: I did not say chat.

Mr Sodeman: You said it a moment ago.

Mr PARKER: I do not think the member for
Pilbara understands the phrase. "graduated
income tax". Perhaps his colleagues could explain
it to him. We are talking about the way in which
these costs are to be met and, according to the
ALP, it ought to be done on a graduated basis.

Mr Sodeman: That is the tax rate-you just
said it again.

Mr PARKER: Of course it is. Let me explain
briefly to the member for Pilbara that the total
amount of money has to be found. Irrespective of
how the money is found. X amount of money is
required to pay for the health care of the people
of this country. That amount will come from
somewhere and the question is whether it is
collected equitably through a graduated system of
income tax which I advocate, or by an inequitable
means. Under a graduated system of income tax,
people who earn low incomes pay tax at the rate
of 32c in the dollar, people on higher incomes pay
around 45c in the dollar, and people who pay the
highest rate are taxed at 60c in the dollar. I am
not saying I am wedded to those particular scales:,
but that is what is meant by a "graduated system
of income tax'. That is the equitable way of doing
it.

The inequitable way, which the Minister for
Health has been advocating for a couple of years
now and has finally succeeded in achieving, is the
shameful situation in which it does not matter
whether a person is on $200 or $2 000 a week,
because he still pays exactly the same amount of
charges as everyone else. That is completely
inequitable.

Mr Sodenian: Doesn't "equitable" mean
".equal"?

Mr PARKER: The word "equitable" means
"fair" and I suggest the member for Pilbara is
revealing his ignorance when he indicates he does
not understand basic terms such as "graduated
income tax" and "equitable".

Mr Blaikie: Can I make this point? All the
comments you have made relating to income tax
seem to be based on a shilling in the pound and
that is about where you are!

Mr PARKER: The system of health care must
be funded in some way. Taking a macro-economic
point oF view, the new system the Minister has
succeeded in having introduced will not diminish
the drain on overall community resources which is
attributable to the health care system. Indeed, as
the member for Melville pointed out, because the
new system is so inefficient, the overall drain of
the public health care system on community
resources is likely to grow.

Under the new system, taxes will be collected in
multiple places through people's incomes and at
the doors of public hospitals. That is bound to be
inefficient. Also there is no commitment under
the new scheme to any increase in the salaried
services. As the member for Melville pointed out,
we will still have people charging on a fee-for-
service basis and it is only by attacking that
system that we will start to reduce the overall
drain of the health care system on community
resources. I do not believe doctors should be
earning incomes of $100 000 or $200 000 a year,
based on community resources. It is only by
attacking this issue that we will have a reduction
in the proportion of GDP attributable to the
health care system.

The new system proposed by the Minister will
not change the overall trend. It will change only
the nature of the people paying for it and the
burden will fall much more heavily on ordinary
people , on working class people, and on basic
income earners than it did in the past.

From a micro-economic point of view, we will
have a situation in which individuals will be faced
with vastly increased payments for health care.
Undem r the existing system, a number of people did
not insure themselves, because they preferred to
use public hospital treatment which is very good
and , by that means, they paid for the treatment
they received through their taxes.

Those people have not had any diminution of
their taxes as a result of the introduction of this
system.' On the other hand they are forced to pay
substantial amounts of money to cover themselves
and their families for health care, and that will
have a marked effect in a number of ways. In the
first instance it will have a marked effect on the
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Consumer Price Index which will rise
dramatically. The change in the health care
system will fuel inflation and the expectations of
unions and others in relation to their receiving
wage i ncreases to cover the increased costs.

The total outlook presented by this legislation
and the philosophy behind it are such that this
change will be one of the factors contributing to
the economic decline of this country that is
occurring so fast under the present State and
Federal Governments.

I and other Opposition members believe the
answer to the question. "Who should pay for our
health care system?" ought to be, "Those who can
afford to pay for it." The community ought to be
guaranteed the right to health care, and the
payment for it should be made on an equitable
basis. The people who can afford to pay the most
should pay the most, and the people who cannot
afford to pay anything should not be required to
pay anything.

We have the ridiculous situation of the system
to be introduced by the Federal Government
whereby cards will be issued to certain people.
Several weeks ago regional managers of the
Department or Social Security indicated that this

new system would mean 10 million cards would
be issued each year. Unemployed persons will. be
issued cards every two weeks; pensioners will be
issued cards every six months; and certain
others-I cannot recall the term used for
them-will be issued cards every six months. In
addition, people who move out of the scheme and
then back into it will be issued new cards.

The meeting or regional managers, I believe,
was held at Terrigal. How the issue of 10 million
cards will introduce efficiencies into the health
care system I do not know.

In every way one can possibly consider this
system-whether it be in terms of equality,
Financial resources of the community, or the
amount individuals will pay-it represents a
marked decline in the availability of health care
to people in this country, and a regression from
the marvellous health care system introduced by
the Whitlamn Government which was so heartily
supported by the people and, at one time, even by
the current Prime Minister. H-e went to the people
in 1975 and said that his Government would
retain the health care system initiated by the
Whitlam Government. He knew if he said his
Government intended to abolish that system the
Liberal Party would not have been elected to
Government.

This Bill represents the last gutting of the
health care system introduced by the Whitlamn

Government, and that is a great shame for the
people of Australia. I will join with the mcmber
for Melville in opposing this Bill.

DR DADOUR- (Subiaco) f(3.14 p.m.]: I will
support the Bill before us. It would not have been
necessary if Medibank had not been introduced.
At the time of its introduction we predicted it
would be a double open-ended scheme. It was
intended to give free health care to everybody, but
we all knew that it would not, and that was
substantiated by the amount of tax the
community was required to pay at a later stage.

Mr Evans: Were you happy with the pre-
Medibank situation?

Dr DA DOUR: I was most happy with it.

Mr Evans: Surely you couldn't have been.
Dr DADOUR: The pre-Medibank system had

some Faults. Before Medibank was introduced we
predicted that the public hospital system would
not be able to meet the great demands that would
be placed upon it. Our prediction came
true---only too true. The cost of health in this
State last year was $539 million, and the way in
which it was seen to escalate to that figure meant
something had to be done to stop the rapid rise in
costs.

Mr Parker interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
Dr DADOUR: Western Australia experiences

one of the highest hospital admission rates in this
country.

Mr Hodge: Whole fault is that?
Dr DADOU R: No such thing as a free hospital

scheme can exist. We must pay for it either
through taxation or individually if we seek private
treatment. If a person takes out health insurance,
the insurance will pay his costs. The point I make
is that if Medibank had not been introduced we
would not need the legislation before us; we would
have been able to go on as we were before the
introduction of Medibank. The pre-Medibank
system was recognised throughout the world as
one of the best available.

Mr Hodge: That is rubbish!
Dr DADOUR: If I had said "Rubbish" to the

member For Melville every time he has spoken
about the health care system in this country I
would have been 100 per cent correct. He has
been so off beam with his arguments that I just
cannot understand how. I cannot understand how
somebody can be so far from the truth yet still
believe he is right.

Mr IHodge: You should declare a vested interest
in this legislation.

2954



[Wednesday, 19 August 1981]195

Mr Blaikie: Rubbish!
Mr Parker: Are you saying he hasn't got a

vested interest?
Dr DADOUR: I suppose I have a vested

interest in the health care system of this country
because I am a medical practitioner.

Mr Blaikie: He is the only person who knows
what he is talking about.

Mr Parker interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!

I remind members that during most of this debate
those who have spoken had an opportunity to put
their points without interje~ction. At the moment a
member from the Government side of the House
wishes to do likewise, and I believe he should be
afforded that opportunity. Not only do I believe
he should be afforded that opportunity, but also I
will ensure he does have it.

Mr Parker interjected,
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Fremantle has made several pointed
interjcctions. I remind him that he shall show
respect for the Chair.

Mr Parker interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I remind the

member for Fremantle that I will not tolerate
pointed interjections reflecting on the Chair. I ask
him to show more respect in the future. 1 will not
tolerate many more interjections from the
member for Fremantle such as those I have just
heard.

Dr DADOUR: Prior to the introduction of
Medibank pensioners and others who could not
afford medical treatment were treated for free by
our public hospitals.

Mr Hodge: They were only charity cases.
Dr DADOUR: If certain people could not

afford to pay for hospital treatment they had no
difficulty in having their accounts quashed.
Embarrassment was never caused to those people
when the accounts were quashed immediately
after their financial position was made
known-~no more was said about the matter. It
was all done nicely and cleanly.

Mr Hodge: How can you say there was no
embarrassment? How many bills did you
pesonally have quashed?

Mr O'Connor: We should call you the
"mouth".

Dr DADOUR: Before I became a member of
Parliament I had a couple of accounts quashed,
and after entering this House I had a couple of
accounts quashed.

Mr Davies: That is only four.

Dr DADOUR:
accounts. I never
accounts quashed.

I meant to say "many"
had trouble in having those

Mr Davies: You are my doctor from now on!
Dr DADOUR: We all knew the Medibank

system would cost a great deal, and we knew it
would be opposed.

Mr Hodge: By the doctors.
Dr DADOUR: It does not matter whether it

was opposed by doctors or patients. The point that
matters is that we knew it would be opposed, and
we now know it was opposed. I do not make these
remarks as a doctor, but ] make them as a
concerned member of the community who wants
this country to have the best health care system
possible for the least cost. We entered the
Medibank system, but now are trying to get out of
it, and will move a step forward instead of going
closer to socialism.

I do not like the idea of hospitals being able to
impose a cost upon patients when patients are
treated by doctors employed by hospitals on a
full-time basis. I would rather see that cost
included in the lump sum hospital bed cost, but
we cannot have that system because the cost of a
bed is already high. However, that point does not
matter all that much. The important point is that
the cost of health care has become prohibitive,
and we must in some way pull ourselves out of the
quagmire in order to maintain the proper
standard of health care. At the same time we
must place some restraints on the increasing costs,
and that is all this legislation attempts to do.

The Bill would not have been necessary if
Medibank had not been introduced; the
introduction of Medibank was far worse than its
dismantling. As far as the States are concerned
the present scheme will be a step forward because
it will try to take some of the strain of providing
health care off the public hospital System and
place it more on the shoulders of the private
sector. We must work in harmony with the
private sector by having a certain number of
public beds and a certain number of private beds.
We will Find that many extra beds presently
available in the public sector can be given to the
private sector and run as private beds. I would
like to see this. As far as the teaching hospital
beds in this State are concerned, we have far, far
too many.

Mr Davies: You were advocating extra beds at
St. John's when you were in the Opposition; more
at St. John's, you wanted, and you put them
there.

Dr DADOUR: That is right. They were for the
extra medical students.
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Mr Davies: Now we have too many doctors. We
ought to put you in charge. You could do a better
job, I suppose, than the present Minister.

Dr DADOUR: Members opposite have been
trying to stop my train of thought from the
moment I got up.

Mr Davies: I am just reminding you I have a
longer memory than you have.

Dr DADOUR: We have far too many teaching
hospital beds which cost us too much money, and
the par excellence of teaching hospital beds is for
the teaching of medical students. Most of those
beds are never taught from, for various reasons.

Mr Davies: It is a different story now.
Dr DADOUR: It would be Car better if we

could make these beds the equivalent of "A"-class
beds and use them as community beds. The
staffing ratio of a teaching hospital bed is
something like five or six staff per bed, whereas
an ordinary "A"-class bed, such as at Osborne
Park, has approximately two staff per bed; yet the
treatment is almost identical. One carries a
heavier staff load and a much heavier cost.
However, that is another argument for another
day. As far as I am concerned, I support this
legislation. It has been made necessary by the
introduction of Medibank. I agree with the
member for Melville that this is the final
scrapping of Medibank.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.22 p.m.J: I have been prompted to
rise by the remarks of a member who spoke
earlier, and by those of the member who just
resumed his seat. I want to say I oppose the
legislation. It has been properly described as the
final act of interring the body of Medibank. The
member for Subiaco speaks on it as the new
scheme. This is nothing more than the oldest of
old schemes with all its worst faults and with all
the traps that we know is in it. How the
Government has come to fall for this scheme. I
would not know-[ should not say that as I do
know on this occasion. It is because it has been
forced on it by the Federal Government. It has
been forced on it under the new arrangements
which came as part of the package for the new
federalism-the agreement which the Premier
fulsomely embraced in 1975 and which he told us
at the time was the start of something great and
something wonderful for this State. It was
something different and something disastrous.
That is the way it turned out. Now we are going
back to the old scheme as we knew it, pre-1 969-

Mr Hodge: Prehistoric.
Mr DAVIES: -with all its faults and traps, as

I have already said. Speaking from memory, I

think it was about 1969 that the Government
decided to do away with all the small charges in
public hospitals and teaching hospitals. I refer to
the ls.6d. here and the 15s. there and the half-a-
guinea somewhere else. It seems strange* to be
talking in those terms these days, but they were
the rates that had applied; they would have been
in dollars then, but it gives some idea of the
Government's thinking at that time. It was said it
cost too much money to collect these amounts and
that the administration was far too costly and was
becoming top-heavy.

We had an inquiry into Royal Perth Hospital.
Indeed, I think we had two inquiries in almost as
many years to see how that hospital could be
streamlined because people were sick of waiting in
queues, coming back day after day and not being
able to see the medical people they wanted to see.
It is true that urgent cases were dealt with, but if
cases were not urgent or if people were not
pressing their illness, they had to come back
another day because more often than not the
clinic finished before they got to the end of the
queue.

I am speaking from memory and subject to
correction, but the previous Liberal Government
was in office and Mr MacKinnon-I think he was
the Minister at the time-said, "Let us have one
charge for all the services at the hospital." Al
these other little charges were wiped off and it
was considered to be a great step forward. When I
took over as Minister I had the unenviable task of
reviewing hospital charges, and I think they were
increased by about 50 per cent in 197 1. There was
a recommendation on the file, but at the time I
took over, of course, it had not been processed
before the change of Government because it was
too close to an election date. I had the task.

One of my first actions, regrettably, was to
raise hospital charges. It was still basically one
charge, and there were one or two minor charges
that had to be taken into consideration. We had
to look at the charges that were raised for
workers' compensation and those raised for the
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust; but even then the
MVIT paid a lump sum which was assessed each
year and was considered to be more than
adequate for the work done by the hospitals. A
tremendous amount was saved in administration,
and the hospitals knew where they were going.

Subsequently, we had Medibank and we had a
cost-sharing arrangement which was equitable, I
believe, and was not abused by the public. If
anybody has abused Medibank it has been the
doctors. There is still some evidence of doctors
doing that, but computers are catching up with
them. They were taking unto themselves large
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slices of public money and getting off relatively
scot-free.

Mr Parker: Unless they tangled with Christo
Moll.

Mr Young: A taxman in disguise.
Mr DAVIES: They were apparently

embarrassed with all the money they had and
wanted to salt it away somewhere, but it went bad
before the salting of the brine took effect.

Mr Parker: Thank Christ for Christo Moll' The
doctors claimed they were losing money and he
made sure they did.

Mr Young: He made them honest.
Mr DAVIES: We must remember a number of

reports were produced. There was the Nimmo
report, which has been mentioned by the member
for Melville and was a very comprehensive report.
Many of the recommendations in it were adopted
and were found to be highly acceptable.

We are concerned to hear it advocated that the
limited public hospital beds which are
available-and there has been increasing pressure
on those beds and there will be indeed further
pressure on them-should be made available to
private practitioners. The member for Subiaco is
the member who, when I was Minister for Health,
criticised our Government because we were not
training enough doctors. The Government said it
would then put training facilities into a private
hospital, St. John of God. It was considered that
there was a wider variety of cases going through
St. John of God Hospital and, therefore, that
hospital was highly desirable for training. We
have spent money on putting facilities for training
at St. John of God and we still are spending it.

A training unit is still maintained there which
must be costing the G6vernment or the universi .ty
some money. Yet we are in the position now of
training too many doctors.

A report on medical manpower was produced.
and that report showed that we were spot on with
our training and projected training in this State.

Some hysteria occurred when a parent found he
could not get his darling into second-year Medical
School-a situation that had existed since the
school had been in existence. Some people said
that if a person wanted to be a doctor he should
not be debarred from a place in the Medical
School. and so this Government made additional
places available. This policy did not make a great
deal of difference to the actual numbers-I think
only three or four extra places were provided.
However, this has meant an additional three or
four doctors every year, and now we have a

surplus. I am referring to a Press report-I have
no other facts to back up my statement.

Mr Young: That is not the situation in Western
Australia and Queensland.

Mr DAVIES: Anything that is happening
generally does not happen in Western Australia!
If that is not the situation, I wonder why last year
the Minister introduced legislation to limit entry
to this State by overseas doctors?

Mr Young: I am not saying we have too many
or too few. You referred to studies made during
your time, and I am saying that from studies
made during my time, Western Australia has
about the right training programme for the needs
of the State.

Mr DAVIES: I do not know whose study the
Minister is referring to, and unfortunately, I
cannot recall the name of the professor who
carried out the study to which I referred.
However, he projected the statistics for the next
I0gyears, and he estimated that we were spot on. I
am sorry, these comments are not really related to
the Bill, but rather they refer to the hospital
service which this Government will provide to the
public.

We have now gone the full circle. We will
charge patients more than they have ever paid
before in a public hospital. We will charge the
patients $40 a day for a doctor to visit them in the
hospital. I hope the Minister will be able to
correct me on these facts. The daily bed charge
will be SIl10 a day.

Mr Young: For shared accommodation it will
be $85 a day.

Mr DAVIES: On top of that, apparently,
whether or not one sees a doctor, one will be
charged $40 a day.

Mr Young: No,' if you are treated by a medical
practitioner in the hospital, but not treated as a
medical patient in the hospital, it will be $40 a
day.

Mr DAVIES: Let us look at the situation of a
person who wishes to have shared hospital
accommodation. If this person elects to use a
doctor who is on the clinical staff of the
hospital-and I must add that I believe our
doctors are excellent; I am proud of the doctors in
our public hospitals-he will be up for $85 a day.
plus $40 a day for the doctor, even if the doctor
does nothing but looks at his chart. Is this policy
an attempt to discourage people from using the
clinical staff at our hospitals? Is the Minister
hoping that hospital patients will say, "I do not
want the staff you have here; I want my own
doctor to visit me; he can then charge his normal
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fee for a visit"? I am quite sure that the normal
charge for a doctor's visit to the hospital would
not be $40, although he could charge whatever he
wanted. Will there be a requirement to pay for a
theatre fee or for any other services?

Mr Young: No, that is it.
M r DA VI ES: Wi th a private doctor?
Mr Young: Yes, in a public hospital.

Mr DAVIES: I am pleased that the Minister is
making this clear for me. 1 would like to know the
situation because I have been asked many
questions about it.

Mr Evans: Is this in all public hospitals?

Mr Young: Yes.
Mr DAVIES: A person who elects to have his

own private doctor in a public hospital will pay
his doctor?

Mr Young: Yes.
Mr DAVIES: And a patient must also pay the

going rate of $85 a day for shared
accommodation.

Mr Young: You pay that to the hospital.
Mr DAVIES: That is right, and the patient

pays the doctor for his services.
Mr Young: That is right.

Mr DAVIES: The patient pays no theatre fees
or anything else?

Mr Young: No.
Mr DAVIES: So I presume the doctor is then

charged by the hospital for the use of hospital
facilities?

Mr Young: Yes.
Mr DAVIES: Under clause 3 and later clauses

of the Bill, we will let the hospitals draw up their
own regulations. So the hospitals will set charges
for the use of hospital facilities by the doctors.
We are giving the hospitals a blank cheque.

Before a person goes to hospital, he will want to
know the options. He can elect to pay $40 a day
for medical services on top of his hospital
accommodation, or he can elect to have his own
medical practitioner and the hospital will charge
his medical practitioner for the facilities used. We
do not know what those charges wilt be because
they have not been set as yet. They can include

Use of the theatres, clinics, equipment, machinery,
and staff. it will be up to the hospital to draw up
regulations determining what facilities the
medical practitioners must pay for. Of course, the
doctors will have to get this money from
somewhere to pay the hospital, so they will charge
patients. How will someone know which will be

the best option to choose? When will these
charges be made public?

The new scheme is to commence on I
September, but we have not as yet given the
hospitals the power to write the regulations. Of
course this will not stop them writing the
regulations-presumably they have been written
already just waiting for the legislation to be
passed.

Just look at the confusing situation we have
now. Not only must the public decide on the most
suitable medical insurance to subscribe to, but
when a person requires hospital treatment, he
must consider all the options. A person may be
unconscious, and yet he must decide how to meet
his bills.

Mr Young: For a start you obviously can't
decide anything if you are unconscious. Having
been a Minister for Health, you would know what
nonsense that is.

Mr DAVIES: I was using an extreme
example-

Mr Young: That is true.
Mr DAVIES: -to try to make the point. In

effect this will be a means test; patients will have
to make a decision as to the best way to pay their
hospital bills. A patient cannot dodge the amount
he must pay for his hospital bed, but he does have
some options open to him about paying for
treatment. Will the hospital say, "Do not choose
to have your own doctor; we can offer you a
better deal. Just look at what we have here"?
Perhaps the doctors will say, "Do not use the
hospital doctors; we will need to visit you every
third day only and the nurses will look after you
in the meantime. It would be cheaper for you to
have me." After all, the doctors must earn a living
also.

This brings me to another interesting point-we
are told this nonsense of always being able to have
our own medical practitioner. However, it appears
that some teaching hospitals are limiting the
number of private practitioners who can use those
hospitals.

I have on my desk a letter which one medical
practitioner received from Fremantle Hospital. In
the past this doctor has visited patients at that
hospital, but he has now been told that with the
new system he will no longer have the right to
practise there. So the patient not only will have to
decide whether he is to be a private or public
patient, whether he is to have single or double
accommodation, or whether he wilt have his own
doctor or will use the medical staff provided by
the hospital, but also, he will have to find a
hospital that will accept his doctor.
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I can imagine why the hospitals have adopted
this policy. Many of the hospitals would not like
to have large numbers of doctors visiting patients
every morning, and so these new restrictions will
be introduced. Some of the doctors who have
traditionally practised at some of these hospitals
will find they wilt be barred from entry. Have we
not now reached a situation of confusion
compounded?

It is bad enough that people have the worry of
selecting the proper insurance table to which they
should subscribe. If a person lives in Perth and
has ready access to a teaching hospital, the
hospital-only table is by far the best option.
However, if a person is disadvantaged by living
outside the metropolitan area-I am not
necessarily arguing that living in the country is a
disadvantage-he has no option but to take out
full medical and hospital cover. I do not know
what the position will be in rv;gard to country
hospitals. Are doctors still to be charged for using
the facilities, as wide as they might be-including
morning tea-provided at the hospitals? That is
unfair because the Government does not have
salaried staff at most country hospitals: indeed, it
is the exception rather than the rule. The Minister
might explain to us what a patient's position is
likely to be in a Government country hospital.

All of these things add to the confusion, the
worry, and in many cases, the distress of members
of the public who really do not know which way
to turn. They are looking for advice. Thankfully.
the Department of Social Security has set up a
hotline-it is a very apt description, because my
understanding is that it is running hot-to cope
with queries from people who want some advice
as to how best they can cover themselves in regard
to medical insurance. We can bet our bottom
dollar these people are not looking for the most
expensive cover available. Those people who have
come to see mae have been looking for the cheapest
possible cover and have been weighing up whether
or not they should carry any of the risks
themselves.

This only highlights what the member for
Melville, in particular, and the member for
Frenmantle have said, not only today but also on
previous occasions: namely, that people will find it
difficult to pay the insurance premium. A forecast
I made in about 1972 has now come true. I
remember that I was presenting certificates at
King Edward Memorial Hospital and I made the
comment that with the way the practice of
medicine was going in Australia, I could foresee a
time when it would be difficult for people to meet
their insurance premiums. I was considered to be

absurd for making such a statement.
unfortunately it has now come true.

but

It is all very well for the Minister to say that
many of these people will not have the worry,
because there is a cut-off point. I received a letter
only this morning from a man with four children,
who is earning $2.40 a week above the maximum
level allowed, which means he must take out
family coverage at a cost of something like $10 a
week. There are plenty of other similar cases. I
accept there must always be a cut-off point but it
seems to me that this cut-off point is particularly
low. It is a pity a more lenient view was not taken
of the matter.

I believe the changes foreshadowed in this
legislation will prove more expensive to
administer than the Government has anticipated.
The mere administration associated with the new
system will absorb more than it should. I can see
a time when we return to queues in hospital
corridors, with clinics finishing before the end of
the queue is reached. It is a matter for great
regret that after six years of bungling with the
medical system in this country, this is the very
best the Government can produce. The Opposition
does not support the Bill in any way whatever,

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [3.45 p.m.]: The comments of members
of the Opposition and the member for Subiaco
have highlighted one thing very clearly: There is
no way in the world that any member opposite
will be convinced that a non-socialist piece of
legislation like this is right and proper; equally,
no-one on this side-having seen a socialist
system of medicine operating both under the
Whitlam Government and under the Fraser
Govern ment-would ever be convinced that the
changes proposed in this Bill are wrong.

I remember well-and I think some members
opposite were also around at that time; certainly,
a former colleague of members opposite (Mr
Herb Graham) who was in the Speaker's gallery
recently would recall-a great to do at Trades
Hall at a meeting of the ALP State Executive in
about 1960. Great criticism was being heaped on
the head of the Brand Government and the now
Premier; allegations were to the effect there had
not been a marriage in their families for at least
20 generations because of some of the things they
were doing, such as selling State trading concerns
and the like.

Mr Davies: We still have not been paid for the
State sawmills: they are still paying only 5 per
cent interest. That was the deal done by this great
financial wizard.

2959



2960 ASSEMBLYJ

Mr YOUNG: The then Secretary of the
Australian Labor Party (Mr Joe Chamberlain)
listened to the criticism, then got to his feet and
said-

Mr Bertram: Were you at this meeting?
Mr YOUNG: It was well reported.
Mr Bertram: Quite different from your council

meetings, which are held in secret.
Mr YOUNG: Yes, completely different. It was

reported that Joe Chamberlain said, in effect,
"Do not pick on David Brand for putting his

party's policies and promises into effect". He
turned to the people who had occupied the
Treasury benches for the previous six years and
said, "If you had put your party's policies into
effect you would not now be in Opposition".

Mr Davies: What does all that mean?
Mr YOUNG: Simply this: At last, after five

years of the Fraser Government, we are moving
out of socialist hospital financing into non-
socialist hospital financing. I believe Governments
have a perfectly good right to implement their
policies and should not be criticised for doing so,
any more than an Opposition should be taken to
task for criticising a Government. Although I do
not support the philosophical beliefs of members
opposite, I defend their right to express them.

I am not ashamed we are implementing Liberal
Party policy. The member for Melville said quite
wrongly I would live to be ashamed of having led
the van of State Health Ministers in bringing
about this philosophical change; I will never be
ashamed of that.

M r Hodge: It will come back to haunt you.
Mr YOUNG: Many people of my political

persuasion believe that Whitlam should have been
ashamed of implementing his party's philosophies;
however, they were wrong in saying so.
Nonetheless, I believe Whitlam did the wrong
thing by the medical system in this country. So, to
lay the worries of the member for Melville to rest,
I say there is no way I am going to be ashamed of
having been the one State Minister for Health to
support a change in the system to enable us to get
out of the situation where we were virtually in
limbo.

We were no longer under the socialist concept
of the Whitlam Government. We were not under
the Liberal concept of non-socialist medicine. The
member for Melville indicated that about 14
changes were created by the Fraser
Government-

Mr Hodge: Five.
Mr YOUNG: In total, there were something

like 14 or 15 individual changes. Maybe there

were Five major changes. The Fraser Government
allowed the situation to come about in which we
were not in either land. Now we are moving into
clear non-socialist medicine and non-socialist
hospital isation. If people were to criticise
Malcolm Fraser for any specific thing, they could
criticise him in respect of the health situation for
the fact that he did not get rid of the Medibank
system early enough. He made promises to retain
it when, quite frankly, he ought not to have made
them. Notwithstanding the ehiacking he received
from members of the Opposition, the member for
Subiaco has been the only person in this Chamber
who has not faltered in his belief in regard to the
hospital system in this State.

Mr Davies: He changed his mind this
afternoon.

Mr YOUNG: Notwithstanding the comments
of the Leader of the Opposition, the member for
Subiaco was clearly, desperately 'at the time,
trying to make more room as far as teaching was
concerned in the hospital of St. John. In fact, that
is one of the great private hospitals in the entire
world.

I do not see anything wrong in the local
member, a medical practitioner and a practitioner
at that particular hospital. endeavouring to
upgrade its status to make it one of the great
private hospitals in the world.

Mr Davies: Who pays for it?
Mr YOUNG: It is interesting to note the

comments of the Leader of the Opposition. When
he reached the stage of being cynical and saying
that someone's "poor little darling" would not
make it into second-year medicine, I noted the
comments that had already been made and which
are likely to continue to be made from the other
side of the House. I cannot guarantee a second-
year residency for some of the graduates of the
Medical School in this State. The statement of
the Leader of the Opposition indicates to me quite
clearly that I will hear no more of that from his
side of the House.

Mr Davies: Having trained them, you should be
able to place them.

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
seems to vindicate the fact that students and
graduates ought not to expect, because they are
medical graduates, the automatic right to an
income.

Mr Davies: There is a difference betwecn
graduates and students. You have missed the
point.

Mr YOUNG: This is interesting stuff. Let us
not worry. H-a nsard is a good recorder; and we

2960



[Wednesday, 19 August 19811 96

will remember those comments when the time
Comes.

Mr Davies: Therc is no need for you to be
cynical. You do not understand, apparently.

Mr YOUNG: I was referring to the situation of
the member for Subiaco. He has remained
consistent in spite of the criticisms of several
members of the Opposition. Obviously one has
only to reduce a staff item by one, two, three, or
four and the members of the Opposition join with
the critics of the Government in saying-

Mr Hodge: How many nurses have you got rid
of in the last 1 2 months?

Mr YOUNG: Individuals or positions?
Mr Hodge: Positions.
Mr YOUNG: I would say the number would be

in the vicinity of 600.
Mr Hodge: Seven hundred, actually.
Mr Pearce: How many persons?
Mr YOUNG: To my knowledge, none have

been dismissed simply because they lost their jobs.
Mr Pearce: That means that you have followed

the system of not replacing any of those who left.

Mr YOUNG: The number of positions has
been diminished.

Mr Pearce: You arc not going to discuss it now.
are you? Caught out again!

Mr YOUNG: With due respect to the "bionic
lip", he has plenty of opportunities to make a
contribution, and he never misses one. I am
answering the criticisms of the members of the
Opposition.

I was making the point that the members of the
Opposition arc the first, whenever there is a
diminution of one item, one person, or one
position. and particularly when it comes down to
dozens, or tens, or fifties, to join the critics of the
Government in the trade union movement in
condemning the Government to the point where
they suggest that if these things are going to
occur, hospital services will be restricted, and
there will be a shortage of hospital beds and the
like.

Mr Hodge: It has already happened.
Mr YOUNG: The member for Subiaco has

remained consistent over the years. As the staff-
to-patient ratios have built up. he has said
consistently that they are going too far, and that
one day the costs will mean that the hospitals will
not be able to handle the load because they will
not have the money t0 do so. He has claimed that
the taxpayer would be forced into the situation he
is in now.

The members of the Opposition have made
clear their position that rampant increases in
staff-patient ratios mean absolutely nothing to
them, and it does not matter about the
consequences-

Mr Hodge: You are talking nonsense!
Mr YOUNG: The day is fast approaching

when the laws of demand and supply will have to
be put into effect and tested.

Mr Hodge: Tell the truth, It is live years since
the staff-patient ratios were increased.

Mr YOUNG: Now we have members of the
Opposition seizing the opportunity to tell people
in the community that with these new changes the
hospitals will become overcrowded. They are
suggesting this in relation to the public hospitals.
The Opposition is suggesting that people will not
be able to get near the hospitals; and there will be
nothing but mayhem, over-use, etc.

Mr Hodge: Who said that?
Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition

said that. If the member wants to check Hansard,
he could go back to the duplicate of the speech of
the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Barnett: Now you are twisting.
Mr YOUNG: The member for Melville said

that the Government is doing some horrendous.
heinous thing by trying to shift the public out of
the public hospitals system and into the private
hospitals system. Would it not be a dreadful thing
if the numbers in the public hospitals began to
fall? According to the members of the Opposition,
it would be a dreadful thing if the people were
transferring out of the public hospitals into the
private hospitals; but it is only six months since
the members of the Opposition were saying that
the Government had gone out of its mind because
there were large numbers of people in the public
hospitals system.

Mr Hodge: We were criticising you for
reducing staff. Get your story straight.

Mr YOUNG: And for the pressure on
hospitals. and the 95 per cent occupancies, and
the people in corridors-

Mr Hodge: You closed wards and beds.
Mr YOUNG: We said the day was coming

when we would shift the emphasis of the
propensity to consume the health dollar from the
public sector to the private sector. Is it not absurd
for anyone to suggest that we ought to have a
public hospital system loaded to the gills while the
private hospital system, which is heavily
subsidised by the taxpayer, was languishing?
However, the member for Melville says that if we
shift that emphasis, we are doing it either to line
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the pockets of the private hospital developers, or
simply because we still do not have enough
hospitals. On the other hand, the Leader of the
Opposition is saying a completely different thing.

As I said at the beginning, the fact of the
matter is that we are confronted with a straight
ease of philosophical conflict. Quite frankly, it is
like a breath of fresh air to hear members of the
Opposition fighting to the death for socialism, and
people on this side saying. "We won't have a bar
of it any longer." At least with this Bill we know
where we stand, for once. We are saying simply
that the people who can afford to pay for the
public hospitals system should pay for it. If
someone cannot afford to pay for it he will not
have to. That is the system which is to come into
operation.

All I am asking is that the public health
system, the medical practitioners. AMA, and even
the Opposition give the system a go. There will be
a shift of numbers from the public to the private
system. I would hope and accept that the teaching
hospitals always will be busy. They are centres of
excellence and arc usually specialist hospitals. I
would hope they will not be overloaded. Under
our Present system they have been. For example,
Royal Perth Hospital at one stage of its be
occupancy crisis was both a private clinic and a
day clinic. It was a community hospital. It was
available for elective surgery. It was a centre of
excellence for the treatment of road trauma. If a
person had an ingrown toenail there was nothing
to stop his attending the hospital purely as a
community hospital.

I believe that system is wrong. I do not believe
we should support other public hospitals which
have infinitely rower bed occupancy rates while
the teaching hospitals are loaded to the gills. The
teaching hospitals should not be made into
community hospitals. I believe this Bill and the
regulations and decisions to be made under it will
prevent a continuance of the present situation.

I did not and I am not blaming the medical
practitioners, as some members of the Opposition
have done. I am not blaming the hospital staff. I
am blaming the Governments for sticking to a
system which flew in the face of economic reality.
I have said, and I remain consistent, that if we
provide something that is totally free for any
person in the community to use regardless of his
income, that system axiomatically must be
overused.

This whole new system to be implemented
throughout the Commonwealth to a great extent
will remove sonic of the pressures on the public
hospitals and result in a shift back to a private

hospital system. It will encourage people who can
afford to meet the cost of their insurance or
accounts to do so.

There has been nothing said by Opposition
members that has not been said before. There has
been nothing said by any member of the
Opposition which has not been answered both
across the floor of this House by way of exchange
in debate or by way of questions and answers, and
by way of Press release to the general public.

This Bill is a general concept Bill and the
general philosophies contained in it have been
well aired.' It represents a clash of political and
philosophical concepts. It is not really a
Committee Bill, but if there are any non-
repetitive and non-hackneyed questions raised in
Committee. I will be happy to deal with them.

Question put and
following result-

M rClarko
Sir Charles Court
M r Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
M r Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MePharliri
Mr Menisaros
Mr Nanovich

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr B. T. Burke
MrT. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
MtH, D.Evans
Mr Grill

A yes
Mr MueKinn on
Mr Hassell
Mrs Craig
Mr Blaikic

a division taken with the

Ayes 27
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Treitiawan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 18
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge
M rT. H. J ones
Mr McIver
M r Parker
M r Pearce
M rA. D. Taylo r
Mr Witson
Mir Bateman

Pairs
N oes

Mr J amieson
M r 1. F. Taylor
Mr Bryce
Mr Tonkin

(Teller)

(Teoler)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Comnniit tee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair;, Mr Young (Minister for Health) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.

Clause 3. Section 18 amended-
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Mr DAVIES: Does the Minister have any
knowledge of the scale of charges and the items
for which charges will be raised? I am concerned
about giving the hospitals a carte blanche power.
We are saying they can raise charges and this
clause and the next say that the hospital boards
will have the sky as the limit as far as Parliament
is concerned. I have often expressed concern at
Parliament delegating powers of all kinds to
organisations allowing them to make regulations
which become laws and are enforceable.

In this instance, we are saying the board can
provide facilities on such terms and conditions as
the Minister may determine from time to time.
We know -the Minister" means the hospital
board, because, as a general rule, the Minister
does not have the facility to do the detailed work
to inquire into recommendations advanced to him.
If these recommendations subsequently become
regulations, all kinds of charges will be raised in
areas where this should not occur.

During the Minister's second reading speech on
the Bill, I interjected and asked whether he had
any discussions with the AMA regarding this new
procedure and he indicated he had, but he was not
prepared to say anything further at that stage. He
indicated it would all come out during the debate
on the matter.

I do not remember the information being
provided during the debate, but I must apologise
for having to attend to my office for a few
minutes whilst the Minister was replying.

We have not been in touch with the AMA. As
members can imagine, as a general rule, the
AMA is not kindly disposed to the Opposition.
That association seems to feel we have a general
hatred for it, which is untrue. However, it is its
prerogative to feel that way. I always felt I had a
rather good rapport with the association on a
personal basis and I was always happy to listen to
anything it had to say. However, we did not seek
advice from the AMA and no further discussion
has taken place.

Has the Minister any prior knowledge that he
can convey to Parliament as to the manner of and
extent to which charges will be raised; has the
matter been discussed between him and the AMA
or the hospital boards and the AMA; and has the
AMA indicated it is happy about the proposed
changes?

Mr YOUNG: I take it the last point made by
the Leader of the Opposition refers to whether I
have come to any final agreement with the AMA
in respect of amounts payable to doctors as
distinct from charges made to patients.

Mr Davies: The provision of facilities.

Mr YOUNG: As late as this morning I spoke
to the AMA executive and I have confirmed in
writing that the schedule of charges hospitals
might make in regard to medical practitioners
using the facilities of public hospitals has not been
determined finally between us. Out of the whole
schedule of hospital charges, approximately five
or six items have not been consented to.

Mr Davies: How may items would be on the
schedule?

Mr YOUNG: A charge will be made to
medical practitioners where a charge applies in
respect of different items on the medical benefits
schedule, stated as a percentage of the fee to
which the medical practitioner is entitled for that
particular service.

Mr Davies: You are not going to charge them
for parking areas and things like that, are you?

Mr YOUNG: No. The matters in dispute will
be taken to a private arbitrator; but, in the
meantime, I hope we can arrive at an interim
schedule which can be gazetted and implemented
by I December 1981. However, I cannot give the
Chamber or the Leader of the Opposition an
undertaking that agreement has been reached in
respect of those amounts, because the matter has
not been finalised yet.

As far as the ability of the boards to make
changes is concerned, I point out that, read in
conjunction with section I18 of the Act, the Leader
of the Opposition will see clearly the position.
Subsection (2) of that section says that the
Minister may, after consultation with the hospital
board, give to it directions as to the exercise of its
functions and the only exception to that is in
respect of any directions which might be in the
nature of medical treatment. It is clear the
Mini ster can intervene with the board after
consultation, give it instructions, and have it
implement the range of charges and fees to which
this clause refers.

Mr Davies: But they will apply only where
there is an item in the medical benefits schedule.

Mr YOUNG: If the Leader of the Opposition
is referring to the charges which might be made
to a medical practitioner for the use of facilities, I
understand that is the situation.

Mr HODGE: I wish to raise a similar query
with the Minister. I understand that, in the past,
in non-teaching Government hospitals medical
practitioners, as part of the agreements they work
under, were given the use of the facilities free of
charge.

In a Press release recently the Minister
announced he was negotiating with the doctors on
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the provision of some sort of arrangement for GPs
to work in non-Government hospitals on sessional
payment or a contractual basis.

I should like to know how that is progressing
and whether the medical practitioners will obtain
the use of facilities free of charge if they decide to
work on a contractual basis or whether they will
be charged the same fee as anybody else.

Mr YOUNG: Any medical practitioner who
wishes to be a participating practitioner under
this scheme-in other words, it is obvious medical
practitioners are able either to become part of it
or to remain outside of it-at this stage will not
be charged for the use of any facilities of a non-
teaching hospital. However, that does not
necessarily mean that, in the future, they will not
be charged. It has been agreed at this stage the
system will be given a six-month shake-down
period and, during that time, we will be able to
look at the way the system is working, in
particular in respect of revenue raising, the
propensity of the public to consume the services
available, and the predilections of the public as to
whether they will be moving into private
practitioners' offices or continuing to use the
hospitals.

At this stage of the negotiations with the AMA,
we have agreed a charge will not be imposed on
doctors at least in that six-month period. If a
doctor chooses to be a participating doctor under
this scheme and he treats a public patient in a
public hospital, he will be paid S0 per cent of the
schedule fee and that is the end of it.

Mr DAV IES: I am interested in the position of
private practitioners entering teaching hospitals.
It has been indicated that at least one teaching
hospital cannot accept all doctors who want to
practise there. Therefore, this puts some patients
at a disadvantage inasmuch as if they want to be
treated by their own doctor in a public hospital.
they have to check with the hospital to ascertain
whether the doctor is allowed to work there.

I ask the Minister to enlighten me on that
point. I will not waste the time of the House any
further. To summarise my point I ask: Have the
hospital boards decided that they will take unto
themselves the power to determine which doctors
shall practise privately and which shall not?

Mr YOUNG: Briefly speaking, the practice has
been occuring for some time on a limited basis in
teaching hospitals in that some teaching hospitals
allow private practitioners to follow their patients
into those teaching hospitals. For instance, King
Edward Memorial Hospital allows that practice,
but others may not.

Under the new scheme it will be essential that
in the teaching hospitals some private
practitioners be able to follow their patients. The
Leader of the Opposition made the point that we
cannot blame a hospital board for not allowing
every private practitioner to follow patients into a
hospital, and that is merely because of the
number of doctors that practice would involve.
However, generally speaking, the teaching
hospitals will accredit private practitioners able to
follow their patients into teaching hospitals.

After consultation, technically with the
Minister for Health, but obviously after advice
received from the Director of Hospital and Allied
Services, a hospital board will be able to make a
decision in its own discretion as to the
qualifications required for various practitioners to
be allowed to practise at a particular teaching
hospital.

What must be borne in mind is that a board in
making that decision would need to have regard
to the qualifications of the medical practitioner
and the type of' illness for which the doctor would
be following his patient into the hospital.
Teaching hospitals have experienced registrars
already employed, and have very senior and
learned consultants at their disposal.

For a patient to obtain certain types of elective
surgery he or she does not need to go to a
teaching hospital, and would necessarily go to one
of the non-teaching peripheral hospitals. I could
not accept that a big demand exists for private
practitioners to follow their patients into
hospitals. However, the matter would be a
decision for hospital boards.

Mr DAVIES: I thank the Minister for his
answer. However, the system proposed in regard
to medical practitioners following patients into
hospitals indicates how stupid the whole scheme
is. The Government has said that above all
else-the one thing that matters-a person is
entitled to his own doctor and entitled to go to a
hospital of his choice. Under the proposed scheme
no-one will be guaranteed that entitlement. The
Minister was incorrect in making his remarks.
The boards of hospitals will take unto themselves
the election of doctors given the right of private
practice in teaching hospitals. I do not know
whether any appeal against such decisions will be
allowed. The Fremantle Hospital had this to
say-

The Board decided that the criterion for
access to patient facilities for private
practitioners utilising the hospital for private
inpatients would be a current appointment to
the Clinical Staff by the Board ...
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We accept that if a doctor is a member of the
clinical staff he will be allowed to enter a teaching
hospital. To continue-

[including those members of the profession
providing Metropolitan Teaching Hospital
Specialist Services), on the recommendation
of the Electoral Committee under the
Teaching Hospitals Act. Details of payment
for the use of hospital facilities for private
inpatients will be forwarded when available.

Hospital Service Patients and the
disadvantaged will follow the current system
of admission under members of the Clinical
Staff.

Unless a doctor happens to be a member of the
clinical staff or associated with a teaching
hospital specialist service, he does not have the
right of entry. That is hypocrisy from a
Government that went to the hustings, election
after election, opposing any control of the health
care system of this country. Above all else it said
on all occasions, "You are entitled to your own
doctor". The Government now intends to do
exactly the opposite. It is saying. "You can't have
your own doctor if you elect to go to one of our
hospitals unless that doctor is a member of the
clinical staff or can go there under certain other
restrictive conditions". This situation is a result of
six years' negotiation, six years, work towards the
great free enterprise system which this
Government is supposed to champion.

We are now reaching a position where people
might want to go to a hospital with the best
facilitis-that is the most convenient-and in
which he has the greatest faith; but he cannot
have his own doctor despite the fact that the
proposed changes allegedly will be made,
according to the Press releases we read, to enable
a person to have his own doctor wherever he goes.That myth has been exploded by the explanation
just given by the Minister which in detail
confirmed the' statement in the letter fromn
Fremantle Hospital.

Mr Young: Under the Whitlam Medibank
system it was said that if a patient went to a
certain hospital he could use no-one apart from
the salaried staff. No-one else was allowed into
the hospitals.

Mr DAVIES: A person could enter a hospital if
he wanted his own medical practitioner, and the
Government said all along that a person had the
right to his own doctor.

Mr Young: I am talking about what Whitlam
said.

Mr DAVIES: I do not care about what he said;
I am talking about the hypocrisy of the Minister's

Government. It went to the hustings election after
election, opposing any improvement in the health
care system, any change in the archaic medical
system in this country, and so on. It said to the
people that if they allowed anyone to touch the
system, to change it, they would not have the
right to their own doctors. Under the old system a
person had the right to use his own doctor. I am
saying that a person will not have that right in
future, and the Minister has admitted that I am
correct.

Before a patient decides which hospital he
desires to enter, and if he wants his own
doctor-and that is something that counts to him
above all else; this is the thing that should count
to a person according to the conservative
Government-he must communicate with the
hospital first because it will be London to a brick
be is not allowed to have his doctor treat him
there because that doctor is not allowed to
practise at the hospital. The person will have to
put up with a member of the clinical staff
appointed to his case. I am not in any way
deriding our clinical staff. In fact, I am very
proud of our teaching hospitals. I feel sorry for
the teaching hospital staff because of the
conditions, pressures, and lack of staff under
which they must perform their duties. They carry
out a tremendous job with all the things I have
mentioned taken into consideration.

I highlight the hypocrisy of the Government
which has now shown that it does not believe its
own policy. It is saying, "Despite what you might
want, your private practitioner is not always able
to treat you in a hospital". That is utter
hypocri sy.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 4 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Young
(Minister for Health), and transmitted to the
Council.
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EDUCATION FUNDING

Cutbacks: Motion

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [4.30 p.m.]: I move-
That this House deplores the recently

implemented cuts in teaching staff and
educational facilities and services which
lower the quality of education in WA and
dissipates educational gains made in the last
decade, and calls on the Government to
provide in the forthcoming Budget funds for
education which will allow the quality of
education in this State to be at least
maintained.

In moving this motion I would like to refer to the
fact that over the history of this State, we have
never before heard such an outcry over the issue
of education funding as we have heard in the last
two months. That is rather strange considering
that six months ago people were saying quite
openly that education was a dead issue. At one
time the portfolio of Education was one of the
most senior and important portfolios in a State
Government. There was a time that the Country
Party liked to hang on to the administration of
that portfolio on the grounds that the Minister for
Education controlled country school bus routes
and country school bus routes are a very
important area for pork barrelling in the country.

However, at a time when there had been a
considerable level of Government funding for
public education, as well as for private education,
when the policy of services had been improved,
and the schools were operating in a rather better
way with more teachers and facilities than they
had in their dim and bitter past, people thought
that the education issue had peaked.

At long last proper provisions had been made
for education, and people were no longer
concerned about the level of funding and the
provision of facilities at our schools.

This was the situation until just slightly less
than two months ago when it became clear that
this State Government was implementing a policy
of impairing the quality of education that had
been reached in the State. In the past,
Governments, politicians, parents, and teachers
had campaigned to gain benefits for the education
system to look after the future needs of our
children. It seems that the Government then took
a fairly cynical decision-educatLion no longer
being a great issue, if the Government had to
make a few cuts, it was better to cut education
funding rather than to cut funding to other areas.

That attitude raises a great many philosophical
questions about the Liberal-National Country

Party Government-although we realise it is
becoming more a Liberal-Liberal Government.
The Australian Labor Party has a considerable
commitment to the provision of Government
services, and indeed, a belief in the role of
Government in ensuring that our community runs
along paths providing proper justice and social
conditions for all members of that community. It
is Fair to say that that is not the philosophical
attitude of the Liberal Party. That party has a
much greater Commitment to private enterprise; it
has a commitment to the private provision of
services, often at private profit, rather than to
making public provision of public services in the
way that the ALP would wish. These are all issues
I shall be canvassing during my speech to this
motion and, indeed, I will be canvassing them in
some detail.

We must face the fact that a month or two
before the State Budget was due to be introduced,
a debate erupted about the Budget provision for
education. Quite properly, it was the Minister for
Education himself who commenced the debate
wich a Press release which was quoted in The
West Australian of 27 June, along with a separate
series of propositions from the Director General
of Education (Dr Mossenson).

Dr Mossenson tried to explain what would
happen to our schools because of the budgetary
cuts. I will quote from his letter in a moment, and
also from the Press release issued by the Minister
which gave the background of the reason for the
Cuts.

The proposition advanced by the Minister for
Education was that the Education Department, in
the forthcoming financial year-that is to say, the
1981-82 financial year-had been instructed to
prepare its budget on the basis that it would have
no more money in actual cash dollar terms than it
had in the previous financial year of 1980-81.
Members will recall that about this time last year
we agreed to the sum of $433 million in round
terms for the education vote.

In the year since then the Education
De partment managed successfully to spend an
estimated $427 million of that. In fact, the
department is not bad at underspending its
budget-it has done so quite consistently all the
time I have been in the Parliament. The
Education Department is now being presented
with a real challenge to underspend its budget
next year, because the vote will be reduced
considerably. In the words of the Minister for
Education, it will be reduced by an effective 15
per cent. According to the Minister's Press release
which appeared in The West Australian on 27
June, the effect of giving the department the same
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number of cash dollars in 1981-82 as it had in
1980-81 was at 15 per cent cut. According to the
Minister, this was caused by a combination of
inflation, wage increases, and so on. Although you
and 1, Mr Speaker. might look at wage increases
as a component of inflation, the Minister views
these matters somewhat differently! We notice
that the Federal Treasurer (Mr Howard) puts the
inflation rate at just over 10 per cent.

These statements caused a series of outcries. It
is probably true to say that the outcry arose firstly
from the teachers-the people involved directly in
the schools. The reason for this is that the
teachers were more knowledgeable about the
effects of the cuts, the specific cuts to be
implemented, and the way the cuts would impair
the quality of education.

The teachers were in a good position to know
what was intended because Dr Mossenson sent a
letter to the principals of Government schools on
23 June. Quite clearly the Press article of 27 June
stemmed from that letter. 1 will quote fairly
extensively from the letter-members had the
opportunity to hear some of it a week or two ago
before you, in your wisdom, Mr Speaker. decided
that the letter should not be read on that
occasion.

Mr Davies: We have been waiting for it ever
since.

Mr PEARCE: Members will have saved their
interest in the letter until now, Of course, if I had
been able ro complete my coverage on that
occasion, it would not be necessary to go over the
same ground now. Members could have had the
information fixed firmly in their minds, and we
could have proceeded with more alacrity on this
occasion. From the vacant look on the faces of
members on the Government benches opposite-

Mr Davies: The opposite vacant benches!
Mr PEARCE: -1 see they are clearly

disinterested in education. From this side it is
rather hard to distinguish between the vacant
Government benches and the vacant faces in the
Government benches that are not vacant.

I would like to read the letter because it
indicates the force and impact of the proposed
cuts on our education system. They say some
interesting things. At some of the public meetings
I have attended, people have been good enough to
say that the director general's tlter is an
excellent letter-and it is. It spells out very
clearly and very precisely what the situation is. If
there were Walklcy awards for letters written by
the heads of Government departments. Dr
Mossenson would be in line for an award.

Mr Davies: He has a head start on that, being
Director General of Education.

Mr Carr: When you look at the Minister, that
logic falls down.

Mr PEARCE: Even when one looks around
some of the sections of the Education
Department-

Mr Watt: There are a few ex-school teachers
who would not do very well.

Mr PEARCE: One has to look only to the left
of the member for Albany to realise the truth of
that statement.

Mr Shalders: You are a comic. You should be
on the stage-preerably the Cobb & Co. that left
yesterday.

Mr Wilson: Is that the extreme left?
Mr PEARCE: One could not go much further

to the extreme left of the member for Albany
than the gentleman to whom I referred.

The letter of Dr Mossenson sets out the issues
involved in the public debate on this matter.
Members of the Opposition have been very
prominent in that public debate. The letter lists
the levels of the cuts we are looking at, and it lists
areas of expenditure which would need to be cut
either in immediate terms or in future terms to
meet the economic restraints which have been
placed on the Education Department by the
Government.

On rare occasions the Minister has made public
appearances-by mistake, one can only imagine.
as he has not shown any willingness to attend
meetings. One can assume only that he turned up
at two meetings assuming, mistakenly, that they
were Liberal Party meetings. In the case of the
Craldton meeting, that was the assumption on

which the Minister attended, and he was rather
disappointed when he arrived and found that the
members of the Liberal Party in Geraldton were
very few and far between. If they were any
thicker oin the ground than they appeared, they
certainly did not go to the Minister's meeting to
support him. Probably they were embarrassed by
the Minister because at these sorts of meetings
the Minister is in the habit of saying the wrong
things.

The Minister has said that the Education
Department will receive from the Government
more money in real terms than it did last year, so
there will be no cuts. If that were the case, I
would withdraw this motion, and we could stop
this debate right now.

Mr Grayden: That is not so. I have never made
that statement.
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Mr Carr: You said it in Geraldton. You just
added a few figures.

Mr Grayden: Quite untrue.
Mr PEARCE: In fact, in The West Australian

on 7 July. the Minister made a terrible statement.
We will come to it in a moment.

AL the meetings, the Minister told the people
that he had no idea of how much money the
Education Department budget would be likel to
receive. I believe, personally, that the Ministe
has no idea; and that is a fairly frank admission
for the Minister to make at meetings of this type.
Unfortunately. I found myself in the position that,
the Minister's having said that he had no idea
about the education budget, I had to stand up and
tell the people at the meeting what the figures
were-how much the department received last
year, how much it is working on this year, and
how much it is likely to receive.

People are fairly surprised to hear the Minister
saying that he has no idea, except that he knows
that the department will receive more in real
terms next year than it had last year. It is a
strange situaion-

Mr Grayden: It is false-completely false.
Mr PEARCE: It is accurate. Members on this

side have gone to the meetings and heard the
Minister saying that.

Mr Grayden: You are taking it out of context.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister should ask the

member for Geraldton, the member for
Fremantle, or the member for Melville.

Mr Grayden: You will get the answer later.
Mr Parker: Are you saying you did not say

that?
Mr PEARCE: Now the Minister and his

Government colleagues have taken to not
appearing at meetings at all.

Mr Parker: They hide behind the department.
Mr PEARCE: They hide behind the civil

servants. It is unfair for any Government. which is
not prepared to send its own Minister or some
other member of the Government, to send a
member of the Education Department
bureaucracy to defend the Government's position.
That puts the civil servant in a very unfair
situation. I attend the meetings to put a point of
view that is carefully researched and pretty
factual, and an officer from the Education
Department attempts to pose as an independent
authority on the matter. Of course, the public
servant is not able to say that Government policy
is wrong, or that the Government is doing the
wrong thing. That is not the way the civil servants

can operate. They go to the meetings as
Government spokesmen because of the failure of
the Government to send a direct representative.

I have been obliged to point out at meetings
that the so-called independent authorities are not
independent authorities. They go as de facto
Government spokesmen, because they can
represent Government policy only, and they
cannot criticise the Government. That puts them
at a disadvantage because they cannot argue with
me on an equal footing.

It is unfair for departmental officers to be
placed in that sort of position. The Minister
should go and put the arguments that he wishes to
have put. In fact, it is only because of the
Minister's own lack of courage that he does not
go.

Mr Rushton: That is one thing you cannot
sustain-that he has not got courage.

Mr PEARCE: Where was he last night?
Mr Rushton: He is not there at your bidding.
Mr PEARCE: In fact, I will be fair about

that-
Mr Shalders: He was here last night.
Mr PEARCE: On Monday night, it had been

anounced in the media that the Minister would
attend. I do not know who made that
announcement, but it certainly was not the
organisers of the meeting because they were
rather bemused by the proposition that they had
sent an invitation to the Minister and he had not
replied to it. The Minister is in the habit of not
replying to invitations-

Mr Grayden: I wrote to them days before and
explained that I had a Cabinet commitment on
the day in question.

Mr PEARCE: At 8 o'clock on Monday night
the Minister thought he was.-

Mr O'Connor: He did have a commitment.
That is for sure.

Mr PEARCE: Nevertheless, it was announced
on the radio that the Minister would attend the
meeting. The organisers of the meeting were
somewhat surprised to hear that on the radio
because they could not learn that from any other
source. Nevertheless, the Minister did not attend
the meeting.

The Leader of the Opposition, who was also at
the meeting, took the trouble to ascertain whether
the Cabinet was still meeting at the time the
meeting was held. The Leader of the Opposition
offered an apology for the Minister, and pointed
out that he could not be there. He could not be
fairer than that. Nevertheless-
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Mr Sibson: Are you aware that in Bunbury*
today it was announced that 1 declined to attend a
meeting tonight, which is absolute rubbish
because I explained jo people I couldn't be there
because my commitment was in Parliament? This
is the sort of thing that has been bandied around.
It is totally and irrationally unfair.

Mr PEARCE: Here we go! There are two
points. Obviously the member for Bunbury is in
need of remedial education, because his declining
to go to a meeting means that he said that he was
not going. Now he is saying that there is a reason
for his declining to attend. Nevertheless, he
declined. The Opposition does not want to keep
him away from that meeting-

Mr Sibson: But they say I declined the offer to
go. That was what was said. That is absolutely
wrong.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: The Opposition will give the

member for Bunbury a pair for the evening, so he
can attend the meeting. We will pair him from
4.50 p.m., which is now, to give him the
opportunity to go. In two hours he can be there,
so he can attend the meeting.

Mr Sibson: There is no way I will be at that
meeting and let you give your nonsense in the
House tonight.

Mr Shalders: For your information, it is not the
Opposition that happens to organise pairs. Use
your noodle! You cannot say you will grant pairs
for our members. Don't talk nonsense.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition will give a pair.
I have said it: and the Leader of the Opposition
has been heard to say it. -That is enough.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mt PEARCE: No matter what number of pairs

have been arranged, we will be prepared to give
one in order to allow the member for Bunbury to
attend the meeting. Is the Government refusing to
allow the member to go to the meeting?

Mr Watt: Don't be ridiculous! It is not like
running out to Victoria Park.

Mr Sibson: There is so much twaddle about
this. You are making a rod for your own back,
because one day you may be sitting on this side of
the House-some time in the next 50 years-and
all this nonsense will go against your own
members for spreading rumours about others
declining to go to meetings. It is simply not true.
You know it is not true.

Mr PEARCE: I do not spread any rumours.
Mr Sibson: You do, because it was a meeting of

the Labor Party.

Mr PEARCE: I will explain to the member for
Bunbury exactly what I do at these meetings. I
have been to a number of them, and some where
Government spokesmen have been present. With
the exception of the Honorary Minister Assisting
the Minister for Industrial Development and
Commerce, I do not believe I have been to one
meeting where a Government member has been
present-apart from the two meetings when the
Minister for Education was there-who has not
been a wet-behind-the-ears, new member of the
Legislative Council; that is, one who is not coming
up for election in 1983, but in 1986. 1 do not
know whether they have been there for experience
or because they believe the voters will have
forgotten when they finally come up for election.

The Opposition has had a consistent policy of
not refusing a pair to any Government member
whenever an Opposition member has been
attending a meeting, and that includes the
Minister. Mr Speaker, you will remember that at
question time yesterday I rose and made that
offer patently clear to the Minister so chat he
could attend a meeting to be held at John Forrest
High School. In those situations it is hardly fair
for the Minister to send these meetings a message
that he cannot attend due to his parliamentary
commitments, saying he has a country to run. I
tell those meetings about the pair arrangements
and explain that when a member like me has to be
away from the Parliament a Government member
does not vote, and when the Minister has to go
away and cannot vote, an Opposition member
stands out. At these meetings I point out that the
most simple pairing arrangement is when we both
go to a meeting to speak. It seems to me from the
comments that are made and the motions passed
that people at these meetings draw the conclusion
that the Minister has stayed away for reasons
other than parliamentary commitments.

Mr Sibson: Are you aware of what is being said
in the community? Many people are saying that
they wished members of Parliament would stay
away from these meetings so that they could have
a say.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I prevail on members

to desist from interjecting.
Mr PEARCE: I will make one apology on this

question of pairs. Amongst those members I said
had been offered pairs and had declined to accept
the offer was the member for Karrinyup. This
occurred at a public meeting held at Craigie High
School last week, or the week before. The member
fOr Karrinyup has subsequently told me that he
did not have an invitation to the meeting,
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although he was paired that night. There was a
misunderstanding in respect of that member. I
said at the time that I would be prepared to offer
an apology for any misunderstanding about that
evening. Nevertheless, a pair was offered to the
member for Karrinyup to allow hinm to attend the
meeting. but if he says he did not receive an
invitation, I will believe him.

Mr Shalders: You have a weird idea or how
pairs work. You do not offer us pairs. We request
pairs for members who seek them, not because
you stand up and say you will offer a pair for
someone. You will seriously embarrass your
leader by your nonsense talk about pairs.

Mr Davies: No way!
Mr PEARCE: I cannot offer a pair off my own

bat I do it in consultation with my leader and the
Whip.

Mr Sibson: Would you like a pair to go to
Bunbury?

Mr Davies: You had better be careful, because
the Premier is looking at you.

Mr PEARCE: I have not been in the House of
a Tuesday or Wednesday evening recently
because I have been attending meetings discussing
the education cuts. I come to Parliament in the
afternoon and then go to the meetings in the
evenings. I have spoken to thousands of people
and I have found that two things mark all these
meetings. One is the anger of the parents and
teachers at the cuts being made, and the other is
the translated anger at the absence of the
Minister or Government members or, on the rare
occasions they appear, the performance of those
new Council members.

Let us return to the letter written by the
director general dealing with the cuts that are
shortly to take place. I will not read the entire
letter, but will pick out certain sections of it. The
first sentence in the second paragraph is
important because there has been a lot of talk
about the level of cuts that might occur. The
director general wrote his letter on 23 June and
included certain Figures, and one imagines that
the director general does not make up these
figures himself, but obtains them from someone.
It reads-

The present indications are that the
Education Department budget will be cut by
a figure perhaps in the order of $25 mn and
that this igure could be greater if there are
changes in salary structures.

That sentence contains two important points. A
subsidiary point is that it gives the lie to the
Minister's earlier claim that cuts had to be made

because teachers were seeking a revision of their
pay scales. In this letter the director general quite
clearly says there are cuts totalling $25 million
coming anyway and that if teachers get a revision
of their pay scales it may be that further cuts will
follow. So we are not looking at cuts in the
context of pay claims by teachers. That is a very
important point. It was the first point the
Minister stepped on to try to explain away the
need for cuts of this magnitude.

Subsequently the Minister has denied that
there are any figures at all of that nature on
which the director general has based his letter. If
that is the case the Minister is standing up his
own director general who put that figure in his
letter which was widely distributed throughout
schools in this State. When the Minister replies to
this debate I would like him to explain the basis
for the director general supplying that figure of
$25 million if no-one knows how much the
education budget is to be, even at this late stage. I
would like the Minister to explain the claim that
the cuts were necessary because of the projected
increase in teachers' pays. That does not agree
with what the director general has said. I would
like the Minister to explain what action he has
taken to reprimand or discipline the director
general for using figures which are not accurate.

Let us look at the actual reductions which are
coming.

Mr Watt: The reductions made or those
coming?

Mr PEARCE: Those that are coming. Some
are coming and others may be coming. Others
have already arrived. If members on the
Government benches do not have copies of this
letter, I would be happy to make copies available.
I will read from the fifth paragraph, as fol lows-

The reduction of the Departmental budget
will become effective from the
commencement of the new financial year on
the 1st July, 1981. As a consequence it is
imperative that some reduction be effected in
the staffing and resources of schools in the
second half of this school year. If
Departmental response to the budget cuts
were not commenced until the opening of the
new school year the economies to
Departmental operations would need to be
twice as severe in the first half of 1982 to
achieve a full year effect in six months.

That is not the cuts themselves, but it makes a
very important point about the rationale which
was used to implement changes in staffing
instructions in the middle of the school year,
something which has caused so much disruption.
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The next section refers to the funding cuts
specifically. It states-

As a consequence the following decisions
which will become effective immediately
have been made:

I . In general, additional staff will not
be engaged to replace staff who
commence long service leave,
accouchement leave or who retire
during the second half of 198 1.

So far this has had the effect of leaving vacant
172 teaching positions because teachers have
retired, or commenced long service or
accouchement leave since July. Those teachers
have not been replaced by the hiring of an
additional teacher. Each person who leaves the
teaching service shrinks by one the number of
teachers available.

The Minister for Health, the bionic budgie,
tried during a previous debate to support the
diminution of service provided in hospitals by
arguing that non-replacement does not mean job
loss. However, it cannot be said that a cutback in
service causing the least disruption to individuals
will not cause the least disruption to the service.
Just because people who resign, retire, go on some
leave, or leave the service for some other reason
are not replaced does not mean the least
disruption will be caused to a community service.
It may be the best way to avoid problems for
individuals, but it does not mean, in the case of
the Education Department, that the same number
of teaching positions will be reserved. It means
the service provided will be less effective later on
because fewer people will operate it. This system
is a haphazard way of reducing the size of any
service.

A similar policy has been followed by the
Federal Government in a range of areas,
especially in the Australian Broadcasting
Commission and the Commonwealth Bank. The
service provided is put right out of kilter because
resignations or retirements occur in areas where
replacements should be made, but they are not.

The State Education Department in not
replacing teachers who have left cannot overcome
the effect of their leaving by reshuffling
positions-taking a teacher out of one area and
placing him in some other. A modicum of sense
can be seen in that system, but if a teacher in a
high school is replaced by a teacher from the
advisory service or curriculum branch of the
department, not only is disruption caused in the
high school, but also disruption is caused in the
head office from which the additional teacher was
transferred. The Education Department has

managed effectively to magnify the amount of
disruption that would have been caused in any
event by people going on long service leave or
leaving for some other reason. It has done so by
choosing people from differenc areas. However,
that is not the major concern.

The major concern is that by 172 people the
education service has decreased since 30 June this
year, and that will greatly affect the quality of
education in this State. in fact, the situation is
worse than that, because it is not just by a
decrease of 172 teachers that the quality of
education in this State will diminish; it will be
much more than that because the present funding
cuts are only the thin edge of the wedge. If one
prefers a cliche, they are the tip of the iceberg.

In response to a question I asked last week the
Minister for Educaion indicated that the funding
cuts made so far-the non-replacement of those
172 teachers-will constitute a saving of $1.8
million in a full financial year. According to the
Director General of Education we must consider
funding cuts of approximately $25 million. If we
round off the Minister's figure to, say, $2 million
to be safe, -and take that sum from the director
general's figure, we are left with the sum of 523
million which represents the amount which must
be further saved by education funding cuts.

To put that concept another way, we will suffer
funding cuts of the magnitude of 12.5 times those
which we have so far experienced and which have
caused all the fuss and the public outcry. If the
cuts were to be made solely by a diminution in the
number of teachers-we know this will niot be the
case-it would mean the teaching service would
need to be reduced by over 2 000 teachers.

Mr Grayden: You know that will not happen.
Mr PEARCE: To achieve the cuts the

Education Department says are necessary in a full
year, 2 000 teachers would need to leave the
service. The Minister said that I know perfectly
Well that decrease will not occur. However, I do
not know that perfectly well; all I know is that
already after two months we have lost 172
teachers. if a further $23 million is to be saved in'
a full year and must be saved largely by a
decrease in the number of teachers, next year we
will have almost 2 500 teachers employed at the
beginning of the school year less than we had at
the beginning of this school year.

The director general has said that 80 per cent
of the cost of education in this State goes to
salaries; therefore it would be difficult to say that
if the $25 million goal is to be met there will not
be significant cuts in the number of teachers
presently employed in our schools, especially if
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the Government persists with its intention to cut
education funding by the amount of $25 million.

While I am on this point and before I move on
with the director general's letter it is germane to
refer to some of the Minister's answers to
questions asked in this House by the member for
Balcatta, the member for Fremantle, and,
subsequently, me. The questions refer to the levels
of funding cuts which allegedly have occurred
within the Education Department. Members will
recall that the Minister informed the House last
week that the Education Department had
identified potential areas where $26 million over a
full financial year could be saved.

Subsequently the Minister informed me-in
any case, it had been said by Education
Department officers at public meetings-that the
savings would represent only $15 million in the
current financial year because of the lead time
necessary to run down some of the programmes
involved. In the meantime, if all the identified
areas where cuts have been envisaged are
subjected to those cuts, only $15 million will be
the level reached in this financial year. I pointed
out to everybody that the full financial year
referred to will be 1982-83, because the clear
thrust of Government policy is to continue these
funding cuts, not just during the current financial
year, but into financial years that follow. That
puts the lie to statements made by some
Government members at public meetings on
education. They have said that the cuts and the
disruption caused to teachers and the education
system are only temporary phenomena. They said
the disruptions will not occur next year, or very
Car into next year. However, the cuts will be
made. If the Government had its way the cuts
would have been severe and not only continued to
the end of this financial year, but also continued
in successive financial years.

It seems to me that one of the important
occurrences as a result of the campaign waged by
teachers and parents is that the education budget
will now receive considerable more money than it
would have if nobody had opened his mouth.
More money would not have been allocated if
people had copped the cuts sweet, and accepted
whatever the Government wanted to do with the
education budget. I will come back to the
Minister's conflicting statements in regard to that
matter in a moment. Now I will continue to battle
through the director general's letter. He goes on
from the paragraph I lust quoted to outline the
cuts to be implemented immediately. I will again
refer to a section which I quoted because it is a
lead-up to the point I wish to make. As a

consequence of the cuts to be implemented the
director general states-

I . In general, additional staff will not be
engaged to replace staff who commence
long service leave, accouchement leave
or who retire during the second half of
1981.
(a) Wherever possible, and particularly

where schools are over-formula,
schools will be asked to make the
necessary adjustments to
accommodate vacancies from
within their own staff resources.

I will talk about that over formula thing a little
later on. To continue-

(b) Where schools are unable to make
internal adjustments, teaching staff
currently engaged in head office or
regional office activities will be
returned to teaching positions.

(c) In other instances schools that are
over-formula will be asked to re-
organise their instructional
programme to free teachers to fill
vacancies in nearby schools. All
principals should review the
organisation of their schools with a
view to making available for
relocation, over-formula staff.

If a vacancy occurs in a school the principal is
asked to cover it from the school's resources. In a
primary school that might mean reorganising
classes so that they become larger. It may mean
the discontinuance of a special or remedial
programme, and the teachers who operated it
would be taken away to carry out normal full-
time classroom duties.

Mr Barnett: Does the Minister understand
this?

Mr PEARCE: When we were in Geraldton it
was clear that he had never heard of in-term
swimming classes. Sometimes one wonders what
he does in the department.

Mr B. T. Burke: He didn't tell the Royal Life
Saving Society that he didn't know about the
swimming classes.

Mr PEARCE: That is correct. If a principal
begs poor and says he is not able to cover a
vacancy from within his school's resources the
department looks around the advisory section or
curriculum branch of the department to see who
can fill the vacancy. If it cannot find someone
appropriate for the vacancy it will find someone
completely inappropriate. I will give an example.
A music teacher in one school was required to
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carry out remedial teaching in another school.
The music teacher was replaced by a music
specialist from head office. Because somebody
went on three months' long service leave two
schools and the head office were disrupted.

Mr Shalders: The principal of a school can use
his starfr as he sees fit.

Mr PEARCE: I wonder what that interjection
intends to point out to the House.

Mr Shalders: The point has escaped you, but
that does not surprise me.

Mr PEARCE: It is the principal's prerogative
to organise his school as he sees fit.

Mr Shalders: You said a principal used a music
teacher to take a remedial class, and that would
have been the principal's decision.

Mr B. T. Burke: It would not if he didn't have
the option.

Mr PEARCE: I am told the member for
Murray has attended primary schools, not only as
a student. He should know that a principal uses
his prerogative to establish programmes on which
his school will operate.

The principal will make an outline of the
proposed classes and will use specialist teachers
for special programmes. At the beginning of the
school year he will use his prerogative to establish
the guidlines of how the school will operate.

Mr Shalders: That is quite correct.
Mr PEARCE: The principal may find that a

teacher intends to go on long service leave, but he
has set up his programme in line with his
prerogative.

Mr Shalders: He does so without realising that
a teacher is to go on long service leave.

Mr PEARCE: I will come to that point. The
principal sets out his programmes on the
understanding that any teacher going on long
service leave will be replaced. Except in the 1960s
wc have not had an occasion when teachers
retiring or going on tong service leave have not
been replaced. In the 1960s teachers could not be
obtained for country schools and interim
arrangements had to be made because of that lack
of teachers. That situation did not occur because
of a lack of desire on the part of the department
to employ teachers.

In the education budget money is allocated ror
long service leave, etc., because the department
can calculate how much long service leave, etc.
will be utilised. Such calculations are made
routinely by departmental officers when
establishing the department's budget. If a
principal loses a teacher running a specialist

programme and must accept a teacher without
the specialist skills to carry out that programme,
of course, disruption will be caused. The principal
could not avoid disruption with a physical
education teacher conducting a music
programme. The member for Murray may say the
principal has the option of whether the physical
education teacher replaces the music teacher or
someone else, but that still does not solve the
problem. The principal may have the physical
education teacher mow the lawns or do something
else, but the principal's dilemma would not be
solved.

The point is that the disruption caused cannot
be prevented by the use of the principal's
prerogative because the disruption has been
caused by the Minister himself:, the decision made
about the non-replacement of staff has caused the
disruption.

To carry on with the example given by the
member for Murray, a principal may have set up
a programme knowing that none of his teachers
was due to go on long service leave or any other
type of leave. However, his school population may
have changed by, say, ive students over the year.
So the school position could change so that
instead of having one student over the required
number it could have four under. One of his
teachers may be snatched away and transferred to
another school hundreds of miles away.

Mr Shalders: Would it not be equally as
disruptive if he got Five more students, and the
department appointed an additional teacher? Are
you going to say that any disruption of that sort
by gaining an additional teacher is not beneficial?
You just defeated your own argument.

Mr PEARCE: If I said it. it may defeat my
Own argument, but I am not saying that. I spoke
at the WACSSO conference the weekend before
last-members will recall I spoke on the Saturday
morning because the Minister declined to have me
at the meeting along with him on the Friday
night.

Mr B. T. Burke: Again!
Mr PEARCE: Certainly I had been invited to

attend the meeting on the Friday night. On the
Saturday I informed the conference that it is the
intention of our party to scrap the operation of
the formula. The staffing of schools now is
determined by straight statistics. We would
institute a much more flexible system which
would avoid major disruption caused by minor
changes.

Mr B. T. Burke: The member for Murray is
right, because if there were no teachers you could
not disrupt anything, could you?
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Mr PEARCE: I will finish off my comment in
regard to the interjection of the member for
Murray. I am sure he appreciates now that his
imputation of my remark is quite wrong.

Mr Shalders: No, not one scrap, because
alternatively you are suggesting then that an
extra teacher should not be appointed when the
numbers go up and a school is entitled to an
additional teacher.

Mr PEARCE: Major disruptions should not
result from minor fluctuations. For example, if a
school were to increase in population by 35
students over a few months, that would be
sufficient for another whole class. However,
disruption would follow if another teacher were
appointed. The classes would need to be
reorganised, but that would not disrupt the
students nearly as much as would the disruption
caused by massively oversized classes. In some
cases the number of desks needed do not fit into
the classrooms available. There is a limit to the
number of desks that will go into a room. We
must have some regard for the environment in
which the students work.

Mr Shalders: It is the principal's prerogative.
Mr PEARCE: It is idiotic to point to the

principals and to say to them, "By the operation
of your prerogative you can overcome all the
problems". The problems are created outside the
schools. I would venture to say that no principal
in the State is happy with the stale of affairs
which means that if he has a teacher on long
service leave, accouchement leave, or a teacher
who retires, he will not be sent a replacement.

Mr Shalders: They are replaced unless the
school is over formula and you know it.

Mr PEARCE: I think the staffing formula
should be explained a little. The formula has now
been given through the Government spokesman
and the member for Murray. I might say that the
member for Murray was invited to attend a
meeting on Monday to discuss the education
funding cutbacks with me. However, he chose not
to come; he attended the opera instead.

Mr Shalders: An invitation I had accepted
previously.

Mr PEARCE: All right.
Mr Shalders: In any event. I heard that you

chided the Labor Party because it could not whip
up more than 10 people to come and hear you.

Mr PEARCE: I certainly did not chide them.
Mr B. T. Burke: That is just proof of what

people tell you.
Several members interjected.

Mr Parker: It was a meeting organised by the
parents.

Mr PEARCE: It was reported in the local Press
because of the "to-ing and fro-ing" of the member
for Murray. The member for Murray claimed
that it was implied the debate was not to be held.
I think that settles that particular matter.

Mr Shalders: It was never implied.

Mr PEARCE: The member was invited to
attend the meeting, and he wrote back to the
person who invited him. He indicated that he had
another commitment, but that he would consider
cancelling his other appointment to attend the
meeting on the basis that it was to discuss such an
important issue. Nevertheless, it proved to be
more important for the member for Murray to go
to the opera.

Mr Shalders: It was not.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murray sent a
little questionnaire along with his letter. He
wanted to know from the attitude of people who
invited him to attend the meeting-and this
happened to be the Murray Branch of the
Australian Labor Party-to the teachers' strike.

Mr O'Connor: I am glad you admit who invited
him.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murray asked
whether the people sending him the invitation
supported the action taken by the teachers.
Clearly, he was looking for a reply to the effect
that the people concerned were four squares
behind every industrial action the teachers have
taken. I am aware of this, because the president
of the Murray branch contacted me about the
attitude of the member for Murray.

Mr Shalders: Isn't that interesting? You told
the local president of the branch what his policy
was to be.

Mr O'Connor: What a beauty!
Mr PEARCE: I am sure the member

understands this precisely.
Mr O'Connor: I hope that the Press gets this,

and lets the people know what the situation is.

Mr PEARCE: I would suggest to the Deputy
Premier that in his own interests he would be best
served by following the policy which he seems to
have followed so far during the life of this
Parliament, which is to say nothing. He has not
received, as I have, copies of the correspondence
involved. The member referred specifically to the
ALP policy on the teachers' strike, and the
branch president asked me my attitude on it as I
was the party spokesman in this area.

2974



[Wednesday, 19 August 19811 97

I told the branch president my attitude, and he
then told the member for Murray-and a copy of
the letter was forwarded to me-that we do not
havc a specific policy on this matter. Although we
oppose the education cutback bitterly, I made no
comment about the teachers' strike. Certainly I
did not endorse the strike.

So the member for Murray was denied the
excuse he wanted to avoid the meeting. He wrote
back saying he was not prepared to attend, and he
went on to say that the ALP and the Teachers'
Union were virtually the same body. In those
circumstances he was not prepared to appear
because the Teachers' Union had done a rotten
thing. That was the import of the letter of the
member for Murray.

Mr Shalders: I was not prepared to put up with
the hypocrisy of the ALP over the issue.

Mr PEARCE: The local Press covered the
matter very thoroughly. I travelled a long way to
speak to only a few people. but it was an
important issue. The local Press recognised this,
and I gather that within a week, all three local
papers gave a great deal of space to a discussion
about the non-appearance of the member for
Murray at this meeting. I am quite prepared to
confirm that only a few people attended the
meeting, but now thousands of people in the
Murray electorate know that the member for
Murray and the Minister for Education were not
prepared to debate the matter with me.

Mr Rushton: They know you haven't got any
responsibility.

Mr B. T. Burke: The member for Murray
wouldn't show!

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murray is not
the only one to decline an invitation to debate
these matters with me.

Mr Sibson: You said that word
again--decline"! No member has declined to go
to any meeting.

Mr PEARCE: I would be grateful if somebody
would direct the member for Bunbury to a
dictionary. He could then be shown the section
commencing with the letter -d" and then onto the
section commencing "de" and so on.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about 'd-u-n-c-e"?
Mr PEARCE: In this way the member for

Bunbury would find out for himself what the
word "decline" means.

In recent times the term "over-formula" has
been given the status of Holy Writ. it is really
only a guide to the number of teachers that an
ordinary school may expect to be allocated. It has
suddenly come to have the wisdom of divine

utterance which determines precisely how many
teachers a school will receive in all circumstances.

The formula is simply that-a formula from
which the Education Department can decide the
minimum number of teachers that any ordinary
school ought to be entitled to. No school receives
fewer teachers than the minimum. Traditionally a
whole range of schools are staffed over the
formula.

M r Si bso n: Some do get q u ite a Few more.
Mr PEARCE: Of course they do;, none has

fewer teachers.
Mr Sibson: That is right.
Mr PEARCE: The formula gives a guide to the

bare minimum for a school which has no special
programmes and no special problems. Every high
school in the State has at least three to five
teachers over the formula.

Mr Sibson: And some have more.
Mr PEARCE: The reason for this is to cater

for the school programmes operating in high
schools. It is parti~ularly necessary to have more
teachers to cope with optional courses. Members
will be aware that in years eight to 10 students
must study the four so-called core subjects. After
that they may choose to take optional subjects.
Because of the nature of some of the courses
involved, and because of the differences in the
individuals taking them, some courses are
oversubscribed and some are undersubscribed.
Language and music courses come into this
category. Either extra teachers must be provided
for small class numbers, or the courses must be
scrapped.

A whole number of other factors arc taken into
account. Perhaps it is the attitude of Government
members that courses such as languages and
music should disappear from our schools.
Certainly that is not the attitude of the
Opposition.

Another factor is the variation in class numbers
from year to year, and the way in which the
classes are streamed. Some schools have different
classes for basic, intermediate, and advanced
levels. It is then necessary to have more teachers
than the bare formula provides.

Some primary schools need more teachers for
different reasons. Some have many pupils with a
migrant background and the children require
remedial programmes because their English is not
good. In some schools many disadvantaged
students need remedial classes. Sometimes
particularly gifted students are able to participate
in classes run by teachers with the expertise
necessary to guide them. Classes for music and
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art require a different type of organisation from
the straight classroom situation, and such
programmes are set up in advance after discussion
with the Education Department.

So schools are not staffed just out of the blue
with extra teachers. A principal must make a
request to the Education Department for
additional staff to cope with this or that
programme. The Education Department will
consider the request and either accede to it or
refuse it.

Some schools which commenced the year with
the number of teachers that they needed are now
being told that they do not need so many teachers.
The Minister's statements-and indeed, many
other statements made about over-formula
staffing-are highly misleading on that ground.
Each school programme operates according to the
staff the school has, and to take teachers away Is
not to take away teachers who are not needed, but
it is to take away teachers who are needed, and
teachers who are doing a proper and necessary
job.

The Minister has attempted to cseate the
impression that some teachers are sitting around
in staff commonrooms just waiting ror tbe
implementation or such cutbacks so that they can
be put properly to work. Nothing could be more
misleading than such statements made by the
Minister and others about the use of the formula.
For that reason, if for no other, the Opposition
would scrap the formula as soon as possible.

The letter goes on to state-
Immediate action will be taken to reduce

ancillary non-teaching starf in schools, such
as clerical assistants, library aides, registrars,
teaching aides, gardeners and home
economics maids. To the extent possible, this
will be efrected through wastage, relocation
and reductions in hours of duty.

It is a fact that, to some extent, action in that
area was suspended. Some clerical assistants have
been put on reduced hours; library aides have not
been replaced in some cases; teaching aides in
pre-schools and pre-primary schools have had one
day of their preparation time taken away rrom
them with the result that their effective
employment comes down from 4 / days to 4 days
a week. However, to some extent, cuts in that
area were suspended because of the fuss created.

The next statement is the gem. Paragraph 3
states as follows-

The. changes outlined in the preceding
paragraphs must be regarded as interim
measures. Ultimately, depending upon the
severity of the budget cuts, it may be

necessary to determine new staffing formulae
for primary and secondary schools which will
involve changes in school organisation.

If such changes become unavoidable, every
effort will be made to delay them until the
commencement of 1982 but principals are
alerted to the possibility that such re-
timetabling may be necessary from the
beginning or term 3. 198 1.

That is the time bomb in the letter. Not only will
all these cuts to which I have just referred be
implemented, but also we are looking at a
situation where it may be necessary from the
beginning of term three to staff schools on a
different basis altogether. In other words, the
staffing formula will be adjusted so that there will
be more students per teacher than has previously
been the case, which means fewer teachers
altogether. That means larger class sizes and it
also represents an unprecedented assault on the
quality of education in Western Australian
schools.

That statement is contained in the letter written
on 23 June by the Director General of Education.
It is not something I have made up; it is not some
alarmist statement put around by the Opposition,
or by "irresponsible" parent groups, or by the
Teachers' Union-or, even, by WACSSO, which
has been remarkably quiet and has done very
little during this whole dispute.

Mr Sibson: That is an absolutely unfair
criticism.

Mr PEARCE: WACSSQ has been very quiet
over the last few weeks.

Mr Sibson: That is not the case. WACSSO has
been continually in touch with the Teachers'
Union, the department, and parent groups. You
know that as well as I do. You are on record as
agreeing with WACSSO and praising the
organisation for its stand. Do not doubletalk in
this place where you know it can do you no harm.

Mr PEARCE: The last thing I would think I
could do is come into this Chamber and make
critical comments about WACSSO and believe
those remarks would not get back to that
organisation. For a start, the member for
Bunbury is on the State Council of
WACSSO-thcre appears to be a little conflict of
responsibility there-in addition to which the
Vice President of WACSSO is in the Speaker's
Gallery. If the member for Bunbury was at the
meeting I addressed on Saturday morning he
would know I supported the action WACSSO
took in the early stages of the dispute.

Mr Sibson: You know I was at the meeting.
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Mr PEARCE: Of course; I spoke to the
member for Bunbury during morning tea. He
would know that I also pointed out the real
challenge presented to WACSSO was the fact
that parent action groups were separately meeting
that same day at a different venue which, in
effect, meant that there was a degree of
dissatisfaction on the part of the parents in the
role played by WACSSO.

Mr Sibson: Thai is a lot of gobbledegook. You
said that WACSSO had done very little, which
was completely untrue.

Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to defend my
statement. When the crisis blew up in the first
place and some specific P & C organisations from
individual schools set to work, and some sort of a
stand was taken by parents through the P & C
organisations and an advertisement was placed in
the newspaper-which to my understanding was
flnanced by 100 separate P & C
organisations-WACSSO actually criticised
those P & C organisations for not directing their
protest through the proper channels.

It is true that the President of WACSSO in
those early weeks made a number of statements
deploring the education cuts, which I thought
indicated a degree of unanimity between parents
and teachers. Unfortunately, he then took it upon
himself to go around criticising the actions being
taken by the Teachers' Union. At first the
President of WACSSO said those actions were
not supported by WACSSO and, subsequently, he
was very critical of them.

It was at about this time that the parent action
groups began to form. I may be unfair to the
President of WACSSO; as many members would
know, he was a Liberal candidate in the State
electon before last-

Mr Sibson: And a very good one, too.
Mr PEARCE: In putting that proposition

forward, the member for Bunbury has fairly
neatly undermined his own case. The President of
WACSSO, who made some very strong
statements in the early days of the dispute, then
seemed to go cold on the whole idea when the
pressure came on. I thought he was quite happy in
the early stages when parent action groups were
being formed in specific schools because it took
the heat off WACSSO to provide specific support
for the fairly militant actions some teachers were
taking. Unfortunately, many of those parent
action groups were formed and they wanted to co-
ordinate their activities and that co-ordination
process looked like establishing a rival structure
to WACSSO, which did not go down at all well
with the President of WACSSO.
(94)

Contrary to what the Minister for Education
would have the House believe, I did my best, on
the Saturday of the dual meetings, to reconcile
the two groups. I spoke at the WACSSO
conference in the morning and subsequently
discussed the matter with the President of
WACSSO and others, and informed them I
intended to attend the meeting of the parent
action groups. They indicated their disquiet about
certain aspects of the other meeting and asked if I
would carry that message to the meeting.

I did not attend the meeting of parent action
groups in any official capacity: in fact, I had not
been invited. A representative of one group
telephoned me and asked if I intended to attend,
and I said I did; however, in my opinion that did
not constitute an invitation. I sat at the side, and
said nothing. In fact, I offered advice only when it
was sought.

Mr Shalders: That must have been a relief to
all present.

Mr PEARCE: Perhaps it was. However, they
did in fact follow my advice. On the question of
whether they should hold a march through the
city to precede the rally outside Parliament
House, I advised against such a march and in fact
they did not march. The meeting could have made
any decision it liked; all decisions were made with
very little input from me, contrary to what the
Minister for Education told the House yesterday.
It certainly is not the case that these people are
following my directions or instructions. They
know perfectly well what is wrong with the
situation in regard to education cuts, and do not
need me to tell them.

I quietly told the chairman and a couple of
others involved in the organisation of that meeting
the things I had been asked to convey to the
meeting by the President of WACSSO and
indicated it would be in everyone's best interests if
they would confer with WACSSO before the rally
and co-ordinate their actions.

These parent action groups were not
particularly receptive to that point of view. Many
of them said that WACSSO had done very little,
if anything, throughout the whole crisis and at a
time when they were in need of a little positive
leadership. WACSSO had not been forthcoming.
WACSSO has said that the parents involved in
the dispute were not those normally involved in
the running of P & C organisations, but that they
had come out of the woodwork as a result of the
crisis. I do not denigrate them for doing so; in
fact, I admire people who rise to the occasion
when there is a crisis. Neither do I denigrate the
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work which has been done over the years by P &
C organisations.

in my capacity as "runner" I attended the
WACSSO dinner that evening and informed the
President of WACSSO of the impressions I
gained from the afternoon meeting. I put it to him
that a little fence repairing or bridge building
needed to be done if the parent organisations were
to be put back together. The president was not at
all receptive to that suggestion.

Mr Sibson: That was because the teachers were
wanting to get out from under.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Bunbury has
raised this whole discussion. The president took
the view he had spoken to a couple of organisers
and informed them of WACSSO's point of view,but that they seemed to be going their own way.
So, both of these organisations took a stand on
their dignity, and there has not been too much co.
operation since.

I received a telephone call from a very annoyed
person who attended the parent action group
meeting some days later at Eastern Hills High
School in order, in part, to ask parents to attend
the rally shortly to be held outside Parliament
House. It was her impression that the President of
WACSSO attempted to discourage people at that
meeting from attending the rally. I believe that to
he a most unfortunate thing for the president to
have done: it certainly does not demonstrate any
desire to take a real leadership position in
opposition to these education cuts.

Mr Sibson: You know WACSSO stated very
clearly it would not support the teachers in any
industrial action; that is the reason for that
situation developing.

Mr PEARCE: Of course I-know it.

Mr Sibson: It has been spelt out very clearly,
and supported by the majority of parents in this
State.

Mr PEARCE: What more can I say? I have
just gone through the whole history of the affair,
and 1 have made that point twice at least. Many
parents believe WACSSO has not done as much
as it should have done in the current controversy,
and it is a view I share.

Mr Shalders: Do you support industrial action
in schools?

Mr PEARCE: 1 believe WACSSO was weak-
kneed. Ii was prepared to make platitudinous
statements at the beginning of the dispute that the
cuts were deplorable, but when the pressure went
on, it went to waler. The net result of that was the
formation of parent action groups which will not
go to water when the pressure goes on.

Mr Sibson: The dispute originally was
engineered by the Teachers' Union, -and now the
teachers want to get out from under.

Mr PEARCE: The President of WACSSO was
one of those who talked about parents taking over
the campaign; however, in fact, there did not
appear to be too much involvement from
WACSSO.

One would have thought that since the State
conference of WACSSO met at the height of the
crisis, more time would be spent discussing the
matters raised, firstly, by the crisis and, secondly,
by the formation of parent action groups.
However, the conference chose to stick to the
agenda which was prepared before the education
cuts were announced. WACSSO showed a clear
degree of inflexibility in this matter. When there
is a crisis, and leadership is lacking, a vacuum is
formed and people leap into that vacuum. The
whole situation is very unfortunate; I do not like
to see this sort of schism created.

Mr Sibson: The dispute was purely and simply
engineered by the Teachers' Union. They
deliberately sidestepped the parents and citizens'
association and organised meetings from outside.
There are well-known instances where they
deliberately did not go to the parent groups. They
met at those meetings and the P & C groups were
not kept informed.

Mr PEARCE: That is absolute nonsense!
The SPEAKER: Order! Does the member for

Bunbury intend to seek leave to continue his
remarks later?

Mr PEARCE: 1 hope the member for Bunbury
does enter the debate. I was about to ask him
whether he would seek leave to continue his
interjection at a later time; he went on for about
three minutes. If the member for Bunbury has
finished-

Mr Sibson: Yes I have.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr PEARCE: 1 move-
That I be given leave to continue my

speech at a later stage of the sitting.
Motion put and passed.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitlinsg suspended from 6.16 to 7.30 p.m.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
I . Road Traffic Amendment Bill.
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2. Rural Housing (Assistance) Amendment
Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

EDUCATION FUNDING

Cutbacks: Motion
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting.
MR PEARCE (Gosnells) I7.33 p.m.]: Prior to

the suspension of the sitting for tea, members will
recall that in moving my motion I had canvassed
the cuts which were to be made by the
Government. I instanced the devastation in the
numbers of teaching staff likely to be caused by
those cuts and I went through the letter written
by the Director General of Education, paragraph
by paragraph. in order to indicate the effect of the
projected cuts of $25 million on our education
system. I pointed out to the House the cuts which
have caused all this turmoil amount in the
Minister's estimate to only $1.8 million. We can
expect cuts of a magnitude of 1 3 times that
amount still to be forthcoming in the course of the
present Financial year if the Government carries
on with its policy.

During the tea suspension, I confess I had little
to eatI and a lot to do and see, because there was a
rally of some several thousand people outside this
place.

Mr Sodeman: You are a funny judge of
numbers.

Mr Grayden: Three busloads.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister was there and

talked at some length. In fact, he did to the people
there what he does to us: He used the same three
sentences over and over again, with slightly
different gestures.

Mr Shalders: You told me about a large
meeting at Mandurah, and there were 10 people
there.

Mr Sodeman: No wonder you are in
Parliament: they kicked you out of the profession.

Mr PEARCE: Members opposite may be a
little hazy in their judgment of the numbers,
because they did not attend the meeting.
However, it was certainly the largest rally held
outside Parliament House since I have been a
member of Parliament. and I cannot recall seeing
a larger demonstration on the television news
programmes Or any other media in the time
before I became a member.

Mr Watt: There were between 1 200 and 1 500
at the demonstration.

Mr PEARCE: Whatever the estimate from
members opposite, the entire State will know how
many people attended the rally because there was
a direct telecast of the rally by the three television
channels. Members opposite can chortle about
only six people and a dog turning up, but the
people of Western Australia know better.

In fact, that is the sort of sickness that has
come over this Government. The Government
seems to believe that if something is unpalatable,
it can pretend it does not exist and it will go away.
In much the same way tonight, members opposite
pretend only a small number of people were at the
rally, therefore the rally was of little significance.

Mr Shalders: We would not say it was
insignificant even if there were only a dozen
people. However, at the same time, you should
not exaggerate the number.

Mr PEARCE: I am in a reasonable position to
judge, because I taught at schools with student
populations of 1 000 or more; I know what 1 000
people grouped together looks like, and there were
at least three times that number here tonight.

Mr Sibson: They were only little people.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister put the proposition

to the meeting that in fact, Western Australia is
one of the biggest spenders on education of the
Australian States.

M r Sode ma n: Tha t is t rue.
Mr PEARCE: He made the claim several

times. For the benefit of the House, I wish to go
through the statistics relating to that claim to see
how true it is. It is time the statistical base of this
argument was settled once and for all. If we had
an education system in which all the needs were
met and in which there was a considerable surplus
and a lot of fat, with people doing unnecessary
jobs, the Opposition would accept a certain
amount of trimming could be done without any
damage during times of economic stress.
However, we do not accept that is true of the
present time either in terms of the-

Mr Grayden: You are discounting the Schools
Commission report. It is the best and most
definitive report on expenditure on education.

Mr PEARCE: I intend to go through all the
figures-those produced by the Schools
Commission, those produced by the Grants
Commission, and those turned out by the
Australian Teachers' Federation. There is a
degree of unanimity in those figures which
demonstrates that Western Australia's
performance is not very good.

Mr Grayden: That is absolute nonsense!
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Mr PEARCE: We do not accept we are looking
at an area of economic complexity in the State in
which it is not possible to find the money from
sources such as royalties to cover the deficits at
which this Government is now looking.

Other speakers from the Opposition side will
cover different points. After I conclude, my
colleague, the member for Dianella, will examine
the impact these cuts will have in specific schools.
The member for Ascot will discuss the budgetary
base used by the Government and its blinkered
approach to its fund-raising options. The money is
there to eater for an education system we need
and deserve but which we are not to get.

I intend to use three resource bases to
demonstrate to the House our input in education
is not what it could be. The first of those is simply
to compare the amount of State Budgets spent on
education. That calculation has been made in
each of the States in the Australian Teachers'
Federation's 1980 survey for the financial year
1979-1980. The figures are taken from State
Budgets-public documents-by simple
calculation. We find that of the six States,
Western Australia is last in terms of the
percentage of its Budget spent on education.

Mr C rayden: Which figures are you using?

Mr PEARCE: The Figures produced by the
Australian Teachers' Federation.

Mr Grayden: Good God!
Mr Sibson: What a reliable source! It is

affiliated with the ACTU.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister can chortle, but in
fact, I have used these Figures at public meetings
and the Minister has not disagreed with them; of
course, he atteiipted to explain them away. The
figures are as follows-

State

Victoria
Tasmania
New South Wales
South Australia
Queensland
Western Australia

Per cent
of Budget
spent on
education

35.2
32.3
31.6
24.0
23.9
22.5

We cannot even beat Queensland.
Mr Shalders: Does the New South Wales

figure include the cost of training firemen and
nurses?

Mr Sodeman: Be honest tonight at least.
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order.

Mr PEARCE: I do not dispute that the various
State Budgets are a little different; however, I am
talking about three resource bases. The input of a
Budget is an interesting base in terms of a
commitment to an area. Per capila figures are not
altogether reliable because they fail to take into
account the size of the States and the various
complexities caused by increases in size. The
Grants Commission has made a calculation of the
cost differential between expansive States like
Western Australia and smaller more populous
States. I accept that to a degree, the things one
would Find in a Budget would depend on the size
of the State concerned. However, it is legitimate
to make this form of budgetary comparison; in
some ways, this is the most accurate index.

If members opposite dispute the budgetary base
provides a basis for comparison, I hope such
educational experts as the member for Pilbara
and the member for Moore e nter the debate and
indicate what the adjustments would be when we
take into account the difference in the budgetary
base. In fact, the adjustments that would need to
be made would be relatively minor.

I accept, of course, that the New South Wales
figure for a certain item would include certain
things which our Budget does not include, just as
our Budget would include items the New South
Wales Budget does not take into account.
However, by and large, they balance out. Even if
there is some imperfection in the statistic, bottom
is bottom. Perhaps by adjusting the statistics,
Western Australia could nudge ahead of
Queensland; perhaps we could beat Joh by a
banana. However, it would not put us into the
same league as States like Victoria and New
South Wales.

The second resource indicator is the pupil-
teacher ratio; these figures have been taken from
the Australian Bureau of Statistics. The Minister
may not have heard of that organisation; it is a
Government-funded body-

Mr Bryce: Fraser Government.
Mr PEARCE: -on which the Federal

Government relies for its unemployment figures.
Its own department took to producing
unemployment figures which were too high, so the
Government began using the Australian Bureau
of Statistics' figures. The Prime Minister
therefore agrees this is a reliable source. The
figures indicate Western Australia has the highest
pupil-teacher ratio in Australia. The calculation
includes people like advisory teachers who do not
actually take classes.

2980



[Wednesday, 19 August 1981] 28

Mr Bryce: They do now.
Mr PEARCE: But they did not before. Despite

the fact they were taken out of the classroom and
put into an advisory situation, they were still
included in the pupil-teacher ratio. Members can
see how the figures start to come together.
Western Australia has the lowest input into
education and the highest pupil-teacher ratio; we
have less teachers employed. The pupil-teacher
ratio flgures are as follows-

Pupils
State per

Teacher
Western Australia I8
Queensland 17.9
New South Wales 17.5
South Australia and Tasmania 15.4
Victoria 15.1

Members can see how some States, notably
Tasmania. Victoria. and South Australia, have a
quality of education because of the quality of
Government input, a quality we do not find in
Western Australia. Those two resource indicators
put Western Australia at the bottom of the list.

I turn now to the figures the Minister usually
likes to use. Before I discuss those Figures I should
say that a little book entitled How to Lie with
Statistics should have pride of place on the
Minister's bookshelf.

In his Press statement the Minister has
attempted to demonstrate that we are doing well
with our pupil-teacher ratio. Members will recall
that in the paid advertisement-on which $13 000
was spent in Western Australia-in which the
Minister put his point of view he indicated this
proposition to show how well-

Mr Grayden: The Teachers' Union spent
$26 000.

Mr PEARCE: It was their money; the
Government was spending taxpayers' money.

Mr Grayden: They were destroying
Government education by seeking to-

Mr PEARCE: That money could have been
used to employ two teachers until the end of this
year to fill vacancies in schools. The Minister is
protecting the political-

Mr Grayden: We are attempting to.
Mr PEARCE: It has been a disastrous misuse

of public money.
While on the subject of the misuse of public

money, I wish to indicate that for the last few
weeks almost all the top hierarchy of the
Education Department has been fully employed in
answering phone calls in order to put the

Government's case la the thousands of people who
have been protesting about the situation.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense!
Mr PEARCE: In the last couple of weeks

people have been phoning-and they have been
lucky if they have got through-in an attempt to
complain about the situation. People earning
$35 000 a year have been answering phone calls
putting the Government's case the best way they
could. This has been a disgraceful misuse of
public money.

I wish to come back to the Minister's How to
Lie with Statistics. He said it was dishonest to
compare our pupil-teacher ratio with that of other
States because we would have a better ratio than
that existing in any other State. He said in the
last Five years we had reduced our ratio by nine
whereas other States had reduced theirs by only
five. That was the sole statement he made. What
he said may be true; he gave us no source
concerning the information and I have not been
able to find any figures to substantiate what he
said. Nevertheless, even if we had improved by
nine, we are still bottom; we are still the worst.
The Government has been dishonest in spending
$13 000 to tell people otherwise and to present a
small facet of the whole case.

Mr Grayden: I will reply to that shortly.

Mr PEARCE: I hope the Minister will and that
for a change he will produce a figure or two. He
will be asked to table all the documents he
produces so we have a chance to ascertain
whether he is reading them correctly because he
has not done that always in the past.

Mr Shalders: That is an untrue statement, but
it is what we have come to expect from you.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: It is my intention now to go

through the various indices available with regard
to per capita expenditure. The per capita
expenditure figure is derived basically by taking
all the money spent on education in this State.
including that on private schools, which pushes
Western Australia's figure up because it is pretty
good. I am referring to the figures of the Schools
Commission; the Grants Commission operates
differently.

Mr Shalders: You oppose expenditure on
private schools?

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murray will
hear my attitude on that subject in a moment. I
ask him to just hang around.

Mr Davies: Like a hurricane lamp.
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Mr Shalders: I am certainly going to hang
around. I would hate to miss the clown's
performance.

Mr Parker: Are you waiting for the Minister
for Education'?

Mr PEARCE: Is that not the quality of reply
we have come to expect From that side?

Mr Sodeman: The level of the debate was just
lifted by this side.

Mr PEARCE: The latest set of basic figures for
per capita expenditure is that available from the
Grants Commission in the latest report available,
which is (or the 1979-80 year.

Mr Sodeman: Tell us about your attitude to
manih uana.

I Interruption from the gallery.]
The SPEAKER: Order! the member will

resume his seat. I will prevail upon the members
of the House to desist from interjecting. May I
say to the people in the gallery that they are
welcome to sit and listen to the debate but I warn
them that they may not do anything that is likely
to interfere with the operations of this House. I do
not want to take the only action that is open to me
and that is to clear the gallery. I do not want to
do that but if there is interference I will have no
option but todo-it.

[Interruption from the gallery.)
Mr PEARCE: May I answer the member for

Pilbara on this point. I tell him, as years ago I
told the people of Western Australia, I am
opposed to the use of marihuana or any other
drug by anyone, but also I am opposed to anyone
being sent to gaol for using it.

Mr Young: That is interesting.
Mr Grayden: You would be a nice old

schoolteacher.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: I have here the per capita

expenditure issued by the Grants Commission
which calculates all expenditure of each State and
divides it by the average enrolments for two years,
because the funding periods lap over two years,
and it is only right to take the average in this way.'
The order is as follows: Tasmania is top of the
pops with $1 333.53; South Australia is second
with $1 240.05; Victoria is third with $11163.25;
Western Australia is fourth with SI1085.63; New
South Wales, fifth, with SI1 073.57; and
Queensland is sixth with $1 008.40. We are
fourth out of six and we are below the six State-
average calculated by the Grants Commission,
that average being $1 111.19. So, with regard to

expenditure on Government primary schools,
Western Australia is fourth and is below average.

Mr Grayden: That contradicts your previous
figures for a start.

Mr PEARCE: The Schools Commission figures
are for the 1978-79 year, which is a year earlier.
Certainly the ones I have just quoted are the rmost
recent. I suppose the Minister does understand
about Financial years.

Mr Grayden: They are based on different
criteria.

Mr PEARCE: We will come to the different
criteria in a moment. The main difference is that
the Schools Commission includes the expenditure
on private schools and because Western Australia
does so well in that area the averages are lifted
slightly altogether. The figures for Government
expenditure on secondary schools are: Victoria is
top with $2 305.02; Tasmania is second with
$2 259.89; South Australia, third, with 52 172.38;
Western Australia is fourth again with $2 034.7 1,
New South Wales, fifth, with SI 899.18; and
Queensland is sixth with $1 685.30. The six-State
average is higher than Western Australia's figure.
So the Grants Commission put Western Australia
fourth out of six and lower than the average.

This is a weighted figure. IF we add up those
Figures and divide them by six we will obtain an
average which is higher again and which puts
Western Australia even further down. However it
is weighted to those States with more students
because it is the overall expenditure in Australia.
So New South Wales, which spends less per
capita, but has more students, brings the average
down; but New South Wales spends so much of
its budget on education and the pupil-teacher
ratio that the input into education is not
necessary.

However the Grants Commission goes further,
because it weights the figures. It calculates the
needs base of education on the understanding that
the educational needs of the States are not all the
same. A State like Tasmania, which is small and
compact-does not have the same needs as does a
big State like Western Australia where the school
system services an area from Esperance to
Kununurra. Small isolated country areas require
schools and in those areas such schools are not
economic, but they must be provided to eater for
the educational needs of the children in the
region.

That weighting shows that Western Australia is
the most expensive State for which to provide
education and, as members might have expected,
Tasmania is at the other end of the scale.
However, on that weighted basis the figures
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change. We find when we weight the Grants
Commission figures to take account of the
different cost factors with regard to Government
primary schools Western Australia slips from
fourth to Fifth in the national total and only just
maintains its fourth place in the secondary school
total. So the Government has nothing of which to
be proud in those figures. If we consider the per
capita figures we find we are fourth and below the
average.

The only statistic in all the range which
supports the Minister is the average of the
Schools Commission weighted on a slightly
different criteria, but it is interesting. With
regard to Government primary schools, the
Schools Commission put South Australia top with
$1 186 per capita, but this figure is for the year
before.

Mr Grayden: But the study was so exhaustive
that the figures for 1978-79 are the latest
available.

Mr PEARCE: The figures from the Schools
Commission must be available because the Grants
Commission clearly indicates that its Figures are
based on statistics supplied by the Schools
Commission. The Grants Commission gets
priority because the Grants Commission is the
basis of all Commonwealth funding in Australia.
Therefore its report had to be produced before the
Commonwealth Budget was prepared.

Mr Grayden: The most accurate figures are
those of the Schools Commission.

Mr PEARCE: The Grants Commission figures
are accurate and are recognised everywhere
because they are the basis on which the States are
given funds, and most of the funds Western
Australia receives to spend on education. That is
the basis, and the Grants Commission figures are
accurate. ]I is not as though the Western
Australian Government had no input.

Mr Grayden: The Schools Commission report is
much more exhaustive.

Mr PEARCE: Those weighted averages were
arrived at by discussion between Grants
Commission officials and officials of the
Education Department of Western Australia,
which presented a 148-page submission to the
Grants Commission on the cost of education in
this State.

Mr Grayden: Putting up a case for
Commonwealth money.

Mr PEARCE: The submission contained a
great deal of information. In fact it contained so
many details which contradict what the Minister
has been saying throughout the State that he

refused to make the document available to the
public when I asked him to do so.

The Minister said it was confidential,
overlooking the fact that the Grants Commission
had lodged a copy in the National Library in
Canberra and I was able to get a copy of it four
days later. I am probably the only private citizen
in Western Australia who has his own copy.
Anyone in Canberra can go in and take it off the
shelf, but in Western Australia it is considered to
be secret information, so paranoid is the
Government because of the embarrassing story it
tells.

Even for the year before, the Schools
Commission weighted the figures. The way they
are submitted indicates that Western Australia is
fourth out of six when it comes to expenditure per
capita on Government primary education, and
fourth out of six in regard to expenditure on
Government secondary education. The only
difference in the Schools Commission figures
from all other figures is that they weight the
average so that Western Australia comes out
marginally ahead of the average on both
occasions, despite the fact that it is still fourth out
of six in the national hierarchy. That is not a high
point from which our education system can afford
to be cut, based on any resource indicator.

When the Minister replies comprehensivly-if
he does-let him not just pick those Schools
Commission's figures and averages. Let him
explain away the Grants Commission figures, the
pupil-teacher ratios, and the percentage-of-
Budget figures. Let us have a comprehensive reply
to what has been a comprehensive submission on
this matter.

Mr Sibson: If you were the State Treasurer
how would you handle the situation! Tell us how
you would deal with it. Be constructive.

An Opposition member: You would not
understand that any more than you have
understood anything else so far.

Mr PEARCE: Now we hear from the member
for Bunbury. We wish he had gone to the meeting
in Bunbury. We offered to give him a pair. So far
he has spoken for about 1 5 minutes in this debate
sitting in his place. We look forward to his
speaking properly on his feet when we hope he
will give his views on the way the problem should
be handled.

I intend to conclude on that point. I have
demonstrated, by moving this motion, that in
Western Australia we have an education system
and the Government cannot be proud of its own
input.
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It is a system which has great needs. There are
tremendous needs in remedial education and in
the area of resources. There are tremendous needs
in a whole range of areas. We do not have a
luxurious education system which we can afford
to slash about. We have seen that, so far,
education has been the only area of Government
activity to be slashed. Our local version of the
razor gang-a fairly blunt razor, doubtless,
considering the members who comprise
it-reported only last Sunday and Cabinet
considered its recommendations on Monday. But
that is six weeks after the education cuts and
nearly 71/2 weeks after the announcement was
made. No other department had been slashed in
this way before the gang's report. No other
department had experienced this three months
before the Budget was due to be introduced..

It is no good the Minister for Education saying
he does not know how much will be allocated to
education in the Budget. If he does not know,
then he does not know whether the cuts are
necessary in terms of his own Government's
economic strategy. We are looking at this much
more from the point of view of needs. The needs
of education are a fundamental priority, yet they
are the first to be affected.

Despite the fact that the Minister decries the
campaigns run by teachers and parent
organisations. obviously they have already had a
significant effect on the Government's approach
to budgeting for education. The House will
remember that before the tea suspension I
mentioned that the Minister had been reported in
The West Australian of 27 June as saying that in
the next financial year the Education Department
was to receive the same amount in cash dollars as
it had received in the previous financial year. By 7
July the Minister was saying education would get
a 10.3 per cent increase.

Mr Grayden: That is not so.
Mr PEARCE: It is so. It is there in black and

white, and the Minister can never deny he said it.

Mr Grayden: It is partly correct, but out of
context.

Mr PEARCE: Was I the only one in the House
who heard the Minister say that was totally false
and then seconds later say it was correct? It is
impossible for the Minister to reconcile
statements such as "There is going to be no
increase" and -There is to be a 10 per cent
increase".

Mr Grayden: They have been taken out of
context. If you put them into context you will see
they are correct.

Mr PEARCE: How can the Minister put into
context the statement that there is to be no
increase and the statement that there is to be a 10
per cent increase?

Mr Grayden: I will explain when I have the
opportunity to speak.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister said there would
be an increase in the order of 10 per cent.

Mr Grayden: It depends on the figures you are
using. If you are talking in terms of some
relatively marginal cuts, that is the situation. We
would have to wait for the full Budget and we will
not know for some considerable time yet what it
wIlI contain.

Mr PEARCE: If the Minister does not kn ow
what it will contain, why is he making cuts now
and why is the director general writing to people
in the way he is?

Mr Grayden: It is obvious some economies have
to be effected.

Mr PEARCE: But the Minister does not know
how much is involved. The director general has
told every principal in the State that the cuts will
be in the order of $25 million.

M r Grayden: He does not know.
Mr Bryce: Tell the truth. You instructed him.
Mr PEARCE: The relative sentence from the

second paragraph of the director general's letter
reads, "The present indications are-

Mr Sibson: Present indications.
Mr PEARCE: -- that the Education

Department will be cut by a Figure perhaps in the
order of $25 million."

Mr Grayden: Perhaps.
Mr PEARCE: That is what I am saying.
Mr Grayden: If they were you could work out

the percentages, but they do not mean anything.
Mr PEARCE: I am not working out the

percentages: I am quoting the director general.
The Minister probably made up the figures. A
reporter from The West Australian newspaper
obviously rang the Minister, who made the
statement that there were to be no increases, and
I am sure that was right at the time. There were
to be no increases in cash dollars. Some time later
the reporter would have asked the Minister what
he was going to do and the Minister then said that
the Government would spend about 10 per cent
more. I am sure that figure would have occurred
to the Minister and there is good reason for this,
because he has 10 fingers. It is an obvious figure
for him to use.

I firmly believe that the campaign which has
been run and which has caused such a tremendous
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outcry around the State has been such that when
(ie Budget is introduced there will be a lot more
money for education than would have been the
case had the teachers, parents and Opposition
members kept quiet on the matter.

Sir Charles Court: Not a cent.
Mr PEARCE: I have never seen the

Government and Government members running
more scared on any other issue.

Sir Charles Court: There won't be another cent.
Mr Bateman: Go to the polls if you have any

doubts.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr T. J. Burke: Remember 1971.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: Members opposite will wait until

the very last moment before they go to an election
in the hope that the people will have forgotten all
about this.

There will be a lot more money for education in
the Budget than there would have been had the
campaign not been run.

Sir Charles Court: Not a cent more.
Mr PEARCE: Let us hear from the Premier.

since he has sought to give us his economic
expertise. When he spoke to the Teachers' Union
he asked it to desist from its campaign and he
certainly did not tell it that when the Budget
came out there would not be one cent more for
educat ion.

Sir Charles Court: I told them in (he frankest
possible terms-

Mr PEARCE: The Premier said-
Government members: Listen to him.
Mr PEARCE: But I am speaking at the

moment.
Sir Charles Court: I will not waste my iti.me

talking to you. I dcalt with the union fairly and
properly. I told it there would not be a single
thing more for education because of the protests.
Education would get a fair share-very cent we
could give it. It would be treated fairly and
generously as it always has been. That is what the
union was told and what it accepted.

Mr PEARCE: It certainly did not accept the
proposition that there would not be a single cent
extra for education.

Sir Charles Court: The president of the union
accepted the explanation we gave. We will talk to
the union properly and sensibly, and not in the
atmosphere you are generating by getting people
like this stirred up over nothing.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: When did you last visit the Dalkeith

Primary School?
Sir Charles Court: I go there often.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for

Gosnells to address his remarks to the Chair. I
ask other members to desist their interjeeting.

Mr PEARCE: Since the Premier has brought
himself into this debate, I hope he will do so in a
more upright manner in a little while. As for
using children as ammunition in a debate, the
Premier was the first person to bring into the
debate the proposition that children should be
used to deliver a point of view. When the
Teachers' Union was considering a stoppage and
a supervision of classes on a particular Friday, the
Premier was the first person to come out and
suggest what should happen to the kids at schools
at a time when it was widely assumed by teachers
that all children would go to school and be
supervised. The Premier entered into the debate
to tell parents to send their kids to school to show
the Teachers' Union they were not supporting it.
The Premier was the first to introduce that tactic.
He asked the parents to use their children.

Mr Hassell: Nonsense.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: Subsequently the Teachers'

Union put a contrary point of view and asked
parents to keep their kids at home to show where
their loyalties lay. A whole series of radio stations
contacted me about this and I said that no more
than 10 per cent of children would attend schools
that day. As it happened I was exaggerating and
only 5 per cent turned up.

Sir Charles Court: How delighted you were.
Mr Sibson: Parents kept children home because

they knew they were not going to be taught.
Many parents as far away as the Pilbara-

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order. We have had a fair volley of
interj.ctlions recently. I remind the House that it
will not be very long before the Minister for
Education is going to rise to try to make a speech.

[Laughter.]
The SPEAKER: Order! Even Speakers make

slips of the tongue. Seriously, the Minister for
Education is inclined to draw the crabs, as the
saying goes.

[Laughter.]
The SPEAKER: Order! He will be seeking the

opportunity to address the House in a reasonable
atmosphere. I submit to members who sit on my
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right that if they persist in their volley of
interjections and rate of interjections that has
applied up to now, they must assume the same
will occur when the Minister is on his feet. I urge
all members of the House to desist from
interjecting and allow the debate to proceed in an
orderly fashion.

Mr PEARCE: I suggested to the radio stations
that a ring around to the schools in the Premier's
electorate might give a fair indication of what was
happening. They all rang the Nedlands Primary
School and found that only 20 out of 400 children
turned up. The Premier could not even deliver the
children's vote in his own electorate.

Mr Hassell: What were the teachers doing?
Mr PEARCE: It was a disgustng tactic for the

Premier to introduce the children into the debate.
They had not been introduced before. The
Premier would have been better to keep his nose
out of it. 1 am not particularly disappointed to
hear him say tonight that not one cent more is to
be given because of the campaign which has been
run. The reason I am not disappointed is that I do
not believe that is true. It is a face-saving
statement by the Premier.

The education vote in the Budget will have
been increased by many millions of dollars over
the last six weeks and doubtless will be increased
even more between now and the time the Budget
is introduced. All this will result from the
campaign which has been run protesting at the
cuts.

It seems to members of the Opposition that the
education of children in this State is so important
and the quality of our education system is so
important, that we would be very remiss indeed if
we did not indicate our attitude before the Budget
is finalised. When the Budget is introduced we
will examine it and consider what action should
be taken if it does not provide what we believe is
necessary so far as hinds for education in this
State are concerned. Before the final sums are
done and the documents presented to Parliament,
we want to make it clear to the Government that
we, supported by a large number of people in this
State-the great majority of people-do not wish
to see the education of our children impaired in
any way, as it would be if the Minister had his
way.

We have already had some success in the way I
have indicated, but we say publicly that we will
not tolerate any diminution at all of funds that
are required for our education system to maintain
at least the existing programmes and quality of
education. Not that we are saying we have a

system that needs only to be maintained. The
needs are there and they are patent and obvious.

We have a commitment to the public sector and
particularly to the public school sector. On the
other side of the House we have a Government
which is not particularly caring about this area, a
Government whose Commitment to private profit
is greater than its commitment to anything else, a
Government that has given the lowest level of
funds in Australian terms to Government schools
and more per capita in percentage input terms to
private schools than any other Government.

While other State Governments give perhaps
21 per cent of their money to public education,
this Government spends 5 per cent in basic terms
or 25 per cent in comparative terms more on
private schools than any other Government,
because its commitment is always to the private
area. Instead of fulfilling its responsibilities to
look after the people of this State it looks after
the private profit of private individuals. It looks
after the privileged rather than the people whose
needs are greater.

When one considers the whole of our education
system one must accept that the kids in special
schools and remedial areas are neglected. Such
areas are the ones neglected most-shoved behind
the cupboard or under the carpet by this
Government. The people involved are neglected
because they are not considered to be full citizens
in their own State. This Government tolerates
increases in Government charges, home loan
interest rates, and a whole range of other expenses
which make the poor people of this State
economic outcasts in their own country. That is
not a state of affairs which we on the Opposition
will accept. We are saying so tonight loudly and
bitterly. I can inform members, if they expect to
go home early tonight, that the Opposition
intends to voice its opposition at great length.

Some of my colleagues will follow up my
remarks by dealing with specific areas which I
have not had time to cover. Our message will be
loud and strong to the Government to pay up for
education or come February 1983 it will go.

MR WILSON (Dianella) [8.16 p.m.]: It is my
pleasure to second the motion moved so ably by
the member for Gosnells. Since he rose to his feet
at 4.30 this afternoon he has put the case of the
Opposition most comprehensively. It is a ease
which the Minister for Education will be groping
to answer.

I will make some introductory comments in
regard to the basis of the proposed funding cuts in
education with which this motion deals and I will
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refeCr to the concern the Opposition has for the
likely effects of those cuts.

In the first place we should sheet home the
blame and complicity so that it lies where it
should. To do so we need only to look at the front
page of this morning's issue of The West
Australian to realise the priority Liberal
Governments in Australia are giving to education.
At the top of that front page one can see a
revealing piece of information. It concerns the
Federal Budget brought down last night, and
indicates that from 1981-82 the Federal
Government of this country. a Liberal Federal
Government. will assign to the defence area an
amount of $1 billion more than it will assign to
the education area. That is indicative of the
priority the Liberal Federal Government has
given to education in Australia.

People may say. "Well, we are not dealing with
the Liberal Federal Government: we are dealing
with a Liberal State Government'. The Liberal
State Government led by Sir Charles Court has
been at great pains to distance itself from the
Liberal Federal Government led by Mr Malcolm
Fraser. The Premier takes every possible
opportunity to distance himself from Fraser. He
tries to distance himself from Fraser on interest
rates and the new federalism. Ironically he tries to
distance himself from Fraser on the new
federalism because, as we all know, it was this
Prenier who was the only Premier of this country
to stand with Fraser to champion the new
federalism when it was first instituted.

All the ills people of this State are suffering,
and the ills people of other States are suffering.
stem from the introduction of the now ill-famed
new federalism policy. All the ills the Premier
attempts to ascribe to the Federal Government
can be hecaped fairly and squarely on his head
because of that sad and bad judgment he made in
aligning himself with the Prime Minister in the
institution of that defamed policy.

It will do the State Government no good to try
to blame the Federal Government for this State's
ills, and it will do the State Government no good
to say. -lt\s not us. it's them". We all know that
this State Liberal Government has the same
philosophy ats the Liberal Federal Government. It
has the sanme attitudes, it is of the same pri nt.
tarred with thc same brush and tainted with the
same odium. Both Governments are of the same
political party and believe in the same principles.

We know the Federal Liberal Government led
by the grazier Prime Minister is intent on taking
from the public sector and bolstering the private
sector, not only in the areas of industry and

resource development, but also in the areas of
health and education.

The Prime Minister of course is the product of
a privileged education under the private education
system. HeI is biased towards that private and
privileged education system. I am not talking
about poor Catholic parish schools. I am talking
about the schools-

Mr H-assell: Oh. how you hate them.
Mr WILSON: -which are privileged. In fact,

the Chief Secretary was educated in one of them.
Mr Hassell: Oh, how you hate them.
Mr WILSON: The Chief Secretary hates the

Aborigines of Australia. Oh. how he drives the
Aborigines of Western Australia into the dirt.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order.

Mr WILSON: I wonder how the Chief
Secretary can talk about hate. We listened to him
this afternoon when he answered questions and
put forward his policies in respect of apartheid
when referring to drinking places in country
towns.

Mr Hassell: A separate land and a separate
people!

Mr WILSON: The Chief Secretary should nut
attempt to escape the argument.

Mr Hassell: A separate land and a separate
people!

Mr WILSON: The Chief Secretary is a
pitiful-

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order! I ask the member for Dianella to refer
his remarks to the Chair and confine them to the
motion before the House.

Mr WILSON: I was attempting to do so before
I was incited by this pitiful creature who calls
himself a Minister of the Crown.

Mr B.*T. Burke: Heinrich Hassell.
Mr WILSON: I was attempting to align the

Chief Secretary with that privileged person who
happens to be at present the Prime Minister of
this country and the product of a privileged
education system, the private education system.
which he has tried to bolster by directing more
and more of taxpayers' money to it. As a result
the public education system of this country has
been denuded of funds in a way that has
undermined the quality of education of every
child attending public schools in Western
Australia. It is a deliberate policy with which the
State Government-the State Premier, the State
Ministers and the weak-baekboned back-benethers
of the State Government-is thoroughly in
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collusion. All members of the Government are in
collusion with the deliberate policy of the Federal
Government to take away from the children who
attend public schools in Western Australia their
birthright to a decent education; and to take away
from those children and their parents the right to
that education system which is vested in them by
virtue of the taxes they pay.

Without a doubt members of the State
Government are in collusion with their federal
colleagues.

Mr Crane: You should not make statements
about education-

Mr WILSON: The member for Moore is a case
in point. He belongs to the rump party of the
Government's coalition. He succumbed to a
decision which will mean that in his electorate the
proposed Edgewater school construction will be
dela yed. What sort of stand was that? The
member has allowed the construction of a school
in his electorate to be delayed.

M r Crane:, I -have not had it delayed.
Mr B. T. Burke: I-e is proud of what happened.

Mr WILSON: He accepts the Government's
education funding cuts, which means he is
prepared to accept a delay in the funding for
construction of a school in his electorate. What a
weak-backboned creature he is to accept the
mealy-mouthed propositions put forward by his
Government.

Mr Shalders: Who is the person who said he
would not object to a moratorium on school
construction?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Crane: Can you cast the first stone?
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr WILSON: The member wondered whether

I could cast the first stone, but as he did so he was
forced to raise his eyes to heaven. If I were in his
position I would not, and that position is being a
member of the rump party of the Government
coalition. He is prepared to accept that a school in
his electorate be sacrificed to the hypocritical
education funding cuts imposed by a State
Government which has caved in to the Federal
Government and which is more concerned with
upholding the privileged rights of the people rich
enough to send their children through a private
education system that perpetuates the attitudes
such as we saw expressed this afternoon by the
Chief Secretary.

Mr Sibson: What is your policy of talking to
private schools?

Mr WILSON: There has been a great deal of
effort put in by the Minister to deride the efforts
of concerned parents about these proposed cuts.
The Minister's behaviour at public gatherings and
in the media has been quite peculiar.

Mr Davies: To say the least.
Mr WILSON: Of course I have been here only

a short time but I have got used to those displays
of public behaviour orn the part of the Minister. I
might say in justice to him, however, that I ind
this display of peculiar behaviour very strange
because I know that on a personal level when one
is talking person to person with the Minister, or
when he comes out to one Of the schools to inspect
it, he is a very pleasant fellow, a very pleasant
fellow indeed. I would be the first to congratulate
him For being such a pleasant fellow to deal with.
That makes it all the more puzzling to see his
strange displays of behaviour in public and in the
media, and even in this place when he is
answering questions on this matter. That makes
everybody wonder.

Mr Blaikie: Strange behaviour!
Mr WILSON: It probably makes even the

member for Vasse wonder, but I would doubt it.
It makes everyone wonder just why there is this
difference between public peculiarity and private
sanity, particularly in respect oF this particular
issue. It raises great suspicions in my mind. It
makes me think that all this display of strange
behaviour is being conjured up deliberately. If it
is being conjured up deliberately we have to ask
why is it being conjured up deliberately? It is the
same old act all over again; it is the same old
tactic.

The tactic is this: The Minister creates
confusion, doubt, and worry in people's minds
about possible drastic cuts in expenditure. It
might be in education; it might be in SEC
charges. It might be in water rates, or anything to
do with possible increases in Government
expenditure. The Minister creates confusion and
concern and worry about things and creates an
expectation amongst people that there will be
horrendous cuts and horrendous charges. The
Minister-, of course, brushes off all the public
protests and puts on a brave face through all of it,
and he might even put on some strange antics.
When the Budget is announced, of course, as the
member for Gosnells has already indicated to
some degree, the public Find they are really minor
cuts or perhaps cuts in only some areas. The
Minister is then able to say to the electorate,
"~There you are. You were making a fuss about
nothing".

Mr Sibson: You have done all the worrying.
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Mr WILSON: The member looks at the
Minister for Education and says I have done it. I
have not tried to adopt those antics in public.

Mr Sibson: You could not.
Mr WILSON: The whole tactic is this: the

Government is then able to say to people, "There
you are. The cuts are not really of any
significance at all'. The Government is able to
convince the people to accept cuts which it knows
under any other circumstances it would not have
accepted.

This is a trick. We are being submitted to a
trick and are being conned. This treatment of the
Parliament and of the electorate shows that on
the part of this Minister and on the part of this
Premier and this Government-there always has
been on the part of this Government-there is a
regard for people as Cools and idiots, a cynical
regard for people; a belief that the Government
can feed them anything and trick them. The
Government thinks in the long run the public will
accept whatever they can get. I believe that in this
issue the continuing display of parental discontent
about the threat to the quality of their children's
education is a real expression of concern.

Mr Sibson: Of course it is.
Mr WILSON: It is a real expression of their

position, that this time they are not going to be
fooled. This time they are not going to be duped
by this tactic or swallow this sort of strategy. This
time they arc awake to it and the efforts of the
Minister and other members braying on the back-
benches and saying it is a movement among
parents which is motivated by the Labor Party or
somebody else, are attempts to evade the real
issue.

The real issue is that this is not so. This is a
continuing movement amongst concerned parents.
I had never heard previously from many of those
parents who contacted me during the last couple
of months. I do not know whether they are
supporters the Labor Party, the Liberal Party, the
Democratic Party, any other party, or no party at
all. It is my experience today that when people
talk about politicians thay are not too concerned
about which party they come from. They lump
them all together and they think about them all
with some disdain. One cannot wonder sometimes
why they do that when we see such terrible public
displays by politicians and such cynical displays
from some of the Ministers of this Government.
Let me read some of the letters I have had from
parents and parent organisations in response to
the present situation.

Mr Sibson: Is that all you can muster up?

Mr Bryce: WACSSO may take the member for
Bunbury seriously but he is a joke in this place.

Mr WILSON: I have a letter from a parents
and citizens' association of a school not in my
electorate, but the children from my electorate go
to it. It is actually in the electorate of the member
for Mt. Lawley, the Deputy Premier.

Mr Blaikie: Which one is it?

Mr WILSON: The Dianella Primary School.
The letter reads as follows-

This association is deeply concerned by the
consequences that the cuts in Education
spending will have on the quality of
education of the children of this State.

We are also concerned by the obvious loss
of Teacher morale over this matter which
will no doubt have a compounding effect on
any loss of quality in education.

As the only people who can prevent these
cuts are members of the Western Australian
Parliament we request your assistance in
presenting our case to your colleagues and to
the Parliament.

I do not know whether the Deputy Premier
received a similar letter. I trust he did as that P &
C and that school is in his electorate and I know
he has contact with them from time to time.

Mr Blaikie: An understanding person such as
yourself would have obviously sent a copy to him.

Mr WILSON: I trust he has a copy. It is in
his electorate. I would not presume to think that
he had not received a copy. Would anybody?
There have been other indications in letters that
went out from another school in the member's
electorate, which children in my electorate attend.
That is the Sutherland Primary School in
Dianella. One parent wrote as follows-

I would like to support the Sutherland
Primary School Parents and Citizens
Association in their protest to the State
Government regarding proposed 'cuts' in
Education expenditure for the coming year.

I believe that such reduction in
expenditure would drastically affect the
availability of specialist and guidance
teachers, an increase in class sizes (already
too large), and loss of support-teachers'
programmes. This in turn could cause an
increase in parents' contributions to school
activities-e.g. Swimming classes and
excursions.

It would be appreciated if you could voice
these disapprovals through the proper
channels in State Parliament.
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This is something I am attempting to do at the-
moment. I received these letters from people in all
parts of my electorate, not only in Dianella. I had
several letters from people in Girrawbeen which
were all different letters, not standard letters.
People had taken the trouble to sit down and
write their own letters in their own words voicing
their concern. These were not a few individuals.
but were large numbers of people expressing real
concern about the effects of these cuts on their
children and on their schools. Many of them were
expressing deep sympathy with the actions of
teachers. On that Friday we were talking about
earlier, when the teachers withdrew their services
and only supervised classes, one private primary
school in my electorate sent letters home to all the
parents of children attending the school.

This is a primary school with 238 children
attending. On the bottom of the letter was a tear-
off slip for the parents to indicate whether or not
they supported the actions of the teachers of that
school on the Friday. Replies were received to 150
of the 238 notices-a very high return. Of the 1 50
replies. 135 parents approved categorically of the
teachers' actions. Interestingly enough. I
telephoned that information through to Channel 7
and The West Australian but it was not
mentioned anywhere.

Mr Sibson: In Bunbury it was different-
Mr WILSON: If the member for Bunbury will

just listen, he will have a chance to talk in a
minute. He can get to his own two feet and tell us
what he has to say.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILSON: No doubt that champion of

privileged private education, the Chief Secretary,
will get to his feet and make his own speech.

Mr Hassell: He is spitting again!

Mr WILSON: I bet he does not do so because
he does not have the gumption.

The replies received indicated that a substantial
proportion of parents were solidly behind the
teachers. That does not mean that they supported
the teachers taking strike action-i believe the
effects of a teacher strike are detrimental to the
education of children, and I hope there will be no
more strikes. I do not think teachers commend
themselves to parents or to the community by
taking such action. However, there is a great deal
of support from the parents for the actions the
teachers have taken to date, and the parents have
a great deal of sympathy for the teachers in
taking the lead in bringing to the attention of the
public the serious threat posed by the proposed
cuts.

Parents have a deep appreciation of the work
the teachers do for their children in the majority
of schools in Western Australia. There is a good
and growing relationship between parents and
teachers, and a mutual appreciation of the role
each plays in the development of the children. Do
not let the Minister, the Premier, or the
Government, say that Lhis is not so.

To illustrate this, I would like to refer to
another ease which occurred at a school in the
electorate of Mt. Lawley. This is the Deputy
Premier's electorate, so he would well know that a
meeting of parents was called at this school w~hen
specific cuts were threatened. A large number of
parents attended the mceetig-approximately
400. A slip was sent home to the parents to ask
whether they were prepared to withdraw their
children frain school if the proposed cuts at that
school were carried out. Several hundred replies
were receivd-a very high return-and 78 per
cent of the replies indicated the parents'
willingness to withdraw their children under those
circumstances. That is another indication of the
solid parent support for the action taken by the
teachers.

Another indication of parent support is the
protests that have been made. These protests
cannot be laughed at or fobbed off, and they
cannot be dismissed as though they arc just
another aberration. Real protest and real concern
are being expressed, and there is a good basis for
this concern. The Government should not ignore
this expression of concern, and certainly not if it
wishes to survive at the time of the next election.
As the member for Gosnells said, the Government
will ignore this concern at its peril.

I would like to spend a few minutes talking
about specific areas in which the effects. of the
cuts are being felt increasingly.

One area where cuts are forecast and which has
received a great deal of emphasis from the
Minister himself is that of staffing. Many
members will have a copy of a rather lengthy
letter which the Minister wrote to principals of
primary and secondary schools, technical colleges.
and, I think, parents and citizens' associations. In
this letter the Minister answered criticisms point
by point. After talking about various matters
dealing with predicted expenditures, in the fifth
paragraph of the letter he referred to economics
that had been identified. He said these economies
were spread over areas of departmental
expenditure and revenue raising and had been
chosen to have the least possible impact on the
work of primary and secondary schools and
technical colleges.
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The Minister went on to say that the most
significant impact on schools would be that staff
from schools which were over formula would be
used to fill casual vacancies that arose. I know the
member for Gosnells has referred already to the
formula situation, but I would like to give it some
attention also because of the confusion that has
arisen about this matter. It can become
particularly confusing in relation to secondary
schools.

Mr Sibson: Why should it be confusing?
Mr WILSON: Will the honourable member

make his own speech?
Mr Barnett: Most things in this place are

confusing to the member.

Mr WILSON: To a large extent the formula in
secondary schools is a fiction. If all schools were
staffed strictly on a formula basis, it would be a
disaster.

Mr Sibson: Why?
Mr WILSON: The whiz kid should stand up

and make his own speech. We have all heard that
in the lower years in secondary schools the
formula is for class sizes of 32 students, and in the
upper level it is for class sizes of 25. For subjects
such as woodwork, metalwork, and home
economics, classes of this size are not feasible, and
the class size is stipulated at 22 students.
However, in most high schools, there are physical
places for only 16 to 18 students at a time for
such courses.

Mr Sibson: That is not confusing.
Mir WILSON: But it is confusing when people

talk about sticking to the formula. We are told
that the formula allows for 22, 25, or 32 students
to a class, but in subjects such as these, there is
room for only 16 to 18 students at a time. For
that reason, of necessity, all high schools are
staffed over formula.

From all accounts, after timetabling to achieve
the greatest economy of staff possible. I believe
the Morley Senior High School is the closest to
formula in this State; in fact, it is two or three
staff over formula.

However, the figures do not take account of all
staff. What about other staff, who are not on the
formula? What about the library staff, the youth
education officers, the guidance officer, and the
remedial teachers? They are not on the formula.
On the face of it. this school might be only two or
three over formula, but if we take into account
those people who are not included in the formula
calculation, the school actually would be nine or
10 over the formula. If the Government starts
restricting schools strictly to formula, what a

terrible situation it will create. Can members
opposite not see for themselves how this policy
will affect the quality of education in secondary
schools?

Mr Sibson: You have already said the school is
over formula. I think you are the one who is
trying to confuse us.

Mr WILSON: I am not interested in listening
to the gobbledygook of the member for Bunbury.
I am more concerned with speaking to high school
principals and other people concerned with the
education of our children.

The director general's letter goes on to refer to
the inevitable reduction in hours worked by
ancillary staff. When we are talking about
ancillary staff we are talking about valuable
people in the school system such as library aides
who, for the benefit of the member for Bunbury.
are very hard-worked people.

Mr Sibson: Of course they are.
Mr WILSON: The member for Bunbury

admits it. His Government intends to reduce their
hours. Does the member for Bunbury accept that?
He shakes his head; he does not accept it.
However, I will bet my life he is not going to
stand and criticise this Minister and this
Government for wanting to do that very thing.
Now the member for Bunbury is receiving
instructions from the Minister for Education.

Mr Speaker, I have been paying so much
attention to the member for Bunbury I almost
forgot to refer to the fact there is one notable
absence from the Government benches. I refer to
the member who is truly the shadow of the
Minister for Education, a member who usually
takes part in education debates; I refer to the
member for Karrinyup. Recently, he has
presented a number of petitions opposing the
Government's cuts in education. I wonder
whether he feels some sort of odium about the
matter and whether he does not want to take part
in this debate and be seen supporting this
Government and this Minister with regard to the
education cuts. I wonder if that is why he has
absented himself from this Chamber tonight.

Mr Shalders: Perhaps that is why your leader is
not in his seat, either.

Mr WILSON: I would not blame the member
for Karrinyup if that were the case: in fact, I
would respect him for it. If I were in his shoes and
my Government were implementing such cuts, I
would not want to support those moves, either.

Mr Sibson: A member presents petitions only
on behalf of his constituents; that is his
responsibility.
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Mr Bryce: You do not; I have to present half
the petitions Cram the people of Bunbury. They
send them to me.

Mr WILSON: They obviously recognise the
worth of a good hard-working member.

Then, of course, we had the question of the
additional immediate costs which now must be
met by the parents, rather than the department; I
refer to such things as the abolition of the S25
book subsidy and the reduced library grants. Does
the Minister deny that? Is it an established fact or
a prediction?

Mr Grayden: These matters have not yet been
considered.

Mr WILSON: What a sorry state of affairs,
when we havc a letter which has been quoted at
length by the member for Gosnells, written by the
Director General of Education at the end of June
setting out in quite specific detail the economies
which would need to be effected and ever since
then we have the Minister, trying to back away
from the situation.

Mr Grayden: That is not so.
Mr WILSON: It has been noticeable in his

more recent answers to questions in Parliament
how the Minister has been back-tracking on the
situation. He started off in his best pugilistic
manner, threatening to fight everybody and to
take everybody on.

Mr B. T. Burke: Even me.
Mr WILSON: He threatened even the member

for Balcatta, who is the most inoffensive member
in this Chamber. In much the same style as the
Premier, he threatened to "do" everybody.
including the Teachers' Union, the parent action
groups. and everybody who opposed him. Of
course. cverybody who opposes this Minister for
Education, this Premier and this Government is
wrong in principle.

Then. more recently, the Minister has calmed
down. We now see answers in the tenor of. "No
decisions have yet been made". It has been a
complete turnaround.

The member for Gosnells' assertion that this
Government has been affected by parent
resistance to these cuts; is quite correct, but the
Government will not admit it. l.am prepared to go
along with that assertion. In fact. I am thoroughly
pleased about it: it gives me the greatest pleasure
to know that is the case. After all, we are going to
be stuck with this Government until the next
election, and we must think about the children
and the people of this State. If they have to suffer
this wretched Government for that time, the best
we can hope for is that by their intelligent.

perceptive actions (hey can bring public opinion to
bear on this Government to dissuade it from
making such foolish and ill-advised decisions.

I hope the people will be intelligent and
perceptive enough to carry that action through
until 1983 and that they place their votes where
their opinions are and vote out this cynical
Government which treats them as fools and idiots;
which wants them to take at face value anything
it is prepared to dish up; a Government, that is
prepared to criticise them and demean their
efforts, and accuse them of every crime under the
sun whenever they stand up for their rights as free
citizens in a democratic society are entitled to do.

MR GRAYDIEN (South Perth-Minister for
Education) {8.33p.m.]: I can understand the
concern of parents throughout Western Australia
about the economies which have been effected in
the Education Department during the last few
weeks. At the beginning of this dispute, the
President of the WA Primary School Principals'
Association (Mr Bruce Blythe) wrote to all the
principals who, in turn, sent out leaflets to parents
who had children attending Government schools.
He said-

Cuts in many other educational services
and facilities will almost certainly be
introduced and a steep rise in class si~cs is a
real possibility. It has been suggested that
the opening of two new schools in 1982 may
be postponed.

He then said-
The facts are that Western Australia

already spends far less of its budget (final
consumption expenditure) on primary and
secondary education than any other state.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
M r GRAYDEN: Then he said-

Just how can we prune the education
budget even further without disastrous
consequences?

That newsletter went to every principal of a
Government school in this State. In turn, the
principals sent a copy of the letter home with the
children attending the schools. Therefore, every
parent would be under the impression that
Western Australia spent less on education than
did any other State.

Since that time, the President of the Teachers'
Union has been making similar statements
throughout Western Australia. The editorial in
The Wcsiern Teacher of 3 July 198 1, which went
to every teacher in this State, was headed-

Teachers must sec through Big Lies.
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In that the President said-
This State spends only 23 per cent of its

budget on education compared with up to 30
per cent in other States.

Then he said-

The Government's propaganda, in the best
tradition of such arguments, is based on Big
Lies designed only to confuse and demoralise.

Mr Evans: Very percepti ve.

Mr CRAYDEN: The same statements have
been repeated at every public meeting attended by
the President of the Teachers' Union.

Mr Pearce: You have not been to many of
them. That is a very secondhand sort of
statement.

Mr GRAYDEN: Then we have the member for
Gosntells. who has just interjected. Let us consider
what he said. I might mention that I have been to
two of the public meetings-

Mr Pearce: Out of 50.
Mr GRAYDEN: -and he has repeated

exactly the same things at those public meetings.
IHe has told us tonight that he has spoken to
literally thousands of parents during the current
dispute.

Mr Davies: Seven thousand tonight!

Mr GRAYDEN: I am glad he has made this
point. I will now quote from the Canning- Melville
Times, one of the papers delivered to households.
The same article was published in many other
similar newspapers. In the article, the member
said-

But these cuts are the worst since the
Great Depression of the 1930s.

As it is. WA puts less
education than do other States.

Mr Bateman: That's right.

Mr GRAYDEN: HeI continued-

money into

WA spends less than 23% of its Budget on
education, lowest of all the States.

Mr Pearce: That's right, too. This is the most
sensible stuff you have said in years.

Mr GRAYDEN: Shortly the House will learn
how accurate it is. The member for Gosniells
continued-

The other States average nearly 30 per
cent.

Our average expenditure per student is less
than the other States in both primary and
secondary.

So it's not as if we had an education
system that is so luxurious that it can afford
the proposed $15 million cut.

AL this stage I want to say that those statements
are monstrous lies.

Mr Davies: You can't say that.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I must take a point of order. I
have been ruled out of order before on the word
"lies". I think the Minister should be ruled out of
order.

The SPEAKER: I direct the Minister to
withdraw the implication that the member for
Gosnells has lied. The Minister will be aware of
the rulings that I have adhered to since I have
been the Speaker.

Mr GRAYDEN: I withdraw the word "lies" if
it is objectionable.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: Let me say that
statements are monstrous untruths.

those

Mr Barnett: Yes, you may, but it is not true.
Mr GRAYDEN: Earlier in this debate tonight

the member for Gosnells quoted various figures.
He quoted Figures from the Australian Teachers'
Federation, from the Grants Commission, and
from the Schools Commission.

Mr Pearce: And the Bureau of Statistics.
Mr GRAYDEN: None of the figures he quoted

supported the statements he has just made. The
Figures support my contention that the statements
made around the countryside by the member for
Gosntells are monstrous untruths. One has only to
compare them with what he said earlier. He was
quoting the figures to prove his point. However.
the figures that he quoted indicate that Western
Australia spends more than some other States.

The West Australian of 5 August 1981
contained an advertisement by the State School
Teachers' Union. In that advertisement, the
following appeared-

W.A. does spend more per Student. but
distances cause a large part Of this and
students in other states are still better off.
particularly in class sizes.

The important thing is that the Teachers' Union
itself says that Western Australia does spend
more per student. That remark makes the
statement by the member for Gosnells tonight
untrue.

Mr Evans: Spends more than whom?
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Mr Pearce: It does not make it untrue. I
discussed that statement with the Teachers'
Union, and it subsequently withdrew it in its
advertisement.

Mr GRAYDEN: The figures quoted tonight
indicate clearly that the statements by the
member around the countryside are untrue. The
Schools Commission Figures indicate-

Mr Pearce: Everybody here heard what I did
say, including Hansard. You cannot pretend like
that.

Mr GRAYDEN: In respect of expenditure on
education, the important thing is that Western
Australia, unlike all the other States except
Victoria, includes its railway expenditure in the
Consolidated Revenue Budget. That accounts for
$200 million.

Mr Pearce: Victoria has thirty-three point
somet hi ng per cent.

Mr GRAYDEN: Other States such as New
South Wales include in their education budget
such things as the training of nurses and the
training of police. It is not possible to take the
figures that the member for Gosnells has adopted
and compare them with those in other States. We
have to compare like with like.

Now I will challenge the member's figures by
providing the most authoritative recent figures in
respect of education expenditure. They are
contained in a report of the Australian Schools
Commission.

Mr Pearce: Which year?
Mr GRAYDEN: Because of the endless

arguments between the States, the Schools
Commission analysed at great length the
expenditure in every State of' Australia. I repeat
that these Figures are the latest and most
authoritative figures.

Mr Barnett: 1979?
Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, they are 1979, and they

are the latest fi gu res from the Schools
Commission.

Mr Barnett: Turn it up!
Mr GRAYDEN: Only because of the

exhaustive nature-
Mr Barnett You don't expect anybody to

accept that garbage!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CRAYDEN: Let us have a look at the

Figures. The seven-State average in the primary
school sector is $948. Thai is what was spent on
each child in the primary and special sector.

Mr Pearce: Are you using the Schools
Commission 1978-79 figures?

Mr Skidmore: He doesn't know.
Mr GRAYDEN: Yes. We are talking about

the seven-State average, not the six-State average.
Mr Pearce: Which is the seventh State?
Mr GRAYDEN: The seven-State average is

$948 per child. This figure was arrived at by
adding everything spent on education in the
States involved and dividing it by the number of
students in those States. Western Australia spent
$961 on each student in that category-well
above the seven-State average.

Mr Pearce: They are not the Figures in the
Schools Commission report.

Mr GRAYDEN: By contrast, New South
Walecs s pent £86 1.

PointI or Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, these are not the

figures in the Schools Commission report.
Government members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: So we can ascertain the truth, 1

wish to ask-
Government members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: -when I can get the parrots in

the trees opposite quieted-
The SPEAKER: Will the member address his

remarks to me?
Mr PEARCE: I request that the Minister table

the document from which he is currently quoting.
The SPEAKER: I will ask the Minister to table

that document at the conclusion of his speech.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I welcome the opportunity to

present that information.
Mr Barnett: Don't hide it like you usually do.
Mr GRAYDEN: The paper is headed,

"Summary Extracted from Schools Commission 's
School's Resource Study. Part One: An Interim
Report." It includes the note-

The information contained in the School's
Commission table has not been released
officially by the Commonwealth and data for
other States and Territories is strictly
confidential. However, figures for W.A. and
the Seven States Average can be used
publicly.

Mr Pearce: Does that include Queensland?
Mr GRAY DEN: No, it does not.
Mr Pearce: Queensland did not participate.
Mr GRAYDEN: No, because its Figures are

too low. The seven States referred to are New
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South Wales. Victoria. South Australia, Western
Australia. Tasmania. the ACT, and the Northern
Territory- The Northern Territory and the ACT
spend huge amounts because of the nature of
those Territories.

The average throughout Australia is $948 per
student. In Western Australia the figure is $961.
w.ell above the average. New South Wales, with a
Labor Government, spends $866.

Mr Pearce: We are the second bottom,
M~r GRAYDEN: Tasmania. another Labor

State. spends $957. which is well below Western
Australia's figure.

When we get to the secondary schools we find
that the Australian Schools Commission'sx figures
add up to an average expenditure of SI 577 on
each child. Western Australia's figure is $1 600,
which is above the average for the seven States.
New South Wales spends only $1 395. Tasmania
also is below the seven.State average with a figure
of $1 592. I will lay all these figures on the Table
of the House latter.

I challenge anyone in the House or in Australia
to dispute that these are the most reliable figures
in Australia. We can talk about the Grants
Commission figures. but they are based on
completely different criteria put forward with the
object of attracting ats much Commonwealth
money as possible.

Mr Bryce: Does that mean you tell fibs?

Mr GRAYDEN: But these figures arc the
important figures. There is not an educationalist
in Australia who would dispute that statement.
The figures indicate that the statement by the
President of the WA Primary School Principals'
Association is completely untrue; there is no
vestige of truth in it. The figures indicate that the
statement by the President of the Teachers' Union
is completely untrue: there is no vestige of truth in
it.

Mr Wilson: The sanme old smear.
.Mr GRAYDEN: The figures used by the

member for Gosnells and others when they said
we spend less on education than any other State
are completely untrue.

In the light of the information which has been
documented so %%idely about this situation, is it
any wonder that parents are concerned? Of
course the s are concerned. This Government will
be faced nov. with a mammoth task of correcting
these misstatements and false statements. Even if
it takes six months, the Government will write to
every parent action group and every P & C to
ensure that handouts% arc given to children and
that the correct information is provided to

parents. When that happens the wheel will have
turned a full circle and the concerns currently
being felt will be allayed.

What appalls me is that the Labor Party has
setzed upon this issue in an endeavour to
capitalise on it at the expense of the children in
our schools.

.Mr Barnett: Rubbish!

Mr Davies: Why not show up at a few
meetings?

Mr GRAYDEN: Let us look ait what has been
put out by the Labor candidate for Swan. I will
read this short piece

As you are no doubt aware, Western
Australian Schools already have the highest
teacher/student ratio in the nation a
situation which will worsen as the State
Government continues it's education cuts.
As a former school teacher and a parent I
share that concern.

We also have a statement headed. "ALP seeks
meeting on education*'. It states that. "The
Murray branch of the ALP has invited the
Murray MLA. Richard Shalders. or another
member to talk at its public meeting on education
spending.' We have instance after instance of the
Labor Party jumping in to capitalise on this
dispute.

Mr Skidmore: You are a disgrace to the
Ministry. Sit down and shut up.

Mr GRAYDEN: The ALP is damaging the
education system in this State and harming the
children who attend Government schools.

Mr Bateman: They woke up to your
skulduggery.

Mr GRAYDEN: The Labor Party is now
distancing itself from WACSSO. wvhich is the
parent body of P & C associations in Western
Australia. It is setting up these new parent action
groups and doing everything it can to ensure this
dispute is kept going, irrespective of the effect it is
having on the school system and the children.

This organisation has come out with sonme
incredible statements such as. 'The Government
spends $180 per year on each child in
Government schools. The Government spends
$625 per year on each child in non-Government
schools. The education cuts apply to Government
schools only." Each of those statements is
absolutely untrue.

Mr Skidmore: Only because you say so.

.Mr GRAYDEN: Not because I say so.
Mlr Skidmore- Of course it is.
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Mr B.. T. Burke: Rather the opposite to what
we have been led to believe.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I ask that the

Minister table the document at the concl usion of
his speech.

Mr B. T. Burke: He got it from the back of a
Phantom comic.

The SPEAKER: Order! So that the debate will
not be interrupted at regular intervals, I request
that at the conclusion of his speech and for the
information of members, the Minister table any
papers from which he has quoted.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I simply want to say that

those statements are completely untrue.
Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: I have the figures here which

show the Government school costs on primary,
secondary, and special schools. The figure is
$289,790 million. That is for Government schools.
On non-Government schools it spent $34.279
million. These are the latest figures.

The average cost per pupil in Government
schools is $1 369. The average cost per pupil in
non-Government schools is $745. The State
spends $303 and the Commonwealth $442. Those
are the figures and they indicate the information
which has been distributed by the parent action
groups, to the effect that the Government spends
$1 80 a year on each pupil in Government schools
and $625 a year on each pupil in non-Government
schools, is quite false.

Mr Bateman: What is raise?
Mr B. T. Burke: Come on, mastermind!
Mr GRAYDEN: Those organisations are

making false statements. This statement then goes
on to say that education cuts apply only in
Government-run schools. Once again, that
statement is quite false.

Mr B. T. Burke: What is quite false?

Mr GRAYDEN: Thai statement.
Mr B. T. Burke: Which statement?
Mr GRAYDEN: The statement that education

cuts apply to Government schools only.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have a personal stake in
these cuts.

Mr GRAYDEN: I will have the opportunity to
go through some of the details later.

Mr B. T. Burke: I think you are a future
Premier.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to
resume his seat. I should like to call on members
of the House to desist from interjecting and
particularly from making interjections which are
obviously designed to evoke some sort of reaction
from the gallery.

Might I say also to the people in the gallery, as
there has been a reasonable turnover during the
course of the night, that earlier this evening I had
to warn those in the gallery that, if any action was
taken on their part that disrupted the proceedings
of the House, I should have no alternative but to
clear the gallery. Therefore, I prevail upon you
not to make any noise or do anything that is likely
to distract members of the House.

Mr GRAYDEN: The consequences of the
continued intervention by the Labor Party in the
education system of Western Australia-the
continuation of what it has been doing in the past;
that is, fomenting trouble in schools-will lead to
a breakdown of the Government school system in
Western Australia.

Mr Bateman: That is not right and you know it
is not right. You are the cause of the whole
trouble.

Mr GRAYDEN: It is right. Tomorrow I shall
take the opportunity to-

Mr Bateman: You have to bear the cost of this
lot. You have been responsible-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Canning will desist from interjecting.

Mr GRAYDEN: Tomorrow I shall take the
opportunity to forward to every member of this
House a document I hope they will read.

Mr Barnett: At Government expense.
Mr GRAYDEN: The document indicates what

is happening in Victorian schools as a
consequence of union militancy and political
intervention.

Mr Pearce: Who prepared the document?
Mr GRAYDEN: It is the most startling

document of its kind I have ever read and depicts
unionism literally gone beserk.

Mr B. T. Burke: Bash the unions!
Mr Bateman: Not as beserk as you.
Mr GRAYDEN: Tomorrow members of the

House will have the opportunity to read what
takes place in Victorian schools-

Mr Pearce: Who wrote it?
Mr GRAYDEN: -as a consequence of union

militancy and political intervention.
Mr Bateman: You have messed up every

portfolio you have had.
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Mr GRAYDEN: The document to which I
refer is the second reading speech made by the
Victorian Minister for Education. When members
read it. they will realise what will happen in
Western Australia if we have a continuation of
the type of militancy we have experienced in the
past few weeks-

Mr Bateman. Nonsense!
Mr GRAYDEN: -and if we have a

continuation of the attempts by the Labor, Party
to foment disruption in our schools for political
purposes.

Mr T. H. Jones: Doctors are critical of
you-evcn your supporters are critical.

Mr GRAYDEN: Apart from sending this
document to every member of the House, I intend
to ensure it is circulated to all PCAs in Western
Australia. I shall ensure it goes to the parent
action groups in Western Australia.

Mr Bateman: Who is going to pay for it? All
these people up here.

The SPEAKER: Order! Earlier I asked the
member for Canning to desist from interjecting
and I again ask him to desist from interjecting.

Mr GRAYDEN: I can assure all members of
the House that after they have read this
horrifying document-it is in that category-

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: Members will read about

principals having nervous breakdowns; they will
read how it is possible in the education system
there for a union to dictate transfers and
appointments; they will read how it is possible for
teachers to work 76 days of the year and be paid
for 256 days: and they will read about the type of
intimidation which' takes place in Victorian
schools where the lockers of teachers can be
smeared with human excreta if they do not toe
the union line. Those are the sorts of things about
which members will read.

This document is the second reading speech
which the Victorian Minister for Education made
when he introduced an amendment to the
Education Act. The situation I have just
described will exist in Western Australia very
shortly if the Government does not take a firm
line in respect of union militancy in our schools
and political intervention by the Labor Party.

Mr Davies: You are talking nonsense.
Mr GRAYDEN: If members do not accept

that, they should look at the latest edition of The
WA Teachers' JournalI.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! During the course of
the speech of the member for Gosnells I took the
trouble to rise and point out to members on the
Government benches that they ought to desist
from interjecting. I am pleased to say they
acceded to my request and the member for
Gosnells completed his speech in almost complete
silence.

In the last few minutes the Minister for
Education has been subjected to a continued flow
of interjections which I believe to be totally
inappropriate and unfair to him. I prevail upon
the members of this House to desist from
intcrjecting and to allow the Minister to make his
speech.

Mr GRzAYDEN: I should like to quote briefly
from The WA Teachers' Journal, It deals mainly
with the 83rd annual conference which is to be
held on 31 August and I and 2 September next. A
section of the journal is devoted to candidates'
statements. Mere we have a statement by David
Balfour who is already a member of the Teachers'
Union executive. I shall quote some of his
remarks to indicate the sort of militancy which
exists in our Teachers' Union.

Mr Balfour said-
At the 1980 Conference I moved the

motion on DOlT Time for primary teachers.
I moved it because it was unacceptable to mc
that such a major difference in conditions
should exist between primary teachers and
all other teachers in the Department. It was
therefore a greater shock to me than most
when Executive agreed to defer (with Five
dissenting votes) Conference's directive to
take industrial action if our demands were
not met during first term.

Members might recall the teachers' conference
passed all sorts of resolutions indicating it
intended to take industrial action if the
Government did not succumb to some of its
demands. He then goes on to say-

Other Executive members will argue that
we were not ready for action. The fact is that
this Union is never ready for action. We have
ridden on the backs of our NSW colleagues
for too long. This Union is soft and flaccid
and is incapable of seeing a campaign
through to its logical conclusion.

Further on he says-
There are many things that can be and are

achieved by negotiation. DOTT Time for
primary teachers is not one of them. llf we
are going to threaten to take industrial action
then we must take it or suffer the well-
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deserved contempt of the Department and
the Government.

He then goes on and makes the following sorts of
remarks-

A union with any credibility at all would
have made this sorry business a fighting
issue. There will be more major changes
without consultation and mfore dramatic
alterations to our conditions. We. for our
part, will accept every one of them because
back-pedalling and humiliation are habit-
forming. The only hope for members of this
Union is to elect an Executive with enough
resolve to obey Conference directives and not
to buckle at the knees when the pressure is
on.

Thai is the sort of statemnrt candidates for the
Teachers' Union are making currently. Such
statements are vile.

The House should not forget that the Teachers'
Union by all sorts of means-

Mr Bateman: The right wing!
Mr GRAYDEN: -has attempted to create

industrial disputation in our schools at the
expense of the needs of students. This disputation
will cause great harmn to our students. The course
of action followed by the Teachers' Union is
supported by Labor menmbers of this House.This
document which members will read tomorrow
outlines what happens to an education system
when the type of industrial militancy to which I
have referred runs riot.

Mr Parker: It was written for your Victorian
counterpart.

Mr GRAYDEN: In Victoria droves of students
are leaving Government schools-absolutely
droves. I have the figures representing the number
of students in the last few years who have left
Victorian schools.

Mr Bryce: It has had 25 years of conservative
government.

Mr GRAYDEN: The number of students
attending private schools has increased
dramatically. I will return to the point. We arc
heading for disaster in Western Australia unless a
stand is taken. We will reach the stage shortly
w'here we must ask our teachers to take an oath
before entering the education service to the effect
that they will remnai n apolitical. They, would need
to take an oath that they will keep politics out of
the classroom.

Mr Batenman: Probably they will have to be
circumcised as well.

Mr GRAYDE N: Politics and industrial
militancy must be kept out of the classroom, but

the Opposition is doing its utmost to ensure that
in Western Australia we have the type of
disruption which occurs in Victoria.

The Teachers' Union in this State has been
watching occurrences in Victoria with a great
deal of interest. Teachers in Victoria go on
indefinite strikes, strikes that go on month after
month. Some teachers strike on Tuesday.
Wednesday. and Thursday of a particular week,
but go to work on the Friday, and as a
consequence are paid for four days even though
they attend their school for only two days. They
are paid for the Saturday and the Sunday.

Mr Parker: What do you mean? How can they
be paid for the Saturday and the Sunday'!

Mr GRAYDEN: The situation I have outlined
pertains in Victoria and, of course, is the situation
militant teachers in this State would like to see
pertain in Western Australia. and in that desire
they have the support of the Opposition.

Mr Wilson: Rubbish!
Mr GRAYDEN: Of course the militant

teachers have the support of the Opposition. The
member for Gosntells is a member of the militant
group which has striven to cause industrial
disruption-

Mr Wilson: You have no basis to say that.
Mr GRAYDEN: I have plenty of evidence on

which to base my statement. I will give the
member the details at a later stage.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr B. T. Burke: Give us the details.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells is a

part of the militant group attempting to inculcate
industrial militancy in the schools of Western
Australia.

Mr B. T. Burke: Give us the details.
Opposition members intcrjeced.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order! There have been too many interjections.
I ask members to refrain from interjecting. I call
the Minister.

Mr B. T. Burke: Let us have the details.
Mr Bryce: The Minister's time has nearly

expired.
Mr B. T. Burke: Where are the details?
Mr Pearce: We want the details.
Mr GRAYDEN: I will not continue for much

longer-
Mr B. T. Burke: What about the details?
Mr GRAYDEN: -because eventually we will

correct every false statement made by the union
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and Opposition members. We do not care how
long that takes. It will be done.

Mr Tonkin: At taxpayers' expense.

Mr GRAYDEN: It will be a massive task
because we have a lot of fence repairing and
building to be carried out. However, I give the
pledge that we will do it.

M r Davies: You will not be here long enough.
Mr GRAYDEN: I have been completely

surprised during the past few weeks to hear the
raise statements emanating from the Opposition
and certain groups such as the parent action
groups when referring to this current issue. Even
if ii takes six months or longer we will correct
each statement. For that reason I will not
continue tonight with the motion before the
Chair. I intend to move an amendment.

Mr Davies: Fancy that!
Mr GRAYDEN: It will be to the effect that all

words after the word "House" be deleted with a
view to inserting other words, and they are-

deplores the irresponsible attitude adopted
by the Opposition to the prudent and
necessary economies being effected in the
1981/82 budget of the Education
Department. By false assertions that W estern
Australia spends far less of its budget on
primary and secondary education than any
other State, and by depicting as catastrophic.
relatively marginal economies proposed in
the 198 1/82 budget, the Opposition has
needlessly and irresponsibly sought to reduce
public confidence in the Government school
system. which in fact must rank with the best
in the world.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr G RAYDEN: To continue-

This House also deplores threats of black-
listing of teachers, and directives,
advertisements and industrial action, which
have:

caused disruption to the schooling of
children.
set teacher against. teacher.
pena lised individual teachers by
directing them to break Departmental
regulations.
harmed the good name of Government
school education.

I now move the amendment and do so for this
reason-

Mr Bryce: Your amendment should be that the
words be deleted.

The SPEAKER: Before the Minister proceeds I
indicate to him it would be appropriate if he
wishes to proceed along the lines he indicated, to
move the deletion of all words after the word
"deplores".

Mr GRAYDEN: I will do so.
The SPEAKER: I ask the Minister to state the

amendment he intends to move.
Mr GRAYDEN: I want to move that the words

"this House deplores" be deleted-
Mr Pearce: That is fine with us, it will leave the

rest of it.
The SPEAKER: I may have misled the

Minister. He should move that all words after the
word "deplores" be deleted, because I take it he
intends to include immediately after the word
"deplores" the words he prefers. I point out that
the appropriate motion For him to move is that all
words after the word "deplores" be deleted from
the original motion.

Mr Parker: The Minister gets 10 out of 10 For
that one.

Mr Barnett: Perhaps if you come over here we
can help you.

Mr CRAYDEN: My intention is to move that
the words "that this House deplores" be deleted
with the object of inserting other words to the
effect I outlined.

With the first point in my motion-

Point of Order

Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker, you correctly
pointed out to the Minister what he needed to do,
but as I understood the Minister he wishes to
move to delete the words "that this House
deplores". As I interpret what he wants to do, it
seems he should not move such an amendment.

The SPEAKER: I think the Minister made a
slip of the tongue.

Mr Pearce: A slip of the mind.
The SPEAKER: I have asked the member for

Gosnells not to interject. Now he has interjected
while I am on my feet. If that behaviour continues
I must take action. The intention of the Minister
is clear. He wishes to move an amendment so that
all words after the word "deplores" in the original
motion are deleted. That is the amendment I have
accepted.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: Up to a point we are playing
with words inasmuch as we can delete the words
".that this House" and then put in the words
"deplores the irresponsible attitude"-
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Opposition members interjected.

Mr Parker: Lend him your wig for a moment,
and swap places.

The SPEAKER: 1 ask the Clerk of the
Assembly to assist the Minister.

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Point of Order

Mr TONK IN: On a point of order, I submit it
is not common to so move from the Chair, which
the Minister cannot do, and that you have to
accept the amendment that the Minister has
moved.

An Opposition member: Of course you do!

The SPEAKER: Order' I have not moved
anything from the Chair at all. I have simply
clarified the amendment for the benefit of the
House. The Minister.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: I am moving to delete all
words after the word -deplores" in order that I
can insert other words to this effect-

the irresponsible attitude adopted by the
Opposition to the prudent and necessary
economies being effected in the 198 1/82
budget of the Education Department.

Mr Skidmore: If you keep getting our help like
this, we will make a Minister out of you yet!

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not think there is any
point in labouring (hat portion of the amendment
because I have already dealt with the false
assertions that have been made by members of the
Opposition and others.

An Opposition member: You handled it very
well!

Mr GRAYDEN: I possibly can enlarge on the
latter part of the amend ment.

Mr Barnctt: I doubt that.
Mr GRAYDEN: The words to be substituted

continue-
This House also deplores threats of black-

listing of teachers, and directives,
advertisements and industrial action, which
have:

caused disruption to the schooling of
children,
set teacher against teacher.
penalised individual teachers by
directing them to break Departmental
regulations.

harmed the good name of Government
school education.

Mr Davies: Did your Press officer write that?
Mr GRAYDEN: Members might recall that

relatively recently the Teachers" Union in
Western Australia placed advertisements in The
West Australian indicating that it would blacklist
any teachers who did not accept union directives.
That appeared in The West Australian for all to
see, so that there is absolutely no point in my
enlarging on that particular act.

Point of Order

Mr DAVIES: On a point of order. Mr Speaker,
is the amendment that the words be deleted? Are
you going to put the amendment that the words to
be deleted be deleted? The Minister cannot start
debating what he is going to put in if that
amendment is carried.

The SPEAKER: It has been the practice in the
past that, people who are moving amendments of
this nature explain the reasons for their deleting
the wards;, and whilst the Leader of the
Opposition is quite technically correct, the
practice has been for some explanation to be
made by the mover, otherwise it would be a
pointless exercise. If any member interjects again
whilst I am on my feet I shall take action.

I continue to reply to the Leader of the
Opposition. It is appropriate for the Minister to
explain what his intentions are in the event of the
House carrying the amendment which he is
moving.

Mr DAVIES: Would you therefore rule that in
debating the amendment we can similarly explain
why we do not want those words included?
Otherwise it will make a farce of the debate, if I
might, with respect, say so.

The SPEAKER: Order! Unless my
understanding of the situation is completely awry.
yes, that will happen, and it does happen almost
every time. The rule is that there ought to be no
debate on what the intention of the House is if it
carries an amendment and I would ask members
to assist me to adhere as closely as possible to the
Standing Orders and practices of the House. I
simply say to the Minister for Education that it is
appropriate [or him to give an indication of what
his intention is in the event of his amendment
being carried, but he should not go too far.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: I am endeavouring to be
relatively brief in respect of it. I have just
indicated that my foreshadowed amendment
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refers to the blacklisting of teachers. There is no
point in enlarging on the disruption which has
been caused to children in our schools. I do not
think there is any point in emphasising the extent
to which teachers have been set against each other
during this current dispute. There have been
tremendously deep chasms created in the schools,
unfortunately. I do not think I have to say a great
deal in respect of the fact that the current action
has penalised the individual teachers by directing
them to break departmental regulations.

Mr Davies-. By the Government's lines. That is
how it is penalising them. It is stupid.

Mr GRAYDEN: The Teachers' Union has
directed them to do it. As a consequence, teachers
have been fined. It has cost them $6 600. They
also lost 167 000 in wages. The union, of course,
has indicated that it will remit those costs and will
reimburse the teachers, so the teachers obviously
are not going to be affected and the Teachers'
Union, of course, will have to pay the 367 000 for
wages lost, quite apart from the $6 600 in fines. I
mention that just to indicate what happens when
teachers are directed to do things which are
contrary to departmental regulations.

The last point I make is that the actions that
have taken place have harmed the good name of
Government school education. There can be
absolutely no doubt about that. In the other
States, of course, there has been an exodus from
the Government schools to private schools over a
very long period, mainly as a consequence of the
type of industrial action in schools to which I have
already referred. In Western Australia we have
not experienced that drift to any extent, but, of
course, if we are going to have a continuation of
this industrial militancy in the schools and if we
are going to have this action by the Teachers'
Union. supported as it has been during the last
few weeks by the Labor Party in Western
Australia-

Mr Wilson: Rubbish!
Mr GRAYDEN: Is the member suggesting he

has not supported the action of the Teachers'
Union?

Mr Wilson: Yes.
Mr GRAYDEN: There is the member for

Dianella saying he has not supported the action of
the Teachers' Union. I imagine he would be the
only one among the Opposition who has not. I am
pleased to hear that.

Amnendment to Motion

Mr GRAYDEN: I move an amendment-
That all words after the word "deplores"

in line I be deleted, with a view to
substituting the Following-

the irresponsible attitude adopted by
the Opposition to the prudent and
necessary economies being effected in
the 1981-82 budget of the Education
Department. By false assertions that
Western Australia spends far less of its
budget on primary and secondary
education than any other State, and by
depicting as catastrophic, relatively
marginal economies proposed in the
1981/82 budget, the Opposition has
needlessly and irresponsibly sought to
reduce public confidence in the
Government school system, which in
fact must rank with the best in the
world.

This House also deplores threats of
black-listing of teachers, and directives,
advertisements and industrial action,
which have:

caused disruption to the schooling
of children.
set teacher against teacher.
penalised individual teachers by
directing them to break
Departmental regulations.
harmed the good name of
Government school education.

MR SHALDERS (Murray) [9.38 p~m.]: I
would like to second the amendment of the
Minister. I am very pleased that the member for
Welshpool agrees with me and I am flattered by
his comments, if I might say so. It is very nice
that he recognises my ability. Tonight we have
listened to two speakers from the Opposition who
have made a two-pronged attack. Firstly, they
have attacked the Government. That is the
function of an Opposition and I have no quarrel
with it, but, needless to say, I do not agree with its
arguments on the Government's past record. The
Minister has -absolutely demonstrated the fact
that the member for Gosnells cannot sustain his
arguments. I want to say that all members on this
side of the House, and I believe probably to some
of the people who have joined us tonight in the
gallery, are extremely disappointed by the
Opposition's attack and denigration of the quality
and the standard of education in this State
because an attack on the quality-

Mr Pearce: We are trying to maintain it, you
twit!

Mr SHAILDERS: -of the education in this
Stats is an attack on the Education Department.
Members opposite have criticised the professional
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educators of this State who have no opportunity
to reply publicly to that criticism.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I

think the point has been well made by the
Speaker that thc decorum of this House is Calling
into disrepute. I would make the same request the
Speaker has already made; namely, that members
of the Opposition refrain from interjecting.

Mr SI-ALDERS: Members opposite have
spoken tonight about the poor quality of
education in this State. They have denigrated
teachers and implied that the standard of
education in this State is very low. In so doing,
they have impinged upon the integrity of the
professional educators of this State, which in turn
reflects ort the Director General of Education. I
have absolute faith in the ability of the Director
General of Education to direct the educational
services in Western Australia.

The Opposition has reflected upon the integrity
of the chain of command, from the director
general downwards, extending to the principals of
schools and all teachers and including the parents
of this State. It is shameful that the Opposition
should reflect upon all those people. Apart from
the parents, the principals and teachers and the
education administrators are not able to defend
themselves publicly against these criticisms.

I wish to go on record as saying that in my
opinion-and. I believe, in the opinion of every
member on this side--the quality of' education in
Western Australia is high. I am proud of the
standards our schools are achieving.

Mr Bateman: You were, but you are not now.
Mr SH-ALDERS: I am still very proud of the

standards our schools are achieving. That
standard reflects very well, firstly, on the
Government which provides the finance for the
advances and improvements made in education
and, secondly. on all those involved in the
teaching profession. The provision of money is a
political decision, and the Minister for Education
demonstrated tonight that the Opposition's
arguments are groundless. He did not quote the
figures, and I do not intend to go over them
tonight, but they demonstrate conclusively that
the Opposition's argument is groundless. I would
be surprised if the member for Gosnells argued
that education funding in this State has not
increased in real terms since 1976-77, or that. the
total percentage of the Budget spent on education
has not increased since that year.

Mr Evans: Arc you cutting funds, or are you
not?

Mr SHALDERS: That is a very good record;
each year since 1976-77, the percentage of our
total Budget spent on education has increased,
and there has been an increase in real money
terms, taking inflation into account. I am proud
of this Government's record and proud of the way
the people in the Education Department, from the
director general down to the newest graduate
teacher in our schools-

Mr Pearce: Who will not be able to Find a job.
Mr SHALDERS: -have performed for

education in Western Australia.
When we look back at what has been achieved

in the field of education in Western Australia, we
can reflect on the construction of many new
primary and high schools; we can look to
improved pupil-teacher ratios:. and, we can say
today we have the finest support services of any
State in Australia. That support service includes
advisory teachers-

Mr Parker: What advisory teachers?
Mr SI-ALDERS: The member for Fremantle

should not talk nonsense. Is he saying there is no
longer one advisory teacher left? Of course he is
not because it would be untrue. H-e is happy to
imply that that is the case because he likes to
mislead the public; however, he cannot mislead
the members of this House.

In addition to the advisory teachers, there is the
curriculum branch, the research branch, and the
superintendents who go into our schools and
provide a valuable advisory service to teachers,
not in respect of just one subject, but over the
whole range of the school's activities. Then, of
course, there is the youth education officer service
which has been expanded under the present
Government.

Having touched on those items of major
importance for which this Government is
responsible, I wish to move to what I believe has
been the greatest educational advance in the past
20 years; and, it has been instituted by this
Government. I refer to pre-primary education.

Mr Bryce: You mean the big kindy grab.
Mr SHALDERS: The member for Ascot can

call it that if he likes; he is weleome to imply that
that is what occurred. However, that argument
cannot be sustained amongst the parents of this
State who, only a few years ago, had to queue up
for a place in a kindergarten for their children;
the children may have been fortunate enough to
have one year's kindergarten, but of course, the
parents paid for it.

What is the situation today? Every child has
the opportunity to have one year's pre-primary
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schooling. In my opinion, ibis is the greatest
single educational advance in the past 20 years.
Pvc-primary centres have been built throughout
Western Australia and kindergartens which have
wished to be included in the system have been
able to be.

Mr Bryce: They have been leaned on heavily.
and cajoled.

Mr SHALDERS: That is not the case. A
kindergarten has been operating in Mandurah for
many years. This year. I understand it has
become part of the pro-primary system. No
pressure was applied to that kindergarten for it to
do so.

In addition to those branches of the s upport
services, we have the resource centres which have
been placed in schools.

Mr Pearce: Initially funded by the Whitlamn
Government. You denigrate the Wh itlam
Government continually, but now you claim credit
for that Government's expenditure in this ares.

Mr SHALDERS: The member for Gosntells
goes on and on, like a babbling brook.

Mr Pearce: Answer the question.
Mr SHAILDERS: I was bitterly opposed to the

Whitlam Government.
Mr Pearce: Now you are claiming credit for

what that Government instituted.
Mr SHALDERS: Is the member for Gosnells

happy to allow me to finish, or does he want to
continue interjecting'!

Mr Pearce: You interjected continually on my
speech. so I feel entitled to ask you a question.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I
suggest the member for Murray direct his
remarks to the Chair.

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr Pearce interjected.
The ACT I NG SPEA KER: Order! The member

for Fremantle and the member for Gosnlls both
consistently interject when the Speaker and his
deputies are on their feet trying to speak. They
have been warned once already; I warn them
again that when I am speaking, or I am on my
feet, I will not tolerate interjections. I ask the
member for Murray to direct his remarks to the
Chair.

Mr SHAL.DERS: I am happy to acknowledge
that resource centres came about, in part, as a
result of the provision of funds by the Whitlami
Government. As I said, I was bitterly opposed to
the Whitlam Government: however, I am not so
narrow mindled-like members of the
Opposiion-that I am unable to see some good in

a Government comprising members of another
political party. I do not criticise everything the
Whitlam Government did, although I am critical
of the great majority of its actions.

The member For Gosnells made great play
about children not being able to receive the
education they needed. In this State, there are a
great many classes conducted in schools for
children who, for want of a better term, we might
describe as retarded in their intellectual growth.
Such Students are behind the class norm. I am not
suggesting for one moment that they arc slow
learning children, but they are behind the class
norm. In many schools, the principals have made
arrangements to use a member of the Staff to take
a small group from other classes to one side, to
give them specialist teaching.

Mr Parker: All that will be stopped in many
instances by these cuts.

Mr Pearce: Because they are considered
overformula teachers.

Mr SHA LDERS: That is arrant nonsense.
Mr Parker: I will give you a very clear and

concise example shortly, when I speak.
Mr SH-ALDERS: That is arrant nonsense. In

the event that a school were to lose a teacher
because it was over quota, or if a teacher went on
long service leave and was not replaced, if there
were 14 classes in the school and 15 teachers, it is

thbe principals' prerogative to rearrange his classes
to use one member of his staff to continue with
the remedial classes. That is why I said before
that it is the prerogative of the school principal to
deploy the members of his staff in his school as he
sees fit. I reject absolutely the arguments-

Mr Parker: How do you do chat when the
members oF the staff are fully occupied with
teaching classes?

Mr SHALDERS: -put by the member for
Fremantle.

The member for Dianella asked the member for
Moore whether he was happy that the building of
Edgewater school in his electorate had been
delayed. I imagine the member for Moore is not
happy that the building of the new school has
been delayed; but I wonder whether members of
the Opposition are aware that the President of the
State School Teachers' Union indicated to me and
some other members who spoke with him that, in
his opinion, the State School Teachers' Union
would have no objection to a moratorium on the
building of new schools for a year. That was his
opinion. I can say only that I am sure the
president would not refute that. He certainly did
not say that it was a decision. He said that in his
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opinion the Teachers' Union would have no
objection.

I certainly would not like every new school on
the drawing board for 198 1-82 to be delayed. I do
not think that is necessary: but obviously the
department will decide on some priorities; and
maybe some schools will be delayed.

There has been criticism of funding for private
schools. No-one on the Opposition side seems to
have been prepared yet to declare whether.he is in
favour of or against the funding of private
schools.

Mr Parker: You know the answer to that
question very well.

Mr SHALDERS: I am happy to hear the
answer of the member for Fremantle.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr Parker: The great influx of funds into

private schools meant that the assistance for
Catholic schools rose to a level never previously
known. That was as a direct result of the Whitlam
Government.

Mr Bryce: On a needs basis.
Mr SHALDERS: Is the member for Fremantle

opposed to this State Government's providing
assistance to private schools in the forthcoming
year?

Mr Parker: On a needs basis, no, we are not at
all opposed to it. It is a question of how you
provide the funds, and to whom.

Mr SHALDERS: Now we learn the official
attitude. Of course, certain members of the
Opposition have been running around telling the
parent action groups about the terrible way that
the Government is giving money to private
schools.

Mr Parker: It is a question of priorities.
Mr SHALDERS: Officially, their policy is to

continue to give funds to private schools.
Mr Bryce: On a needs basis.
Mr Parker: When Kim Beazley was the

Minister for Education, he ensured there were
sufficient funds available for both private and
Government schools.

Mr SHALDERS: Within the next week I shall
expect the member for Fremnantle to provide the
House with a list of those private schools which a
Labor Government would fund if it were in office.

Mr Parker: You know very well that the
Opposition is not able to obtain the information.
It does not have the facilities to be able to do that.

Mr SHALDERS: Trip, trip, trip! Whatever the
Opposition is asked to do, it says it is all too

difficult. We have sat here long enough to see the
Opposition's duplicity.

Mr Parker: Our record speaks [or itself.
Mr SHALDERS: The public are not gullible,

but the Opposition takes the people for fools. The
Opposition thinks that because it runs out and
says one thing to one meeting, and another thing
to another meeting, the people will accept the
position as it is stated. That is why the Opposition
is in opposition, because the public are not
gullible.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr SHALDERS: To put it another way, the

Opposition is known for its duplicity and
falseness.

Mr Evans: You talk about falseness, with the
electoral laws you brought in!

Mr SHALDERS: We have the Opposition
promoting the theory that the Government ought
to increase mining royalties specifically for the
purpose of providing the funds that are needed for
education. I am not in a position to declare
whether there ought to be an increase in mining
royalties. The committee of review will make that
decision. However, I want to know-

Mr Bryce: You are not going to release it to the
public. You are running scared on royalties.

Mr SHALDERS: I ask the member for Ascot
whether he supports a royalty on goldmining.

Mr Bryce: I do not support that royalty, and
you know that. We have explained that for you.

Mr SHALDERS: Does the member for
Ascot-

Mr Bryce: Do you support it?
The ACTING SPEAKER: (Mr Watt) Order!
Mr SHALDERS: l am happy-

Mr Bryce: Don't be such a hypocrite. Do you
support a royalty on gold?

Mr SHALDERS: Personally, I believe that the
goldmining industry would be hard put not to
justify a royalty being charged.

Mr B. T. Burke: So you support a royalty on
gold?

Mr SHALDERS: If that happens, I will not be
the slightest bit disappointed. I wonder whether
the Opposition believes there ought to be a special
tax on Western Australians, purely for the
purposes of education.

Mr Parker: The Premier thinks that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr SH-ALDERS: Let me tell the Opposition

that the President of the State School Teachers'
Union (Mr Negus) advised me and other
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Government members that, in his opinion, the
public of Western Australia would not object to
the levying of a State tax for education.

Mr Bryce: He is not a member of the
Australian Labor Party.

Mr SH-A LDERS: I wonder whether the
Opposition supports that.

Mr Parker: The only person in this House who
has advocated such a tax is the Premier-and
now you.

Mr SHALDERS: The Government has been
accused of affecting the quality of education. Not
one word has been said tonight about the quality
of education being affected by the industrial
action in schools. This question has not been dealt
with by the speakers for the Labor Party. It
demonstrates their total hypocrisy. Of course it is
another perfect example of the union tail wagging
the ALP dog.

I have much pleasure in seconding the
amendment moved by the Minister for Education.

MR DRYCE (Ascot) 110.04 p.m.]: Needless to
say, we on this side of the House reject the
amendment. We are astonished at the shabby
performance of the Minister, and the almost
pathetic performance of the would-~be next
Minister for Education, the member for Murray.
The member for Murray has made more speeches
as a Government Whip than anyone can recall in
recent times. He is staking a claim to the
Ministry. His leader left this Chamber in disgust
at the introduction of his performance-

Mr O'Connor: That is not so.
Mr BRYCE: That is so. The Premier walked

out. The member for Murray was approximately
Five minutes into his contribution-

Mr O'Connor: Why has your leader left?
Mr Parker: He left when the member for

Murray started talking. The member for Murray
nearly clea red the whole place.

The ACTIING SPEA K ER (M r Watt): Order!
Mr BRYCE: The aspiring Premier of Western

Australia has not been here long enough yet to
realise that members of the Opposition do not
have to impress their leader. They do not have to
crawl for admission to the Ministry. They are
elected by their colleagues; and they are happy to
accept the decisions of their colleagues.

Given the miserable performance of the
Minister for Education and his colleague, the
Government Whip, who could believe that a few
months ago they were inviting Western
Australians to "Leap into the 80s" and at the
election before that they were inviting Western

Australians to "~keep the State in firm hands".
Look at the wobbly hands of the Minister for
Education in this Chamber tonight. He proved to
be incapable of moving an amendment that his
Government wanted him to move when the
moment arrived. The Minister put up a shabby
defence of the Government's position. I sat here in
anticipation that there would be something to
answer.

There were Five specific points he referred to
and I intend to come hack to them in a brief
moment. The Minister and his colleagues belong
to the same party which also invited Western
Australians to "get with the Liberal Party" while
it "turned on the lights!" Not only would it keep
the State in firm hands and leap into the 80s, but
also it would turn on the lights.

Mr Carr: It was going to put things right at one
stage also, I think.

Mr Evans: Right up!
Mr BRYCE: The strategy the Minister has

unfolded for all Western Australians to see will
lead the education system into a dark age. Far be
it for any member of any party to enjoin Western
Australians to turn on the lights. This man will
preside over the beginning of a dark age for
education, not only because of his beliefs and
philosophy but also because of his modus
operandi. He, more than any other individual in
Western Australia, has introduced confrontation
into this situation because of his pugnacious
performance. The Premier selected him for one of
the most important positions in Western
Australia; he was given the responsibility for
education at ministerial level. Yet this man has
set himself about the task of confronting every
conceivable element of that system at every
conceivable opportunity.

Mr Grayden: It will be interesting to hear what
the member has to say when he reads the
document that I am going to provide tomorrow.

Mr BRYCE: Let us deal with the case
presented by the Minister in this Chamber. The
Minister attempted-with the use of certain
figures, the origin of which we are not exactly
clear about-to define the Government's track
record regarding education expenditure. Try as he
may, the Government's record is very poor. The
Government has followed the traditional
philosophy of the Liberal Party so far as
education is concerned.

Mr Grayden: You know that is not true. We
have been increasing education spending each
yea r.

Mr BRYCE: When Malcolm Fraser said that
the tap was being turned off, the Minister was
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only too happy to turn to his director general and
say. "Find mc the best method to prune S25
million from the State education budget".

Mr Grayden: Particularly when education
expenditure has increased by about 15 per cent in
each of the last five years.

Mr BRYCE: As my worthy colleague, the
member for Gosnells, pointed out to the Minister,
that leaves, us at the bottom of the totem pole by
virtue of interstate comparisons. He quoted from
the Australian Bureau oF Statistics figures. as
well as those referred to already.

The Minister's performance or contribution was
then par for the course. He turned on the
Teachers' Union and engaged in a typical union
bash.

I would like to take this opportunity to
congratulate the Teachers' Union and the parents
who have shown a genuine concern about the
education of the children of Western Australia. If
it had not been for the assistance given by these
people this Government would have already
pruned $25 million or more from the Budget.
There is little doubt in my mind, and in the minds
of members who sit on this side of the House, that
this Government has a simple-minded
determination to do that and the only reason the
cuts have not yet been put into effect is because of
the response of the parents on the one hand and
the teaching profession on the other.

If it had not been for their spontaneous reaction
and support for the needs of children I would
suggest that the Government of this State would
have dealt a Very mean blow indeed to the
education welfare of the students at both the
primary and secondary school level. Who on this
side of the House would have imagined that in
such a serious debate the Minister would run so
true to course with the next facet of his
argument'! The Minister said he would produce a
special document but how many times, on how
many questions and situations in this place, has he
been groping for substance to support his
argument and then revealed to the members of
this House that a special document has just come
into his possession. I can remember the days when
he talked about special documents in brown
envelopes being allegedly delivered to my house in
a chauffeur-driven car because he needed a smoke
screen.

On this occasion the Minister has plucked out
of the air the suggestion that he has this
particular special document which will set the
public of Western Australia on its ear when he
releases it tomorrow.

Mr Grayden: I say it will!

Mr BRYCE: We are confident it will be a
damp squid.

Mr Sibson: Despite that, you know what he
says is true because you have been to the Eastern
States and you know it.

Mr BRYCE: Perhaps the fundamental reason
why so many students are leaving Government
schools in Victoria is that the conservatives have
been in Government there since the mid-1950s.
Victoria happens to be the home State of the
multi-millionaire grazier Prime Minister of this
country and with the support of the conservative
Government in that State he has afFectively
screwed the public education system in Victoria to
the point where it has been deprived of funds.

Mr Sibson: Just a minute ago you said that
Victoria was spending more than any other State
in Australia.

Mr BRYCE: Not Victoria.
Mr Sibson: You said Western Australia was

below it.
Mr Parker: It shows how bad we are in

Western Australia.
Mr BRYCE: That is the real reason that the

public in Victoria is losing confidence in the
education- system.

What stirprised the members on this side of the
House was the Minister has refused to front on so
many occasions. The way the Minister has
mistreated his Government officers in respect of
this issue is nothing short of a scandal in terms of
Ministerial behaviour. Let us grasp the reason for
this action. A political decision was made by
Cabinet that a particular amount of money was to
be pruned from the State's Budget. This Minister.
who is responsible for about 23 per cent of the
State's Budget, was given instructions that he had
to find ways and means of pruning as much as
525 million from the education budget. He turned
to his officers in the Education Department and
gave them a list of Budget priorities and said,
"Show me how it can be done". Having passed
that instruction down the line, it is an act of
cowardice for a political representative to then
run for cover and seek to hide behind
departmental officers. On more than one occasion
in this House in recent days we have seen the
Minister imply that these suggestions of the
Government had come from the Education
Department.

I want to tell the Minister that there is not a
handful of senior officers in his department who
approve of these cuts. They are vehemently
opposed to them, and the Minister knows it. This
goes right to the very top and includes Dr
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Mossenson. I reel a great deal or sorrow for that
man, a man who is a great educator. In the
twilight of his career he has been forced to sit
back and watch this political stunt virtually
crucify everything he and certain other visionaries
in the department have achieved over the last few
decades.

Mr Grayden: HeI has stressed very marginal
economies.

M r B RYC E: Hec opposes these cuts j ust as does
every other senior officer in the Minister's
department. The Minister should not be surprised
that some of these officers have been placed in
difficult situations at some public meetings while
fraonting (or this Minister who refuses to face up
to his responsibiliiies.

Mr Grayden: They are there to answer
questions on technical aspects-nothing else.

Mr BRYCE,: Some of those officers have been
asked the leading question. -Do you approve of
the expenditure cuts?" and they have answered,
"No". These officers have pulled the plug on their
own Minister.

Mr Grayden: They were sent by the Minister at
the request of the convenors of the meetings in
order to answer technical questions-that is all.

Mr BRYCE: They may well be the instructions
the Minister gave these spokesmen, but there have
been situations where, as the Minister's
representatives, they have been asked to answer
the question, "Do you approve of the cuts in
education?" and they have spoken their mind;
they have spoken the truth. They have said they
do not agree with the cuts.

The Minister knows that to be so because he
has almost had a revolution inside his department
at the very top level.

MrGrayden: Rubbish!
Mr BRYCE: I have that from a very good

source.
Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense!
Mr BRYCE: It is a great pity that a man like

Dr Mossenson, who is about to retire, has been
forced by this Government to sit back and watch
so many of the important qualitative
improvements to the education system
emasculated by a Government that simply tags
along with the philosophy of the Malcolm Frasers,
the Maggie Thatchers, the Ronald Reagans, and
the Milton Friedimans of this world, all because
the Government has decided that, for purely
political reasons, what the people deserve is for
the flow to public funding to be reduced. It is
nothing short of a simple, hard-baked, political
decision, yet this Minister has admitted in this

House tonight, on a couple of occasions, that he
has been asked to attend public meetings called
by concerned parents to discuss this question and
has run away from 25 to 30 of them.

Mr Grayden: What are you talking about?
Mr BRYCE: The Minister has refused to

appear on countless occasions.
Mr Grayden: When Parliament is Sitting I am

not going off to some meeting.
Mr BRYCE: There have been meetings of

hundreds and in some eases thousands of
concerned parents throughout the metropolitan
area who have been wanting to hear from the
Minister because, as the Minister will concede,
these cuts have been a political decision. Was it
not a political decision to make these cuts?

Mr Parker: The member for Murray said it
was.

Mr Grayden: What on earth has that to do with
the argument?

Mr BRYCE: Of course it was a political
decision, yet this Minister runs for cover from
members of the public who want a political
explanation. In his place, he sends officers of his
department.

Mr Grayden: We have 680 schools in Western
Australia. Do you expect me to go to them all?

Mr BRYCE: If the member for Gosnells could
Find time to go to dozens of these meetings in the
heat of the controversy brought about by the
Minister's own making. the Minister could have
found time to be there also. Never can members
of the Opposition recall a situation where a
Minister has run so fast and so far to evade his
responsibilities after he has produced the
confrontation.

Mr Grayden: The meetings I have gone to at
Geraldton and Fremantle were splendid ones from
my point of view. I enjoyed them immensely.

Mr BRYCE: Because of his twisted thinking
that same man on his return to Perth Airport,
when greeted by countless obviously angry school
teachers, thought they were well-wishers.

Mr Grayden: When they did not have placards
and no-one said anything I could not help but
think they were waiting for relatives or Friends.
Not one said a word or carried a placard. How
could I know they were having a demonstration?

Mr BRYCE: Before I resume my seat I should
make some reference to the particularly
disappointing and disillusioning role played by
WACSSO in this dispute.

Mr Sibson: A fine organisation.
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Mr BRYCE: It is an organisation chocablock
full of Liberal Party hacks. There is one behind
the Minister and there are others in the form of
Mr Bingley. who is the president. The Minister
stood in this place and decided he would denigrate
the people who have formed parent action groups
because there has been a monumental lack of
leadership from WACSSO.

Instead of coming out in defence of parents and
children in this State, WACSSO, as an
organisation which presumably represents the
parents of this State. sat there and lamely
accepted the Government's decision. When the
heat went on. WACSSO decided to lay down like
a lame dog. There was not one decent argument
put up in defence of children in classrooms or
those people genuinely concerned with the cuts in
education. This body is top-heavy with Liberal
Party members and we could not expect that the
member for Bunbury, and all his friends alongside
him, under their system of promotion, would
allow WACSSO to buck the Premier or to
contradict the Minister for Education.

Mr Sibson: Some of your supporters in
WACSSO will be very disappointed with you
tonight.

Mr BRYCE: That has been a particularly
disappointing and disillusioning aspect of this
entire dispute.

Mr Sodeman: Because they do not agree with
you? Because they do not take your stance?

Mr BRYCE: They have a responsibility to
defend the viewpoint of people who are not as
corrupt as the member for Pilbara. The parent
body in this State fell along the wayside and
provided no leadership. In the absence of that
leadership alternative groups sprang up.

MR McPI-ARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [10.24
p.m.]: Like the member for Murray, I accept that
the Opposition's role is to oppose in a constructive
way. Before I proceed, I make it clear 1 fully
support the amendment moved by the Minister
for Education.

Mr Bryce: Surprise, surprise!
Mr MePHARLiN: It has been interesting to

hear the debates which have taken place this
evening, and I point out again that I accept it is
the Opposition's role to oppose. Those of us who
have been in Opposition have adopted similar
tactics. However, it is the responsibility of an
Opposition not to mislead and not to support
misleading information being disseminated
throughout the community.

It is interesting to read some of the letters
which have been published in the Press from time

to time. One letter caught my eye, because I knew
the gentleman who wrote it. He was the Director
of Teacher Education at the Claremont Teachers'
College for 12 years. I am referring to Mr Tom
Scen. In a letter to The West Australian of 29
July last he made the following comment-

I find myself greatly disappointed to read
that principals of schools should be suffering
so much from strike pressures.

HeI went on to say-
His Position is one of great professional

responsibility, and his salary is in accordance
with that of the professional.

Surely, then, when it comes to the point of
divided loyalties-professional loyalty to the
department which placed him in his
privileged position, or that to an outside non-
professional group-his own choice must
lean to the professional responsi bi lities that
his position entails.

In The West Australian of 23 July 1981,
appeared the headline of "Principals Face Loyalty
Anguish". Principals have been placed in a most
unenviable position, because of the actions of the
Teachers' Union and their loyalty to the
Education Department. I cannot understand why
the Teachers' Union did not accept its
responsibility and say, "Because every department
in this State is suffering cutbacks and must
decrease expenditure, we appreciate the
difficulties being faced and we will co-operate".

Mr Parker: Why?
Mr MePHARLIN: I ask why the Teachers'

Union could not adopt an attitude of that nature.
Mr Evans: What about the incident at Forrest

Place?
Mr MePHARLIN: The Teachers' Union did

not have the courage to do that and it is backed
by some of the gutless creeps opposite.

Mr Parker: Here is the man who crawled-you
talk about gutlessness!

Mr Evans: He does not have the guts of a
weevil in a biscuit!

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr MePHARLIN: Statements were made by

the teachers, and parents were not given full
details of the true position. In The West
Australian of 15 August last, the Minister
outlined the proposed cuts and indicated.
expenditure would be reduced by $15 million
from $486 million to $471 million. That was still
an increase of approximately 10.3 per cent on the
previous year's education expenditure.
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On 17 July. I was invited to attend a meeting of
parents and teachers at a school in my electorate.
When I went to that meeting. I took a publication
dated 10 July. The teachers informed me that on
the previous Wednesday they had had a PCA
meeting and agreed to certain motions. After the
meeting I attended was opened, the principal of
the school did all the talking. The parents were
not aware of the true position. I asked the
principal whether he had this document and he
claimed he did not, because at the time the mail
services were not operating smoothly. However, I
understand the Education Department has a
courier service and the principal should have had
the document.

When I disctoscd the contents of the document,
which no doubt all members have seen, the
principal and his staff were quite embarrassed.
Whilst I was at the meeting some of the parents
criticised strongly these teachers for failing to
disclose that sort of information.

It was quite evident the teachers and the
principal had plenty of information from the
union. There was no disruption of that
information and the principal made sure it was
disseminated widely. The parents of the children
who attended the school were asked to keep their
children at home. They were told if they sent
them to school they would only be supervised. The
teachers tried to make the point that they were
not on strike.

In another part of my electorate a shire council
became so incensed about what was occurring
that it sent a letter to the Minister for Education
and I received a copy of it.

Mr Bryce: Which shire?
Mr MePHARLIN: The council made the

following statements in its letter-
This Council is fed up with the constant

confrontation and disruption tactics of the
Teachers' Union of W.A. We believe that
this is a feeling which is shared with the vast
majority of this Community. We constantly
hear of the Teachers' Union cry for
consultation, and on performance we have
come to understand that the new meaning of
consultation is capitulation and that is hardly
good enough.

Mr Bryce: What is the name of the shire?
Mr McPHARLIN: To continue-

We understand that nearly 23% of the
State's total budget is spent on education,
and it would certainly seem to Council that it
is an area that could be pruned with greater
effect on the economy and with little adverse
effect on teaching standards. If the 3% cut

taken this year affects the Standard of
teaching then we can only say that it is a sad
reflection on the ability of teachers.

Council understands that the supervisory
role which was to be exercised by teachers at
schools last Friday was not carried out..
Enclosed is a copy of the notice sent to
parents . .. last Thursday for your
information. We understand that teachers
will be paid for last Friday and we register
our objection to that, simply on the basis of
no work no pay.

This Council completely supports your
Stand taken against the Teachers' Union and
the actions of independent teachers and we
hope that you and the Government will
continue to stand firm.

Mr Parker: How many ratepayers does that
represent?

Poin is or Order

Mr BRYCE: In order that ultimately we may
discover the identities of the red necks who have
just been quoted, may I ask that the member
table that document?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): It has
been requested that the document quoted from by
the member for Mt. Marishall be tabled.

Mr MePHARLIN: I take exception to the use
of the words "red necks". I do not know to whom
the member for Ascot referred, but if he was
referring to me or the members of the council, I
ask him to withdraw those words.

The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for
Ascot has been asked to withdraw the words "red
necks". In the context in which the words were
used, it is appropriate the member be asked to
withdraw them, because they are
unparliamentary, and I ask the member to
withdraw them.

Mr BRYCE: Are you, Sir, ruling chat the
words "red necks" are unparliamentary?

The ACTING SPEAKER: In the context in
which they were used, I am ruling they are
unparliamentary and I ask that they be
withdrawn.

Mr BRYCE: That is another one we can
submit to the book of records. For your benefit,
Sir, I withdraw them.

Mr MePHARLIN: I am quite willing to table
this document.
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Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr Parker: How many ratepayers does the
council represent-tO or 20?

Mr McPHARLIN: 1 do not intend to take up
the full time allocated to me, because other
members wish to speak on the amendment.
However, when the member for Dianella was on
his feet, he related his comments to charges made
by the Government before the Budget is brought
down. I distinctly remember when we were in
Opposition that the Government of the
day-some members on the other side of' the
House will recoil this because they were in the
Government-did exactly that.

Therefore, do not let us hear that sort of
criticism, because it is the practice of
Governments regardless of their political colour.

Mr Carr: It does not make it right.
Mr McPHARL1N: I wish again to emphasise

that the amendment has my full support.
MR PARKER (Fremantle). [10.33 p.m.]: I wish

to contribute to the debate in support of the
motion moved by the member for Gosnells and in
opposition to the amendment moved by the
Minister for Education.

Were the amendment moved in any place other
than this House where the numbers are already
set and determined, it would be laughed out of
court as the Minister has been laughed out of
Court on every occasion on which he has spoken at
a public meeting, including the gathering tonight
when the Minister's words were treated with the
derision they deserved, in the same way as they
were treated at the meeting to which he has
referred, several times which was held at
Fremantle which he attended, as did I and the
members for Gosnells and Melville. It was quite
clear at that meeting that, if the Minister regards
the level of public support he was afforded there
as an indication of his standing, let there be no
doubt that in fact the Minister has no public
support.

If the Minister can talk at such meetings and
receive receptions such as those at Fremantle and
outside this Parliament-they are the only
meetings which I have attended and at which I
have seen the Minister-then there is no question
that he does not know the meaning of support. It
is not surprising he does not know the meaning of
support because he has not been getting much.
That has occurred to the point where The West
Australian felt constrained to report on one of its
front pages the comments of the President of the
University Liberal Club who supported the
Minister. I would not have thought that such
comments were newsworthy other than that it was

extraordinary that any one supported the
Minister.

Sir Charles Court: The Mayor of Fremantle
sent me a nice telegram of appreciation for the
Minister's comments.

Mr PARKER: The Mayor of Fremantle
protected the Minister for Education at thai
meeting in Fremantle, otherwise the Minister
would not have survived it. The Minister owes a
debt of gratitude to the Mayor of Fremantle. I am
not surprised that the Mayor sent such a
telegram, because it is clear appreciation should
not have been shown for the Minister's attending
any meeting. I remind the Premier that by way of
motion the City of Fremantle unanimously
supported the Teachers' Union and opposed the
decisions taken by the Minister for Education.

A number of points raised tonight by the
Government simply were not correct. For
example, the Minister said that the education
funding cuts will not affect schools because
principals have the authority to change classes in
their schools. That statement was made also by
the member for Murray, but it was untrue.
Principals have the authority to change classes in
their schools, but they cannot work with
something they do not have. If they do not have
teachers to spare or teachers with time to spare
they cannot move teachers from one class to
another, which their discretion entitles them to
do.

The Government adopted the same stance in
regard to electoral boundaries. The commissioners
were told that they could set boundaries as they
saw fit, but guidelines were stipulated by the
Government. In the case of education the
Government has hamstrung the principals of our
schools by not providing them with sufficient
Staff.

The member for Murray referred to the fact
that the advisory service was still going strong. Of
course, as a result of the funding cuts the advisory
service in some areas has been decimated, and is
likely to be decimated again if the Government's
proposed cuts go ahead.

I will refer to some written points sent to me
which refer to funding cuts in my area. The
document I have states-

A Science Advisor has been transferred to
a primary school. Recently she received a
grant of several thousand dollars to augment
a science resource area initiated by her at the
beginning of this year.

As a result of this transfer the original
science resource material will now be re-
located in the Integrated Resource Centre.
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There arc no trained science personnel
hand there to discuss with teachers
stimulate ideas on how science can
incorporated into the programme.

on
or
be

The science advisers for many years conducted
out-of-hours sessions, but the teachers who
attended those sessions will have the benefit of the
sessions no longer because of the absence of the
science advisor and, therefore, the cessation of the
sessions.

To continue-
The Regional Maths Advisor has been

transferred to a primary school. She also
conducted, in addition to her heavy
programme, out-of-hours sessions for
teachers.

Of course, that service is no longer available. To
continue-

The Art/Craft Advisor has been
transferred to Head Office from which other
advisors have been redeployed. His help will
now be spread so thinly as to be almost
ineffective and no longer will he be
organising sessions in the workshop for
teachers and parents.

One Physical Education specialist has been
transferred back to a school. This now
retards the implementation of daily physical
education programmes within the region.

A resource assistant, leaving on
Accouchement Leave and employed for two
days per week within the region, will not be
replaced-or so we have been told.

Those comments relate to one regional centre and
were written some time ago. They indicate how
much these cuts already have affected education
in this State. It is outrageous for the Government
to continue with these cuts. I will refer to East
Hamilton Hill Primary School; I have a document
in my possession which makes certain points
about that school. I will not go through it in
detail. In short it states that some 250 children at
that school are affected directly in one way or
another by the changes that have been needed
because a remedial teacher. I think, was not
replaced. These changes relate to every level from
year two to year six. It is the people about whom
the Minister spoke who are the worst affected.
The member for Murray also referred to them.
They are the people who urgently require extra
teaching facilities and support that were provided
to them by the Education Department.

I join with the member for Ascot in
congratulating the Education Department for its
activities to date and, particularly, its director

general (Dr Mossenson) in creating the situation
whereby we had a large number of advisory
teachers and specialist teachers. In the end result
they are funded by the Federal Government, and
the concept of having such teachers was instituted
by programmes introduced by the Whitlamn
Government. Those programmes have been used
to their maximum potential-in line with the
money available-by the department under the
direction of the director general. Now the use of
those teachers in their specialist fields will cease;
those sorts of advisory services will not be
available to teachers, thus ensuring teachers will
not be able to keep up with developments in their
fields of study or teaching. The specialist services
provided to children no longer will proceed.

The funding cuts already have had a marked
and deleterious effect on education. It is
disgusting that the member for Murray and the
Minister in their defence of the Government's
position attempted to put the blame for these
changes onto civil servants, but that is what they
did. The Government has attempted to say that
by its criticism of political decisions in regard to
the level of funding for education the Opposition
is criticising the decisions which were made
consequentially by civil servants charged with
managing the available funds. Apart from being
intellectually dishonest that argument is a
cowardly way for the Government to proceed. It
has attempted to hide behind civil servants
employed by the department.

In the short period I have been in this House
this issue has provoked more phone calls and
letters than any other. Many people have come to
my office to discuss this political issue. I am sure
most members would accept that most people
attending their offices desire to discuss all sorts of
mundane problems-of course, important to them
and to the member-but which could hardly be
said to have a political connotation. However,
with this issue many people in the community are
interested in its political connotations.

Many people in the community have attended
my office to discuss this issue, and I am sure that
has happened to most members of the Parliament.
This can be shown quite obviously by referring to
the number of petitions relating to this matter
presented by members from the other side of the
House.

People are aware . of where the political
decision-making takes place. They have not come
to me and said, "Isn't it dreadful that the director
general has put out this letter?" They know the
director general was forced by the Minister to
produce that letter, and they know that the reason
for the cuts is that the Government is forcing the
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department to prune itS expenditure. They know a
political decision has been taken in regard to the
priority given to education in this State.

In any system of government, priorities must be
established, and we know the availability of
money is not limitless. We know the Government
must make decisions, but once it has made
decisions it should have the courage to stand up
and say, -Yes, we made those decisions", and it
should not try to shoulder the blame onto the
Civil Service as did the Minister for Education
and the member for Murray. The Minister for
Education has sought continually to blame the
Civil Service; he has sent his civil servants to
public meetings instead of fronting up himself or
requiring other top-level Government spokesmen
to represent him. In effect, he is politicising the
role of the senior civil servants much against their
own will and judgment and much against the
opposition of the parliamentary Labor Party.

Mr Grayden: At the requesA of the convenors of
the meeting.

Mr PARKER: But the point is that the
Minister is apparently prepared to accede to a
request that someone attend to explain the cuts,
but he is not prepared to accede to a request that
he or political representatives of the Government
go to the meeting to justify the cuts.

Mr Grayden: They were in a position to explain
the effect the economies will have on the schools
concerned. They were in a position to do that;
nobody else was.

Mr PARKER: The people want to discuss the
justification or otherwise for these cuts. They
want to know in what way the Government
politically justifies these cuts. The Minister knows
very well that by sending these departmental
officers and civil servants out he is attempting to
create a situation where people will be
prepared-because it is a departmental person
there rather tlan a political person-to accept
what the departmental person has to say. In fact,
as I understand it from some of the meetings that
have taken place-and I have discussed it with
some of the people involved-many of these
people have been placed in very embarrassing
political situations.

Let me say also I believe that the Government
is misusing the moratorium which the Teachers'
Union agreed to so that the education system
could get back to normal and so that it and the
Government could discuss matters. I am aware of
situations where schools which would normally
not expect to get replacement teachers until the
teachers who were leaving in fact left, have been
provided with those teachers 2 / or three weeks in

advance. A school in my electorate which is losing
a teacher at the end of second term and will thus
not ne ed a replacement until the beginning of
third term, has had provided to it the replacement
teacher now. Thai replacement teacher is an
advisory teacher. I am told that this is the first
occasion on which there has ever been a three-
week overlap or anything even approaching that
between two teachers, one leaving and one
coming.

What was the reason for the Government's
doing that? The reason was that particular
teacher had been rejected several times by
another school which had indeed been on strike
over the issue and the Government was using the
moratorium situation to put forward this person
into a school when it knew that the Education
Department, the teachers, and the school
concerned could do nothing about that because of
the guarantee which had been given for a
moratoriu m. Once again, all that goes to show is
the cowardice of this Government and of the
Minister in taking a decision like this to ensure
that the Government wheedled its way in, when
the Teachers' Union, in good faith, gave
undertakings to the department about the position
that it intends to adopt.

I believe that there is a whole range of reasons
that this amendment should be defeated and the
Opposition's motion should be carried. Let me
just deal with -a few of the points in the
foreshadowed amendment. The Minister talks
about public confidence in the Government school
system and indicates that he believes that our
system ranks with the best in the world. Let me
say that over the years there have been marked
improvements in the education system in Western
Australia and that up until recently we have been
able to have at least some pride in some aspects of
the system we have.

I agree. with the member for Murray that
considering the resources that have been made
available to them the professionals in the
department have done a magnificent job. The
problem is: what have those resources been? The
member for Gosnells and other members have
demonstrated conclusively that the resources that
have been made available to public education in
this State -by this Government have been far
behind those of any other State, no matter from
what angle one looks at it. Thcerore, one can
hardly say that by saying the education system is
less than perfect, as we say it is, we are criticising
the professionals who operate within a very
restricted framework.

The Minister says that we have needlessly and
irresponsibly sought to reduce public confidence
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in that system. What we have sought to do is
point out to the House and the public of Western
Australia what is being done to our public
education system by this Government and what is
being done to the teachers of this State by this
Government.

One might ask why it is that these teachers arc
prepared to risk their pay, promotions, and career
structures, and to risk receiving fines. That is
another aspect, of course, that the regulations
that have been promulgated by the Minister are
almost certainly ultra vires and it is incorrect to
say the teachers are doing something dreadful
because they have breached what are probably
illegal regulations.

Mr Grayden: Are they not paid by the union?
Mr PARKER: It is extraordinary that the

Minister should introduce this into the
amendment. The teachers have been out there
administering, going to their meetings at the
Entertainment Centre, passing resolutions, calling
meetings, and getting in touch with members of
Parliament. Have they been doing that for some
selfish reason because of militancy or the result of
some desire on their part to somehow improve
their lot? Of course, they are not. There is not a
penny in it for the teachers concerned. They are
doing it because they are professionals and
because they do care about the level of operation
and the quality of education that they give.

Mr Graydcn: Are you suggesting that all the
people speaking tonight were parents?

Mr PARKER: Most. The vast majority of
them were parents.

Mr Grayden: Jack Marks from Fremantle was
there.

Mr PARKER: I understand he is a parent.
Mr Grayden: Not a parent, a grandparent.
Mr PARKER: The point is there were some

thousands of people there including one man who
was standing a little way away from me in the
crowd and who kept yelling out in a sort of almost
plaintive voice, "I used to vote Liberal. I used to
vote Liberal".

Mr O'Connor: That was Jack Marks. was it?
Mr PARKER: When the chairman of the

meeting asked those in the crowd who supported
the Liberal Party at the last election and who
wanted to raise their hands, a very large number
of people in fact did that.

Mr O'Connor: Were you one of them?
Mr PARKER: I was not one of them. Let me

say that I have been to meetings of teachers in my
electorate and I did not ask to be invited. I had

actually been previously invited to Teachers'
Union meetings in my electorate. I did not muscle
in but I was invited and I did go.

Mr Pearce: The Minister muscled in on my
rally.

Mr PARKER: There was no question about the
strength of the feeling of those teachers. The
Minister says, "What do you expect of people in
Fremantle?" Let me say that while the parents of
the school children in Fremantle are strong Labor
voters and have recorded strong confidence in this
political party in the last elections, it is not the
case that the teachers are that way inclined
because, as with any school, the teachers come
from all over the metropolitan area. Those
teachers made very clear to me indeed what they
felt long before I had spoken and put my point of
view to them. They believed that what this
Government was doing was a travesty of justice in
respect of the education system.

Mr Grayden: Do you realise this, though, that
we were inundated with calls from teachers
claiming that they were going to resign from the
Teachers' Union?

Mr PARKER: My understanding is that the
Teachers' Union has had a marked net increase in
membership as a result of this dispute as teachers
have realised the need to stand behind their union
in its light with this Government. There have
been a few resignations. There was one very well
publicised one on the front page of The West
Australian.

Mr Grayden: I was told the membership was
expected to fall.

The SPEAKER: Order!

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) 110.54 p.m.]: I
support the amendment moved by the Minister
for Education; I was very pleased he moved to
delete the sentiments contained in the motion
because the motion reflects generally on the
teaching profession of Western Australia. Its
claim that the quality of education in Western
Australia has been lowered is an indictment upon
the teaching profession. When we talk about the
teaching profession, we are referring to some
13 000 teachers, the very large majority of whom
are professionals, dedicated to the cause of
teaching their students. The recent issue has been
engineered by the small number of teachers who
took part in the dispute.

The Minister's amendment deplores the
irresponsible attitude taken by the Opposition and
the threats of industrial action which, amongst
other things, have caused disruption to the
schooling of children. There is no question this
occurred in some schools. I am interested in the
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reason behind this move. Whilst I believe those
teachers who took a genuine stand in fighting the
education cuts are to be commended, I condemn
those teachers who took part in strikes.

We all know where the funding cuts were
initiated; they began with the Federal
Government. State Governments must look
constructively at their budgets to ensure the best
is done for all, bearing in mind we have the areas
of health and welfare and many others to
consider. The economic situation is beyond our
control and we must control expenditure and
attempt to keep down costs, charges, and extra
taxes as much as possible.

The Minister's amendment claims the
industrial action has set teacher against teacher.
A great deal of evidence is available to indicate
this is so. I believe an clement within the
Teachers' Union has used the crisis to create a
situation which is still 10 come; I will deal with
that in a moment.

The Minister's amendment also states that the
dispute has penalised individual teachers by
directing them to break departmental regulations.
Teachers have said to me that they are very much
opposed to the industrial action which has taken
place. I spoke to a teacher after a P & C meeting
the other night who confessed- he was having an
awful time trying to decide whether he should
remain with the Teachers' Union because of what
the union had been doing in recent times and
because of the pressures it had been applying. Hde
wanted to remain a professional teacher and a
part of the Teachers' Union as he once knew it,
but he was in a dilemma.

The last point in the Minister's amendment is
that the dispute has harmed the good name of
Government school education. If members
opposite want the private schools to get ahead of
Government schools I suggest they and someelements of the Teachers' Union continue the way
they are going: they will certainly succeed.

A great deal has been said in recent weeks
about our education system. I say without
equivocation it is one of the best in Australia.
Therefore, I wonder what is the motive behind
this dispute, particularly as only a small
percentage of a certain sector of the Teachers'
Union is involved.

I agree that the parents, by and large, are well
meaning. In fact, I commend them for standing
up to be counted on this issue. I include all
parents who belong to P & C organisations, and
those who have formed action groups of their
own.

I was very interested yesterday in a question
the member for Roe asked the Minister for
Education. The first part of his question was as
follows-

(1) In view of the dissatisfaction within the
present Teachers' Union by a high
percentage of professional teachers,
would the department accept recognition
of an additional association of teachers?

The Minister replied as follows-
(i) In the past it has not been considered

desirable to have more than one
organisation representing teachers on
industrial matters.

We know of the disasters which have occurred in
the Eastern States as a result of having multiple
Teachers' Union represntation; I will not go into
detail on that matter, because it is well known to
members. The Minister's reply continued-

It was felt that preferably, teachers
dissatisfied with the activities of the
executive of the union, should nominate and
elect members with whose policies they
agreed.

In other words, they should make sure the right
people are holding the top positions in the
Teachers' Union. The Minister's reply
continued-

Notwithstanding this, any additional
association of teachers would be recognised
by the department

I believe this is a backward step For the teaching
profession, and now I am talking about the
teaching profession as such.

Mr Pearce: It is not going to happen.
Mr SIBSON: In that sense, I believe it is

important that one organisation is retained so that
it can be a strong and cohesive body designed to
take up the interests of the teachers and, more
particularly-the Teachers' Union seems to have
forgotten about this aspect-the interests of the
students.

In recent weeks, there seems to have been ani
ulterior motive behind the whole dispute. The
President of the Teachers' Union (Mr John
Negus) has been talking about the Teachers'
Union linking up with the TLC. We all know
that, already, it is claimed the Western
Australian State School Teachers' Union has an
affiliation with the ACTU, by reason of the fact it
is affiliated with the Australian Teachers'
Federation which, in turn, is so disastrously
attached to the ACTU. Mr Negus' statement in
the Daily News of 14 August and The West
Australian of 15 August clearly indicated there
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will be a move towards affiliation with the TLC.
Mr Negus even went so far as to pre-empt a
decision which may be made by the Teachers'
Union conference, which is deplorable.

Mr Jamieson: They have had a decision on
their books to join the TLC for 40 years.

Mr SIBSON: As a result of those two articles,
I wrote a letter to the President of the Teachers'
Union, which was hand delivered today and which
he assures me he has read. With the permission of
the House, I should like it incorporated in
Hansard.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
I cannot accede to your request; you may read the
letter.

Mr Bertram: Tell us about the ulterior motive.
Mr SIBSON: Just bear with me for a moment.
Mr Pearce: You interjected continually on my

speech. and you are now complaining about
members interjecting on you.

Mr S IBSON: M y letter to M r Negus states-
Dear John,
Teachers Union/TLC Link

I read with total dismay your recently
quoted prediction that the W.A. State School
Teachers' Union will probably affiliate with
the T.L.C., which, of course, would
automatically result in a direct link with the
A.C.T.U.

I believe it is a dangerous course for you as
President to be seen apparently pre-empting
a decision of your forthcoming Annual
Conference, particularly as the more
moderate members of your Union (who I
believe are in much greater numbers than
you seem to imagine) may cause sanity to
prevail. These members have in the past
shown fine judgement and a respect for the
teaching profession by not only rejecting
affiliation with the T.L.C. but at the same
time supporting a move away from the union
image altogether, towards an association or
some similar professional body, which would
give teachers as a group a much better
professional image and community
acceptance.

It seems to me that if the Teachers' Union
wants to wreck the faith and confidence of
students, parents and the community at
large, then it can do no better than affiliate
with the T.L.C.. with its connotations of
industrial action and militant unionism. Such
a move must be a devastating prospect for
the majority of teachers and would dispel
their belief (and that of the public) in

teachers as professionals dedicated to
education and the wellbeing of our future
generations. There is, in any event, ample
evidence, from both within Australia and
overseas, that steps in the direction you are
advocating have proved to be disastrous in
terms of professionalism and have not
improved the lot of the teacher, or education,
one iota.

This is the crux of my letter, because it is a plea
to the teachers who are opposed to affiliation with
the trade union movement, particularly the TLC.
This is a plea to the thousands of teachers, who do
not normally front at the conferences, to attend
this year and ensure that does not happen. My
letter continues-

I hope that those teachers who 1 know will
be shattered by your recent apparent support
of affiliation with the T.L.C. will get
themselves to this year's Conference and
protest this move vehemently, in order to
keep themselves and their organisation within
the bounds of professional ism-which I am
sure is the heartfelt desire of all dedicated
teachers. It is also my belief thaw the
students, parents and citizens of Western
Australia would add their strong pleas
against this disastrous affiliation and support
those many teachers who would wish to
retain the good name and reputation of the
teaching profession.

It is my strong belief that, if this affiliation
goes ahead, you personally will regret having
presided over its inception and the teachers
of this State will be divided for many years.

Mr Pearce: What rubbish!

Mr SIBSON: That letter is signed by John
Sibson, the member for Bunbury.

Tabling of Document

Mr PEARCE: Mr Acting Speaker-
Mr MacKinnon: Is it a point of order?
Mr PEARCE: It is a request that the member

table that document.
Mr MacKinnon: You cannot stand up unless it

is a point of order.
Mr PEARCE: The Honorary Minister ought to

know the Standing Orders better than that. A
member can rise in his place at any time to ask
that a document be tabled. I ask that the member
-table the idiotic document from which he has
been quoting.

Mr SI BSON: 1 have 10 copies of it. I will table
the lot of them.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): A copy
will be tabled.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr Bertram: When do you get to the ulterior
motive'?

Mr SiBSON: Now 1 come to the ulterior
motive. It is a move by a segment of the Teachers'
Union-people who arc affiliated with the ALP.
The Minister and various other speakers have
touched on the subject tonight. I can almost
mouth the words of the president, and the vice-
president who hopes to earn a fully-paid ticket
this time when the conference starts at the end of
this month. They will rise at that conference
which will be attended, they hope, by the 200 or
300 staunch regulars who support the left-wing
element within the Teachers' Union. They will
say, "We have been fighting this Government
during this crisis. We have done everything we
possibly can, and there is absolutely no
alternative. Irrespective of the fact that we don't
particularly want to do it, we believe that the time
has come when we must link with our mates, our
friends, our comrades in the TLC". That will be
the culmination of what we have been hearing in
recent weeks.

There are many good teachers in. the
community who would not support that sort of
move by professional people. I say this intending
no reflection on the trade union movement,
because I have been a member of a union in the
past. The member for Collie was the secretary of
the union to which I belonged. I believe that
professional people-

Mr Pearce: This is the Minister for Education's
clone.

Mr SIBSON: -should not at any time enter
into the industrial field and take industrial action.
They have ways and means of achieving their
aims. In the past, their needs have been well
attended to by the tribunal; and they have had the
benefit of input by the Government in increased
facilities in the schools. The standard in the
schools has made the teaching of the students
much better and much more acceptable. Every
day teachers tell me how good it is to be teaching
in the schools in Western Australia. That applies
particularly to teachers who have taught outside
this State and overseas.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish! You get them to tell you
about the cuts.

Mr SIBSON: They indicate how good it is to
be teaching in Western Australian schools.

Mr Pearce: Talk about the cuts. Justify the
cuts.

Mr SIBSON: We have heard a lot tonight
about the cuts.

Mr Pearce: Not from you we haven't.

Mr SIBSON: The word "cuts" has been used
to overshadow the underlying factor that there is
a move by the Teachers' Union to become
affiliated with the TLC.

Mr Pearce: Do you realise how stupid you
sound?

Mr SIBSON: I regard teachers as members of
one of the mast important professional bodies in
our community. If one considers the medical
profession and the many other professions one
asks: Which is more important to the students
than the teaching profession? I am talking about
the teaching profession, not the Teachers' Union.

Mr Pearce: Don't cut them, then.

Mr SIBSON: The members on the other side
are doing their bit to move the Teachers' Union
into the TLC, because there will be a payoff for
them. Somebody said there will be no payoff, but
of course there will be. For moving the 13 000
members of the Teachers' Union into the TLC,
there has to be a payoff.

Opposition members interjected.

Mr SIBSON. They will achieve only the
splitting of the profession down the middle. The
harm that will be caused to the students and to
the schools will be far greater than the harm
caused by the stringent restrictions that this
Government has had placed on it by the Federal
Government.

Adjournment of Debate

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [ 11. 12 p.m.]: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.

Mr Pearce: What, now?

Motion put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
M r Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

a division taken with the

Ayes 25
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodemun
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Willianms
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teler)
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Noes 21
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
M r T. H. Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidnmore
Mr Stephens
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hlarman
Mr Tonkin
M r 1. F. Taylor

Mr Barnett
Mir Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
MrT. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Ayes
Mr Clarko
Mr P. V. Jones
Mrs Craig

Motion thus passed.
Debate adjourned.

BILLS (3): RETURNED
I . Art Gallery Amendment Bill.
2. Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage,

and Drainage Amendment Bill.
3. Wheat Marketing (Delivery Quotas)

Amendment and Repeal Bill.
Bills returned from the Council, without

amendment.

House adjourned at 11.15 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ALUMINA REFINERY

Wagerup

1542. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(I) What is the total value of contracts let
to date for the Wagerup alumina
project'!

(2) What proportion of the total project
expenditure does this constitute?

(3) What percentage of the contract value
has been let to-
(a) Westecrn Australian companies;.
(b) other Australian companies;
(c) overseas companies'?

(4) (a) What was the nature of contracts
let to Western Australian
earnpanics:

(b) what was the value in dollar terms
of the contracts let to Western
Australian companies:,

(c) which Western Australian
companies received the contracts?

(5) (a) What was the nature of the
contracts let to companies in other
parts of Australia;

(b) what was the value in dollar terms
of the contracts let to other
Australian companies;

(c) which other Australian companies
received such contracts?

(6) (a) What was the nature of the
contracts let to overseas companies;

(b) what was the value in dollar terms
of the contracts let to overseas
companies;

(c) which overseas companies received
such contracts?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) $283 million.

(2) 88%
(3) (a) 85%

(b) 6. 5%,
(c) 8.5%

(4) (a) All site work, all fabrication of non-
proprietary items, consulting,
general supplies.

(b) $240.55 million (to date).
(c) Numerous but an example of large

contracts is as follows:-
P.R.M. Forwood Johns

Sabemno W.A.
Waroona Contractors
Bell Bros.
E.P.T. W.A.
Bains Harding
Watts Construction
Steel Mains (with some Eastern

States input)
Bell Basic
C. B.I1. Const ructors
O'Donnell Griffin
Vickers Hoskins
Westralian Transformers

(5) (a) Mills. blowers, agitators,
switchgear, special electric motors.

(b) $ 18.4 million.
(c) An example of the larger contract is

as follows-
Dorr Oliver
Envirotech
Davidson
Lightnin Mixers
Warmen International (with some
WA input)

(6) (a) Boilers, turbine generators, special
pipe and Fittings, mobile crusher.

(b) $24.05 million
(c) An example of the larger contract is

as follows:-
Mitsubishi
C. Itoh (considerable local input)
Weserhutte (considerable local
input)
Brown Boveri
Babcock Aust. (significant local
and Aust. input)
Warman international (Aust.
assembly)
Wigmores (with some WA input)
Honeywell (with some Australian
input)
All contracts were placed in local
West Australian Offices.

HOUSING: PURCHASE

Applications

1545. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is the State Housing Commission now
offering purchase homes to people who
applied to the commission several years
ago?

(2) If "Yes", how many applicants are there
in this category?
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(3) From what date do the applications
persist?!

(4) How miany of ibis type of applicant have
been satisfied in each of the past four
years?

(5) When is it anticipated the existing
applicants will be satisfied?

(6) (a) Is the commission presently
accepting applications to purchase:

(b) if "Yes'. from whom?
(7) What is the anticipated waiting

time-as distinct from the date of
applications now being satisfid-for-

(a) three bedroom homes:
(b) four bedroom homes:
(c) five bedroom homes:
(d) two bedroom duplexes;
(e) three bedroom duplexes;
(f) three bedroom town houses.

in the suburbs of-
(i) Balga:

00i Nollamara:
(iii) lnnaloo:
0iv) North Beach:
(v) South Perth:

(vi) Fremantle:
(vii) Belmont:

(viii) Rivervale;
(ix) Bentley:
(x) Mt. H-awthorn;
(xi) Perth?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) I recently announced that the State

Housing Commission, as an initiative,
had commenced building homes for
purchase by applicants who are
currently listed for purchase assistance.
Applicants who are occupying rental
homes will be given preference over
other applicants in order to free rental
housing.

(2) to (4) Following the withdrawal by the
State Housing Commission from the
Vendor finance activity in October,
1976. all applicants werc referred to
Building Societies for assistance under
either the Home Purchase Assistance
Scheme or the Sl3.Om Interest Subsidy
scheme through Permanent Building
Societies.
Of these 1 819 applicants remained
unsatisfied for various reasons and their
names were held on a deferred basis,
with listing dlates dating back to 1973.
Applicants assisted through referrals
over the past four years arc as follows-

1977/78-411
1978/79-265
1979/80- 99
1980/81- 4

(5) It is not possible to give any indication
as to when the current list will be
satisfied. It is considered that the
acceptance rate of the 1 8 19 applications
could be in the order of 50 per cent.
In addition the extent to which names
for purchase could be proceeded with is
dependent on the funding situation.

(6) It is not intended to open the purchase
listing until the existing list is cleared.

(7) The commission is currently building 77
three bedroom houses in the suburbs of
Cirrawheen, Balga, Nollamara. Swan
View, Porrestfteld and Langford.
Whether construction of other types of
housing is embarked upon will depend
upon the demand from applicants and
the availability of Commission owned
land at a suitable price.
For reasons previously given in (5) it is
not possible at this stage to estimate
waiting periods.

LIQUOR ACT

Amendment

1566. Mr JAMIESON. to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Where did the recent instruction to
licensed clubs to cease giving cash prizes
for successful ticket machine operators
come from?

(2) Was he aware that a press article had
recently dealt extensively with this
matter?!

Mr H-IASSELL replied:

(1) The instruction emanated from the
Lotteries Commission after consultation
with the Liquor and Gaming Branch of
the Police Department.

(2) I have seen several recent press articles
on this subject.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT:
CANNING CITY COUNCIL

Street Lighting

1568. Mr BATEMAN. to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

I I) Is he aware the City of Canning paid to
the State Energy Commission $ 168 846
for Street lighting for the year ended 30
June 1981?
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(2) Is he further aware the City of Canning
has to make provision for an increase in
the coming council budget for $240 000
to meet the increase of 16 per cent
,electricity charges, recently announced
by the State Government?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), would he
consider switching off the street lights
from 12.00 midnight instead of the
present arrangement when street lights
are turned off at 1.1IS a.m.. thus saving
the ratepayers of Canning this extra
burden on their rates?

(4) If no, why not?!

M r P. V. JON ES replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) and (4) I am prepared to look into the

matter, but I am advised by the Energy
Commission that significant extra costs
arc involved unless all local authorities
adopt the same street lighting policy.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North-West Shelf' Cant racis

1569. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(I) What is the total value of contracts let
to date for the North-West Shelf
project'?

(2) What proportion of the total project
expenditure does this constitute?

(3) What percentage of the contract value
has been let to-

(a) Western Australi an companies;
(bs) other Australian companies;,
(c) overseas companies?

(4) (a) What was the nature of contracts
let to Western Australian
companies:

(bs) what was the value in dollar terms
of the contracts let to Western
Australian companies;

(c) which Western Australian
companies received the contracts?

(5) (a) What was the nature of the
contracts let to companies in ocher
parts of Australia:

(b) what was the value in dollar terms
of the contracts let to other
Australian companies;

(c) which other Australian companies
received such contracts?

(6) (a) What was the nature of the
Contracts let to overseas companies;

(b) what was the value in dollar terms
of the contracts let to Overseas
cornpan ies;

(c) which overseas companies received
such contracts?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) $667 m.
(2) Approx. 17% based on 1980 Dollars.

(3) (a) 57%
(b,) 23%
(c) 20%,

(4) (a) Road, earthworks and quarrying.
Survey design and consultancy,
module and tubular pile
construction, transport, housing,
camps and associated services.

(b) S384.2 m.
(c) Numerous companies-the

lowing are examples:-
fol-

Steel Mains
Steedman & Associates
Johns Perry-tIE Ply. Ltd.
GBC/CBI Joint Venture
Wylie & Skeve
Geotechnical Services
Bell Bros. Pty. Ltd.
"-endcastle & Richards
Arrow Holdings Pty. Ltd.
J. 0. Clough & Sons
Clough-E.T.P.M., Joint Venture
Kilpatrick Green Pty. Ltd.
Saberno (W.A.) PTY. Ltd.
Brambles Manford
Silla Careba
WAIT Aid Ltd.
Meagher & Associates
Dames & Moore
Maunsell & Partners
Tomlinson Steel Ltd.
Western Switchboards
Winslade & Co. Pty. Ltd.
Westralian Transformers
Vickers Hoskins.

(5) (a) Flare jacket, piles and bridge steel
supplies, valves, specialised pressure
vessels, cranes.

(b) $153.4 m.
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(c) An example of other Australian
companies winning contracts is as
roll ows:-
Eglo/Brown & Root
Soilmech
Johns Perry/Bernard Smith
H. M. Plenty
Faisteam Engineering
BHP
Smith Engineering Pry. Ltd.
Aquila Fayco Cranes Pty. Ltd.
John Valves Pty. Lid.
Richard Valves & Control.

(6) (a) Computer, control system.
engineering design, jacket
fabrication, drilling modules and
equipment, steel supplies, diesel and
gas turbine generators, wellhead
piping and associated special
equipment.

(b) $133.4 m.
(c) An example of overseas companies

is as rollows:-
Boeing Engineering and
Construction
PS Dl
Nippon Kakan
Sembaswang Shipyard
USS Oilwcll Supply Co. Int.
Mitsubishi
Mitsui
Detroit Engine & Turbine
Otis
Solar Turbine
Gulf & Western Manufacture Co.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Wagerup. WorsIey, and North- West Shef Gas
Projects

1570. Mr BRYCE,
Assisting the
Development and

to the Honorary Minister
Minister for Industrial
Commerce:

Is the maximum possible amount of
contract work associated with the
Wagerup, Worsley and North-West
Shelf projects being allocated to
Western Australian Airms?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
As was indicated in my reply to
Question 1481 a large percentage of the
work flowing from the Wagerup project
is being undertaken by companies
operating in W.A.

The Government has a policy that the
maximum amount of work flowing from
resource projects should be undertaken
in W.A. A close liaison is maintained
with the companies involved to ensure
this aim is achieved.
If the Hon. Member is aware of specific
cases where work associated with
resour'ce development is not being
allocated to companies operating in
W.A., I would appreciate full details.

TRANSPORT: BUSES

MTT: Huntingdale

1571. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that the Huntingdale bus
service has had its route altered so that
it no longer services Kelvedon and
Cardington Ways?

(2) Is he aware that a petition protesting at
this charge has been sent to the general
manager of the MTT?

(3) Will he therefore take action to restore
the bus service in this area?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1)
(2)
(3)

Yes.
Yes.
I am advised that the use of Kelvedon
and Cardington Ways was a temporary
arrangement to facilitate the turn round
of buses. When the requirement arose to
extend the service further south, that
turn around was discontinued.
The MTT has closely examined the
matter but as all people living in the
area in question are already within 400
metres of a bus route it is not considered
necessary to provide a further service to
Kelvedon and Cardington Ways.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Thorn lie

1572. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Works:

Further to approaches made to the
Public Works Department by the
Education Department on 6 May 1981,
when can a recommendation be expected
to be made as to the action to be taken
to repair the roof of the manual arts
centre at the Thornlie Senior High
School?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:
Following receipt of the letter from the
Education Department dated 6 May,
1980-not 6 May. 1981-major repair
work to the Manual Arts Centre roof
was completed in October, 1980, at a
cost of $2 600. It is not proposed to0
carry out any further major repair work
to the roof,
Regular maintenance inspections are
being made to check for further damage
to the roof and seals.
Damage is being caused by after-hours'
access to the roof by children. A
proposal to install barrier screens to
prevent such access is currently being
investigated by the Public Works
Department,

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: KEROSENE

Plastic C'ontainers

1573. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Will he table a copy of the Flammable
Liquid Regulations 1967 as mentioned
in his answer to question 1358 of 1981'?

(2) Will he indicate as to whether or not
service stations are allowed to fill plastic
containers with kerosene if those plastic
containers fulfill the requirements of
clause 126(I) of the Flammable Liquid
Regulations 1967'!

(3) Is it possible to have plastic containers
tested in Western Australia so that they
may be branded as suitable containers to
be filled with kerosene at service
statlions?

(4) If "Yes' to (3), what procedures are
needed for such tests to be carried out?

(5) Is he aware that the plastic containers as
at present being sold in supermarkets
containing kerosene appear to be of very
flimsy construction and are made of a
very soft plastic?

(6) Has any incident of explosion of a
plastic kerosene container ever been
reported to the department responsible
for these regulations'?

(7) Is he aiware of any incident that has
caused a Fire to take place due to the
leaking of kerosene from any plastic
container?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) The tests specified in the Australian

Standards 1936-1976 may be carried
out by a certified testing authority, etc.
a N.A.T.A registered laboratory, and
presented to the Chief Inspector of
Explosives for approval in accordance
with Clause 126(1) of the Flammable
Liquid Regulations.

(5) Yes.
(6) No.
(7) No.

MINING

Aramnac Nomninees Ply, Ltd.

1574. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
M ines:

(1) Was a mining notice placed in the South
Western Times on 28 July 1981 relevant
to an application for a coal mining lease
(76) by Aramac Nominees Ply. Lcd?

(2) If' -Yes-, what were the dates for the
lodgement of objections?

(3) Was a similar advertisement placed in
any other newspaper, and if so, on what
dates'?

MrT P. V. JO NES repl ied:
(1) £ a m advised that a number of

applications for coal mining leases by
Aramac Nominees Pty. Ltd. were
advertised in the South West Timeis on
28 July. 1981.

(2) The closing dates for lodging objections
were as follows:-
Coal Mining Leases

70/10027 to 70/10036.-10.5.8l1.
70/10403 to 70/10418-13.6,8 1.
70/10616 to 70/10637- L.6.8 1.
70/ 11312 to 70/11355-1 1.7.8 1.

(3) Not to my knowledge.
I would point out for the information of
the member that, on the occasion
an application is advertised after the
date for lodging objections has closed,
the period for lodging objections can be
extended upon request Of the applicant
and the applications re-advertised.
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PORT: GEOGRAPHE BAY

Public Works Depart ment: Report

1575. Mr SK(IDMORE, to the Minister for
Works:

Would he table a copy of the final
report. Geographe Bay Fishing boat
harbour investigations, by the
engineering division of the Public Works
Department of Western Australia, No.
CIS 81I/1 dated January 198 1?

Mr M ENSAROS replied:

Yes. The report has been tabled today.

FISHERIES

Ocographe Bay

1576. Mr SKIDMORE. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

(1) Has any cost benefit analysis been made
on the viability of the proposed fishing
development in the Geographe Bay
area?

(2) What agreements exist between the
Federal and State Governments relevant
to fishing within the 200-mile zone of
Western Australian waters by Russia.
Japan or Taiwan'?

(3) What types of fish are caught per year
and do reports reveal that the supply can
stand up to intensive fishing?

(4) Could the Minister give the reasons that
would explain the apparent failure of' the
Albany co-operative fishery?

M r O'CON NOR replied:

(1) The estimated costs are set out in the
January 1981 report of the Public
Works Department on the Geographe
Bay Fishing Boat Harbour
Investigations. This report, which
includes a general statement on the
benefits to be derived from the
construction of a harbour, has been
distributed to the fishing industry which
has a responsibility to provide further
inforniation on the extent to which a
fishing boat harbour would assist
development if a decision was taken to
proceed with construction.

(2) No formal agreements, but the Federal
Government consults with the State
Governments in relation to the
preparation of international Fisheries
agreements.

(3) The agreement with Japan relates to
the capture of tuna by means of long
lines. The agreement with Taiwanese
fishing interests relates to the capture of
bottom living species by means of pair
trawlers and mid-water species by
means of gill nets- There is no Fisheries
agreement between Australia and
Russia. Included in the agreements.
which are on an annual basis, are
measures to ensure rational use of the
resource.

(4) Not known.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEES

Details

1577. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:

(I) Would he provide a list of all businesses
and industry in general of the financial
assistance given by way of guarantees
and other means of support by his
Government since taking office in 1974?

(2) If not, why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) A great deal of work would be

required to obtain this information and I
am not prepared to have officers' time
taken up on such a lengthy task.
If, however, the Hon. Member would
specify in which areas of assistance to
business he is interested, I will
endeavour to obtain details for him.

RAILWAYS

Freight Line: Beckenham

1578. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is he aware that trains using the
standard guage railway line to carry iron
ore and wheat to Frematle are held on
a crossing loop line in Beckenham. to
await a signal clearance?

(2) If "Yes", is he also aware the crossing
loop line is directly opposite Gravity
Street. Beckenham, which is densely
populated'?
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(3) As this line is extcnsivcly used during
the evening, does he rcalise thc trains
engines aire left running whilst waiting
for signal clearance, causing much
discomfort to residcnts trying to sleep?!

(4) In view of this discomfort being caused
to residents as a result of this situation.
will he endeavour to have the signal and
crossing loop line shifted to a more
appropriate position, away from the
residential area?!

(5) I f not, why not'!
Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I) to (5) 1 am advised that a problem does

exist with the narrow guage trains which
use this line at Beckenham.
To reduce the problem Westrail is
making alterations to signalling to
minimise the number of trains that are
presently required to be stopped at the
signal adjacent to Gravity Street.

LOCA L GOV ER N MENT: RATES

Levy

1579. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(I) In view of the Government's ruts to all
its departments and instrumentalities,
will she consider amending the Local
Government Act or regulations to
drastically cut the three per cent taken
from rates collected for entertainment
and other purposes'?

(2) If not, why not"
M rs C RAIG6 repl ied:

(t) and (2) The member has misunderstood
the legislation. There is no provision for
three per cent of rates to be set. aside for
entertainment and other purposes. In
any ease, local government expenditure
on entertainment would be much less
than three per cent of rate receipts.

WATER RESOURCES. IRRIGATION

Ord R iver: Suga r Ca ne

I1i80. M r B3ATFM AN. to t he Premier:

InI ViCk Of aIn announcement made by
him in The W~cs Australian dated 30
Juls 1981. that a S200 million sugar
Cane project 'las likely to get the go-

ahead before the end of this year in the
Ord, would he advise from what source
would this $200 million come, bearing in
mind that over $200 million has already
been spent in the Ord with little or no
result?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Joint Review of the Ord River
Scheme (1979) reported total outlays on
the Project to 1978 as $97.3 million,
which included cost of services and
infrastructure not directly related to the
irrigation scheme. I suggest that the
Member visit Kununurra to see what
has been achieved with such a relatively
small outlay over a twenty year period,
to see the substantial capital works, the
area under crop, the variety of crops
being produced and to talk to the
farmers who are confidently investing in
the area.
The cost of a sugar cane industry will
depend on its size, structure and timing.
The 5200 million is an indicative figure
which would include in approximate
terms:

Farm capital
Harvesting and transport
Factory
Storage
Housing
Town land developnment
Community facilities
Roads
Channels and drains

25

80
20
20
to
10
9

16

$200 million

Private capital would
production and processing
infrastructure would be
between the processor
Government.

fund the
sectors and

negotiated
and the

MINING: GOLD

Sitr Battery: Charges

1581. Mr I. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Mines:

With reference to question 1511 of 1981
relevant to gold. and in view of the
current gold price, will he-
(a) review State Battery charges

immediately and relate them to the
gold price averaged on past three
mionths basis:

(b) if mul. A~hNx not'?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:

( a)
(b)

No.
Because the present charges are
related to the average gold price
over the previous financial year.

WORK ERS' COM PENSATION

Adtvcri%emcn: Coast

1582. Mr I)AVIIZS. to the Minister for Labour
and Industrv:

(I) Further to question 1528 of 1981
concerning a full page advertisenient
which appeared on Wednesday. 12
August 1981 in The West Australian
will he advise whether the advertisement
was; prepared by departmental officers
or a public relations firm?

(2) If it was prepared by a public relations
firm, who was the firm and what was
the cost of production'!

Mir O'CON NOR replied:

(I) The advertisement was prepared in my
office and was based on material
provided by departmental officers.

(2) Advice on presentation was obtained
from W. W. Mitchell and Associates
who provided that service without
additional charge as part of their
contract with the Government.

1-1 [A [TI1-

Irrabecrna Ccntre

1583. Mr HOD)GE. to the Minister for Health:

17 Further to question 1434 of 1981
relating to Irrabeena centre, were the
architects who designed the Irrabeena
centre made aware of the purpose for
which the building was to be used?!

(21 If the architects were fully briefed on
the nature oF the work performed in the
building and they failed to provide for
the necessary soundproofing. why has
the Government failed to take
appropriate action against them to
recover the additional cost now being
incurred'!

Mr YOUNG replied:
0)I Yes.

(2) On the basis oF the brief provided, the
architects made provision for normal
office soundprooflng.
When the building was occupied, the
level of the soundproofing was
insufficient For professional interviewing
of clients and families and required
corrective measures.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fees: Guidelines

1584. Mr I-ODGE. to the Minister for Health:

Further to question 1442 of 1981
relating to hospital Fees, do potentials
FOr unfairness and inconsistencies exist
in decisions on whether hospital fees will
be waived or reduced if hospital
administrators do not have some form of
standard guidelines on this matter?

Mr YOUNG replied:
No. Each ease will be considered on its
merits, depending on the ability oF the
patient to pay for services rendered.

HEALTH: DISABLED PERSONS

Assistance Schemec

1585. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that the Commonwealth
Government recently decided to provide
$57 000 for the Western Australian
Government to distribute to individuals
and organisations working for the
disabled?

(2) Can he provide details of how the
scheme will be administered and how
and when disabled people may go about
claiming some assistance under the new
scheme'?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) it is presumed that the Hon. Member

refers to the $57 000 made available by
the Commonwealth last financial year as
an advance against the operations of the
Commonwealth's Programme of Aids
for Disabled People Scheme.

(2) The Programme of Aids for Disabled
People Scheme will be administered
t hrough public hospitals. Eligible
persons requiring assistance should
Contact their own local doctor, who has
full details oF the procedures involved.
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HEALTH: INSURANCE

Care Card: Unemployed People

1586. Mr I-ODGE. to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware that the health care card to
be issued by the Department of Social
Security to the unemployed will not be
backdated to the time of application but
will only be current from the date of the
first unemployment benefit cheque?

(2) Will he give an undertaking that all
people such as school leavers, people just
released from hospital or prison or
people who may have lost their
unemployment benefit continuity will be
given free health cover during the seven
day period (at least) that they are
ineligible Fo r the Social Security
Department cover?

(3) If an unemployed person has his
unemnploymnrt benefit cancelled by the
Commonwealth for sonic reason will the
State provide free health care cover
during the period it takes to appeal and
have the benefit restored?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) The health care card issued by the

Department of Social Security will cover
the period from the commencement of
unemployment benefits.

(2) To cover this period, people may apply
to the Department of Social Security for
a health care card ats a low income
earner and, if approved, they would
receive free hospital treatment. In any
event, such people need only explain
their financial circumstances to the
hospital administration and prompt
consideration would be given to waiving
or reducing the hospital account.

(3) Sec answer to (2).

HEALTH

Medical Board or' Western Australia and Medical
Defence Council

1587. Mr HODGE. to the Minister for Health:

(1) H-as he received my letter of 28 May
concerning the Medical Board of
Western Australia and the medical
defence council?!

(2) if he did receive the letter referred to
above, will he advise if, and when, he
intends replying to it'?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) The matter raised in the letter

referred to by the member was a very
important one and, following receipt of a
reply from the Medical Board of
Western Australia to my request for
their comments upon it, I have been in
consultation on a number of occasions
with the Commissioner of Public
Health.
There are still matters pertaining to the
member's query which I have not settled
in my mind, but I hope to give him a
reply in the near future.

HEALTH: WOMEN'S REFUGE
CENTRES

Funding

1588. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) What is the total amount of funds the
Government will be making available
during the next 12 months for womerfs
refuges'?

(2) Is it a fact that the women's refuge
groups of WA wrote to him on 6 August
and complained that recent discussions
held on new funding guidelines, with his
department, Were unsatisfactory and
that they were presented with a set of
non-negotiable guidelines?

(3) Is it a fact that the Government is not
prepared to increase total funding for
women's refuges?

(4) Is it a fact that if no increase in funding
is provided, in fact, because of inflation,
there will be less money for women's
refuges in the future than there has been
in the past?

(5) Is it a fact that if new women's refuges
open, the funds for their operation will
be taken from funds available for ihe
existing refuges?

(6) Does the Government consider that
there are adequate numbers of women's
refuges presently available to meet the
community's needs?

(7) Where does he recommend women and
children in need of refuge
accommodation should go if they are
unable to be accommodated in present
women's refuges?

(8) Is it a fact that the new funding formula
for refuges could mean that many refuge
workers will be paid below the minimum
weekly wage of $148.50?
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(9) Is it at fact that the women's refuge
group of WA advised him in writing on
6 August that some refuges arc refusing
referrals from all Government
institutions, for one month from I
August in protest against the
depart nrt's guidelines?!

(10) If he was advised of the protest
mentioned in (9). is he proposing to
take any action to try and settle the
dispute over funding guidelines?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) The fund., available for women's refuges

will not be known until the Budget is
brought down.

(2) A letter %as received from the Women's
Refuge Group of Wesiern Australia.

(3) Answ~ered by (I).
(4) An) answer would be speculative.
(5) Each case would be. considered on its

merits with the funds available at the
time.

(6) The Government considers that most
urgent needs can be met by existing
services.

(7) Community Welfare Departmept.
(8) This is not known. The funding formula

is based on the finance made available in
the Budget.

(9) Yes.
(10) Yes. Refuges who indicate they arc

refusing referrals on the grounds stated
w~ill cease 1o receive Government
support.

HIEAL.TH: SAL.MONELLA OUTBREAK

I ood: La belling

1589. M~r HIODGE. to the Minister for Health:

IIs it at fact that the National Health and
Medical Research Council made
recommendat(ions, some years ago to the
State (iovernment regarding legislation
to provide for coding or other means of
identify ing production lots and factories
that produce processed foods'?

(2) Is it at fact thai the effects of the recent
outbreak of salmonella poisoning could
ha'e been reduced considerably if
legislation existed to require that food
labels or packaging be embossed or
otherwisRe permamnent ly marked in code
to identify the producing factory and the
production lot involved?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) No. Legislation does exist and becomes

effective on 16 November. 1981.
Unfortunately, "lot identification" will
not prevent food contamination but will
greatly assist in recall procedures.

HOUSING: BALGA

Town House Complex

1590. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

In view of the fact that he advised me in
writing on 7 May 1981 that the State
Housing Commission would install
security lighting in the car park of the
town house complex at 8 Markham
Way. Balga, and that these lights were
placed in position as long as five weeks
ago. when are these lights to be
connected to the power supply?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
Connection to the power supply has been
delayed due to technical difficulties.
The problems have now been resolved
and it is expected that the project will be
completed very soon.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Supermarkets: Electronic Checkout Systemns
1591. Mr WILSON. to the Minister for

Consumer Affairs:

(1) Is his department concerned about the
effects of new electronic checkout
systems associated with the Australian
product number system being introduced
into supermarkets?

(2) Is it a fact that with the introduction of
this system, individual price marking of
goods will cease'?

(3) Is it also a fact that under this system,
goods will simply carry a special striped
code which can only be read by a
computer?

(4) In v iew of the possibility of price
manipulation to the disadvantage of
Western Australian consumers under
this system. what action, if any, does the
Government intend to take to protect
consumers from such manipulation?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:
(1) No.
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(2)
(4)

and (3) Not necessarily.
The matter has been a standing item on
the agenda for meetings of the Standing
Committee of Ministers for Consumer
Affairs since the systems were first
mooted. Ministers have given to the
retail groups involved a set of conditions
to be met so that price manipulation can
be prevented. If the conditions are not
met voluntarily uniform legislation will
be considered.

POLICE

Mr Zdzisln w Prasa lowski

1592. Mr W ILSON. to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

(1) Why has the compensation ordered to be
paid to Mr Z. Prasalowski by the
District Court of 28 May 1981 under
the provisions of the Criminal Injuries
(Compensation) Act for injuries
incurred in an assault by an ex-police
officer in 1978, not yet been paid?

(2) When may Mr Prasalowski expect to
receive payment of this compensation?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Although the order of the District Court

was made on 28 May, 1981, the Under
Secretary for Law received the request
for payment from Mr Prasalowskr's
solicitors only three weeks ago. Under
the Criminal Injuries (Compensation)
Act he is required to prepare and submit
a statement to the Treasurer. This has
been done.

(2) Payment depends upon the Treasurer's
consideration and decision in respect of
the application.

1593. This question was pastponed.

DAIRYING: MILK

Batilies

1594. Mr EVANS. to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(I ) Is it a fact that one milk processing
company proposes to discontinue selling
milk in bottles and, if so. from when?

(2) lf**Ycs'-

(a) what is the reason fo r the
discontinuance of the use of bottles;

(b) what is the difference in the cost of
packaging a litre carton of milk
and a litre bottle?

(3) Is it expected that the use of bottles will
be terminated completely?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) I am not aware of any proposal

by either milk processing company to
discontinue producing milk in bottles for
the Perth metropolitan area.

(3) The proportion of milk sold in bottles is
decreasing but it is expected that this
form of packaging will be continued for
the Perth metropolitan area for as long
as there is an appreciable demand.

FRUIT

Fruit-fly Baiting Scheme

1595. Mr EVANS, to the Minister far
Agriculture:

How many people need to approach the
Minister to obtain a poll for the purpose
of terminating a fruit-fly baiting
scheme?

Mr OLD replied:
Under existing legislation the number is
10% of those who would be entitled to
vote in such a poll, with voting
entitlement laid down by Section 12B
(2).
Under proposed legislation the number
is still 10% of those entitled to vote with
the voting criteria being those persons
listed as occupiers of orchards by the
Baiting Scheme Committee records as
provided for by Section 1 2C (1) (db).

LAND: ADVERTISING

Foreign Mafrkets

1596. Mr EVANS, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the advertising
of land in Western Australia for sale by
local companies in the Middle East and
South-East Asian countries by postcards
and brochures?

(2) If "Yes", to what extent has this
practice developed in 1981 and how
many Western Australian Firms have
engaged in such advertising?
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(3) If "No-. will the Minister have inquiries
made and report to the Parliament on
the extent of this advertising?

Mrs CRAIG6 replied:
(1) to (3) The Minister for Lands is charged

with the administration of the Land Act
1933-1980 and of the Department of
Lands and Surveys.
The Department arranges the release of
Crown land under the provisions of the
Land Act hut does not advertise such
Crown land releases in the matiner
mentioned by the Hon. Member.
Pastoral leases may be advertised by the
lessee following permission being given
to offer the lease for sale but the
Department would not be in a position
to police the method of advertising
utilised. However, any transfer of the
lease would be subject to ministerial
approval and current transfer policy
desires a 50% Australian equity to be
cstablished.
No record is kept by the Department of
advertisements or method of
advertisement that may be adopted in
respect of the sale of freehold land
throughout the State.

VETERINARY PREPARATIONS AND
ANIMAL FEEDING STUFFS

AMENDMENT BILL

Feeding Stuffs: Qua lity and Labelling

1597. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Under what Acts will the quality and
labelling of feeding stuffs for dogs, cats,
pet fish, and pet birds be covered
following the passage of the proposed
amendment to the Veterinary
Preparations and Animal Feeding Stuffs
Amendment Bill which is currently
before the Legislative Assembly?

Mr OLD replied:
There is no legislation which requires a
manufacturer to state the quality of a
pet food on the label. However, truth in
labelling is covered by the Trade
Descriptions and False Advertisements
Act, administered by the Consumer
Affairs Bureau. My understanding is
that this Act requires that the content of
a product, including pet food, is as
described on the label.

The Food Hygiene Regulations under
the Health Act have specific
requirements for pet food which must be
labelled "Pet Food" or "Pet Meat" or
"Unfit for Human Consumption" in
prescribed lettering.
A Code of Practice agreed to by all
States and the Commonwealth operates
on the production of pet food in
meatworks or pet food establishments,
and defines the type and quality of
unprocessed meat to be used.
The Food Hygiene Regulations and the
Code of Practice on the production of
pet food are administered by the
Department of Health and Medical
Services.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Street Lighting

1598. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

(1) Is he aware that some local authorities
in an effort to economise are requesting
an earlier turn off of street lighting in
Perth suburbs?

(2) Why has the State Energy Commission
seemingly shown a lack of sympathy for
this procedure, as surely any consumer
who wants to economnise by using less
electricity is entitled to take such
action?

(3) Have local authorities who desire this
economy been discouraged by the State
Energy Commission by the suggestion
that tariff rates would have to be
increascd, to meet the State Energy
Commission's shortfall in revenue?

(4) Could a system of highways only being
lighted after midnight be introduced to
help councils cut back on expenses?

(5) Is he aware that the City of Canning is
faced with a street lighting budget of
approximately $240 000 as a result of
the recent 16 per cent increase in
tariffs?

Mr

(1)

P. V. JON ES replied:

The City of Canning has made a verbal
approach to the State Energy
Commission inquiring about the
possibilities of having street lights within
its municipal boundaries switched off at
midnight, instead of 1. 15 am..
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(2) The Ste Energy Commission has not
recently received any formal written
request frota the local councils to have
street lights in Perth suburbs switched
off earlier than 1. 15 a~nm.

(3) No.
(4I) Such a system could be considered.

H-owever. it would involve considerable
work and expenditure on additional
control citcuits and installations
throughout the metropolitan area. The
extra costs involved would have to be
recouped in the tariff charged.

(5) No.

H-OUSING

Evictions

1599. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) I-ow many-

(at) white Australian,
(b) black Australian,
Statte Housing Commission tenants have
been cviced in each of the past 12
mionths?

(2) In how many cases were tenants evicted
and then permitted to re-occupy the
same premises under a new tenancy
agreemnt ?

Mr LAURA NCE replied:

(I) A tiotal of 34 evictions of tenants for
non-payment or' rent were carried out by
the State Housing Commission between
I1S1 J Uly. 1980 and 30th J une, 198 1.

July. 1980
August
September
October
November
D~ecemnber
.P1aniuary 1981
February
March
April
May
June

Non-
Aboriginal

2

3

Abo~ginat

2
3
3

2

3
6
2

- 2

11 23

(2) One.

WATER RESOURCES
Consumers and Charges

1600. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) How many-

(a) domestic;
(b) commercial/industrial;

consumers of' water arc there in-

(i) the metropolitan area;
(ii) outside the metropolitan areia?

(2) (a) In Category (1)(b), what is the
greatest allowance provided to an
individual consumer',

(b) in category (1) (b), how many
consumers exceed their allowance;

(c) in category (1) (b), how is the
consumer's allIowa ne calculated'?

(3) IHow many consumers are provided with
water outside the normal charging
system referred to above?

(4) What is the name oF the consumer in
each ease and how much water is
provided to each?

(5) How is the cost to the consumer
calculated'?

(6) What amoun t did each of these
consumers pay in the 1980-8I charging
period'?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
This question is answered in two separate
parts:,
(i) Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage

and Drainage Board;
(i i) Country Area Water Supplies controlled

by the Public Works Department.
(i) Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage

and Drainage Board:
(1) (a) 302 498 Residential Units as at

1.7.81
(b) 27 478 Rateable Assessments as at

11.7.81
(2) (a) and (c)-1 kilolitre for every 28

cents of water rate charged.
(b) Information not readily available.

(3) Nil other than the residential units.
(4) to (6) Not applicable.

(i i) Country Area Water Supplies controlled
by the Public Works Department.

(1) (a) Domestic-70 830 as at June 30,
1980

(b) Comimercial/ Industrial-7 889 as
at June 30, 1980.
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(2) (a) No properties of any category
receive allowances in schemes
controlled by the Public Works
Department.

(b) Not applicable.
(c) Not applicable.

(3)
As at June 30.

1930

Fitrmia nds
Special Agreement
Gencral Purpose
Mining
Shipping, Stoekwater

RitilwaLys
Co-operaiive Bulk

1landling
Stand pipe
Ma~rket Gardcn/

I rrigat ion

TOTA L

3 327
53

3 766
91

2 692

174
365

150

10618

(4) Due to the large numbers involved, this
information is not readily available.

(5) Charges to consumers are in accordance
with the Country Areas Water Supply
By-Laws which are published annually
in the Government Gazette and, in the
case of special agreement services, with
the terms of the relevant agreement.

(6) Due to the large numbers involved, this
information is not readily available.

PRISONS: DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS

PromotionalI System

1601. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Chief
Secretary:

(1) Did the Department of Corrections
introduce a new promotional system in
the past year?

(2) If "Yes", when was it introduced, where
did it originate, and how did it work?

(3) What cost was involved in the
implementation of the scheme?

(4) Is the scheme still in operation?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No. The Department has however

introduced a new training scheme for
public servants who hold the substantive
rank of chief officer to better equip
them for future promotion to the rank of
superintendent.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

HOUSING

Funds: Commonwealti-Siate Agreement

1602. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

In terms of Lhe State Housing
Commission's ability to satisfy the
demands upon it, what will be the effect
of the cutback in funds under the
new Commonwealth-State housing
agreement?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

The commission's overall programme
for 1981-82 cannot be finally
determined until both Commonwealth
and State loan allocations for housing
have been decided.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Assistance

1603. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many Aboriginal applicants sought
State Housing Commission help in each
o r t he pa s 12 montlrO?

(2) How many Aboriginal applicants are
presently seeking Commission
accommodation?

(3) How many applicants have outstanding
arrears of rent or tenants liability which
is rendering him ineligible to be assisted
at present?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) Aboriginal housing applications received
on a state-wide basis by the State
Housing Commission were:-

July 1980
August
September
October
November
December
January 1981
February
March
April
May

116
83
72

106
86
74
45
88

124
108
102

June 62
(2) 737 Aboriginal housing applications

current.
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(3) rhe information sought is not kept but
the State Housing Commission normally
requires an applicant who has been a
previous tenant to cicar any debt from
that tenancy before accepting another
application for housing assistance. It
does however, take into consideration
special circumstances and will accept a
reasonable arrangement to clear the
debt by part payment and ongoing
weekly instalments.

HOUSING: BUILDING SOCIETIES
Comnmonwcalth Funds: Low Interest

1604. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many staff are employed in the

office of the Registrar of Building
Societies'!

(2) What is the designation of each?
(3) How many organisations received low

interest Commonwealth funds for
dispersal to home buyers in the past
year0

(4) Which organisations were they, and how
much did each receive?

(5) What. steps are taken to ensure each
organisation adheres to acommon policy
in the dispersal of funds?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) and (2) The staff establishment of the

Registry of Building Societies is:-
Registrar
Deputy Registrar
Senior Inspector
Inspector
Clerk
Typist

(3) and (4) In 1980/81 a total of $10
million was allocated from the Home
Purchase Assistance Account to:-
Terminating building societies groups
managed by-

S. J. Brown
K. E. Holien
P. F. Cook
M. E. Bonney
L. J. Richards
C. F. Gooch
A. W. Ferguson
R. W. Clohessy
K. C. Cocker

Sub-Total

S
I 634 000
1 544 000
1090000

863 000
726000
545 000
545 000
363 000
272000

7 582 000

State Housing Commission
Rural Housing Authority
1979 Subsidy Scheme
(Permanents)

Total

1 568000
500000

350000

SI10000000

(5) Each organisation is advised of the
terms and conditions applicable to
Home Purchase Assistance loans at time
of allocation, and periodical inspections
made by Registry Staff ensure that the
terms and conditions are being met. Al
loan applications are forwarded to the
Registry and are checked to ensure the
lending criteria is being met prior to
final approval being given.

HOUSING: STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION
Management Fee

1605. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many people are obliged to pay
the State Housing Commission's
management fee?

(2) How many-

(a) are up to date with their payments;
(b) have paid part of the Fee;
(c) have paid none of the fee?

(3) What action is planned against those
who have paid none, or less than the full
amount, of the fee?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) 9 197.

(2) (a) 5 564;
(b) 3 305;
(c) 328.

(3) The borrowers in arrears of payments
are sent out arrears advice and no other
action is planned at present other than
to withhold title at the time of discharge
of the debt until the arrears of the fee
are cleared.

HEALTH
Quo Vadis Centre

1606. Mr H-ODGE, to the Miiister for Health:

(1) Will he confirm that Government
employees at Quo Vadis Centre are to
be retrenched'!
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(2) If so. when are the employees to be
informed of their future and what plans
have been made for finding other
suitable employment for them?!

Mr YOUNG replied:
(I) There will be adjustment of the

programlme at QUO Vadis and this will
result in some reduction of staff,

(2) As has been mnade clear 10 them, the
employees will be informed as soon as
final decisions are made, but this cannot
occur until the financial situation is
clarified. Discussions are in progress
with the Public Service Board and other
Government departments in respect of
ways and means of finding alternative
emiployment.

WATER RESOURCES:
METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD

Reorganisalion

1607. Mr H-A RMAN. to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(I) Is it intended to alter the structure of

the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage and Drainage Board to some
type or commission similar to the State
Energy Commission and Westrail?

(2) If not, a re any other changes
contemplated?!

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) and (2) New legislation for the

Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage
and Drainage Board is being prepared
a nd will contain provisions as to the
structure of the reorganised
instrumentality.

STATE FINANCE:
BORROWINGS PROGRAMME

lnfrasirucivre: Interest Rate

1608. Mr HARMAN, to the Treasurer:

Adverting to question without notice
326 of 1981 concerning the. trade credit
of $38.6 million arranged with the Long
Term Credit Bank of Japan and given
the variations of the 1110Ok rate of
interest, can he tell me the specific
interest rate upon which this trade credit
was obtained?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
LIBOR or the London Interbank
Offered Rate is a variable interest rate
quoted daily on the London Interbank
Euro-currency Market.
Under the terms of this trade credit
facility the LI BOR applicable to each
drawdown and for each subsequent
rollover period will depend upon market
rates at the time. It is therefore not
possible to specify an interest rate to
apply over the life Of the facility.

LAND: HAMPTON GOLD
MINING AREAS LTD.

Land Tax and Royalties

1609. Mr HARMAN, to the Treasurer:

How much money in terms of-
(a) land tax; and
(b) royalties,
has been paid to the Government by
Hampton Gold Mining Areas Ltd. for
each year since 1976 in respect of land
that company holds near Kalgoorlie?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(a) The confidentiality provisions of the

Land Tax Assessment Act preclude the
affairs of a particular taxpayer from
being divulged.

(b) Nil1.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Nort h- West She/f. Pipeline

1610. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

Given the conflicting media reports
concerning the commitment by Alcoa of
Australia Ltd. to the North-West Shelf
gas pipeline project, can he advise the
precise details of the formula for
payments in respect of-

(a) contruction costs: and
(b) Operating costs;
to be made by Alcoa?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(a) and (b) Under the terms of the
memorandum of understanding between
Alcoa of Australia and the State Energy
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Commission, for the supply of gas Cram
the North -West Shelf, Alcoa is not
required to contribute capital to the cost
of construction of the pipeline, but the
gas pricing arrangement will ensure
complete recovery of the full costs of
supply and pipeline transportation of the
gas quantity contracted to Alcoa.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North-Wesi Sheif- Royalties

1611. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Resources Development:

(I ) Whatt will be the basis to calculate
royalty payments by the North-West
Shelf partners to the State Government?

(2) Whatt is the estimate of royalty
payments for-
(at) 1986:
(b) 1987:
(c) 1988;
(d) 1989: and
(e) 1990*?

M r P. V. JONES replied:

(I) The calculation of royalty payments by
North-West Shelf partners to the State
Government will be based on the royalty
provisions oft the Petroleum (Submerged
Lands) Act. Royalty has been
determined at the maximum level of
1 2'/12% of the well-head value of the
petroleum.

(2) (a) to (e) At this stage the well-head
value of the petroleum has not been
assessed, and royalty payment estimates
for the period 1986 to 1990 are not
available.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Norl h- West Shelf: Potential Customers
1612. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Fuel

and Energy:

(1) IHas the State Energy Commission
undertaken a survey of those industries
in Western Australia who could use
North-West Shelf gas given the unique
pricing scheme; and if so. what is the
number and total estimated volume to
be so used?!

(2) Of those industries including present
users of Dongara gas, how many have
Firmly indicated a switch to North-West
Shelf gas and what volume would be
required?

(3) Of those industries that are using coal or
could convert to coal, how many have
agreed to use gas and what volume is
required?

(4) Of those industries that are using oil,
how many have agreed to use gas and
what volume is required?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) to (4) The State Energy Commission
has maintained a continuous review of
the market for North-West Shelf gas in
the State. The details cannot be
provided as they are based on
information supplied by industry on a
commercial confidential basis.

STATE FINANCE

Short-term Invesiments

1613. Mr MePHARLIN, to the Treasurer:

(1) What funds are available to the
Treasury to invest each year on the
short-term money market?

(2) Are all available moneys lumped
together and invested at the prevailing
rate of interest?

(3) Has available money in the skeleton
weed fund been invested since its
inception?

(4) If this has not occurred, what is the
reason?

(5) At what period of the year are the
invested moneys and the interest earned
averaged?

(6) Is the interest divided between the
various funds proportionately?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) Funds available to invest on the short
term money market are the cash
balances in the Public Account not
immediately needed to meet
commitments in accordance with a cash
flow projection.

(2) Yes, to the extent that funds are
considered to be available for
investment.

(3) No.
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(4) Balances in the skeleton weed
eradication fund have participated in the
investment pool since August 1980
following a request from the trustees of'
the fund on 6 August. 1980 that
Treasury invest balances in the fund on
the short-term money market. Prior to
that date, no instructions as to
investment oF the funds had been
received from the trustees and the funds
had been held available on call.

(5) The earning rate is averaged over the
whale year and interest credited to-each
account at thc end of the year.

(6) Yes.

WATER RESOURCES

Aga ion
1614. Mr MePHARLIN, to the Minister for

Watter Resources:

(1) What progress has been made towards
the funding of the proposed Agaton
water supply project'?

(2) Although recent rains have alleviated
the water supply problem in the area
concerned, will the Government
continue to give the project the highest
priority'!

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(I) Funding has been deferred pending the
completion of a cost benefit study
required by the Commonwealth
Government. That study has recently
been completed and is currently being
considered by the State Government.

(2) As referred to in (1), this matter is
currenty under consideration by the
Government.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

A ustralian Iron and Steel Piy. Ltd

1615. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Premier:

(1) With respect to his visit in July to
Australian Iron and Steel, Kwinana, to
inspect the completion of a work
programme on the blast furnace, was he
advised when the blast furnace will
come into production?

(2) If --Yes", will he detail?
(3) If "No" to (1), will he inquire and

inform the House'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(I)

(2)
(3)

During the visit of inspection to
Australian Iron and Steel, Kwiriana,
referred to in the question, the company
reported on the difficult market
situation facing pig iron on a world-wide
basis and the difficulties caused by
increasing operating cdsts.
Since that meeting, the company has
been actively pursuing markets for pig
iron overseas.
Not applicable.
The situation is being closely monitored,
and the company and the Government
arc involved in regular consultation on
the matter, with a view to achieving as
early a start-up of the blast furnace as
possible.

FISH ER IES

Rock Lobster: Licences

1616. Mr CARR. to the Minister representing
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Can the Minister issue new rock lobster

fishing licenees?
(2) Since the introduction of the limited

entry concept to the rock lobster
industry-
(a) how many new licences have been

issued;
(b) when was each issued;
(c) what were the specific grounds

justifying each new licence'?
Mr O'CON NOR replied:
(1) Under the current notice issued under

section 32 of the Fisheries Act the
number of rock lobster fishing licenses is
restricted to t hose i n existence i n
October 1975.

(2) (a) None.
(b) See (a).
(c) See (a).-

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATION

Geraldton

1617. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Education:

(1) With reference to the location of the
Geraldton Regional Office following the
expiry of the present lease, is the
department still proposing to move the
office to a site in Bluff Point?
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(2) If -Yes---

(a) are new buildings to be constructed
or arc transportable buildings to be
used;

(b) what is the cost of . the proposed
relocation;

(c) how docs the department justify
deliberately locating the resources
of the regional education off'ice so
far from the resources of the
Community Education Centre,
when both are services to teachers'?

(3) Has the department considered the
option of renegotiating its lease with
the Community Education Centre, with
the addition of transportable buildings?

(4) If "Yes", what is the likely cost?
(5) If "No", why not?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(I) to (5) The future of the Geraldton

Regional Education Office has not yet
been determined.

HEALTH: DENTAL

Therapy Centres: Schools

1618. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Can he give an undertaking that funding
for dental health clinics attached to
primary schools will be maintained at a
level sufficient to guarantee existing
staff numbers and services in 1982?

(2) If "No", is this because the operation of
such clinics could be affected by
proposed budget Cuts?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I)
(2)

No.
The funds available for health services
general 'ly will not be known until the
budget is brought down. At this stage I
have no reason to believe that funding
for dental health clinics in primary
schools will not be maintained at a level
sufficient to guarantee existing staff
numbers and services in 1982.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Advisory Star[' Appointments

1619. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(I) Can he confirm that advisory staff who
have been appointed to schools since the
moratorium between the Government

and the Teachers' Union was declared,
have been appointed to schools where
vacancies will not occur until third
term?

(2) If "Yes", does this indicate that these
teachers are presently not holding
teaching positions in the schools to
which they have been assigned?

(3) How many teachers are involved, and to
which schools have they been appointed?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Two teachers who were appointed to
teaching posts from support services as
part of the initial allocations to
vacancies in schools were later
withdrawn from their first posts in an
attempt to negotiate with the Teachers'
Union. It was clearly understood that
they would be placed in other school
vacancies. They have been appointed to
schools as additional staff to take up
vacancies at the beginning of Term 3 in
their areas of expertise.

(2) The teachers arc holding teaching
positions to which duties are assigned by
the principal of the school. There is the
opportunity for the teachers' expertise to
be used with enrichment and remedial
groups and for relief.

(3) Two teachers are involved. South
Fremantle Senior High School and
Lesmurdie High School.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

EDUCATION
Technical and Further Education

Advisory Council

373. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

My question concerns the Technical and
Further Education Advisory Council
and refers to question 1549 which he
answered yesterday and to an earlier
question also. It is as follows-

(1) in view of the fact
Technical and Further
Advisory Council has

that the
Education
met only
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twice this year; has not met since 20
March 1981: has no future
meetings scheduled: has lost its
chairman during the year; has no
chairman at the present time: has,
in all, three vacancies on the
committee; and has lost another
senior member during the year. is it
not a fact that the committee has
apparently become redundant?

(2) If not, what is proposed to make it
active and effective'?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(I) and (2) for a long time it has been felt

this committee has reached the stage
where it is redundant. The Technical
E-ducation Division finds a great deal of
its time is taken up explaining to the
committee what is actually happening
within the diviston. We have approached
a member of the WA Confederation of
Industry to act as chairman of the
committee. Unfortunately, immediately
after we approached him, he went
overseas and he has been away for some
considerable time. We are waiting For
him to return before we make a decision.

INTEREST RATES; HOUSING

Alternatives

374. Mr BLATKIE. to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:
(I) Has he seen reports attributed to

building society leaders that new home
buyers should rent homes and not build
or purchase new homes'?

(2) Has he been able to ascertain whether
the reports are substantially correct?

(3) What is his attitude towards this advice?

(4) In view of the steep increases in interest
rates, brought about by the Federal
Government, what action can the State
Govcrnemnt take to assist home
purchasers and the building industry to
ensure that the Australian hope of home
ownership is not lost totally?!

Mr LAURA NCE replied:
I thank the member for some brief
notice of the question the answer to
which is as follows-
(1) Yes.

(2) I believe the reports are
substantially correct.

(3) 1 am disappointed and concerned at
the attitude which has been
expressed by these two major
building societies. Both leaders have
stressed that the benefits of renting
may be short term only and have
advised people who are
contemplating purchasing that they
may be better off in the immediate
future and only in the short term to
rent rather than buy. That concerns
mc, because the tenancy vacancy
rate in Perth htas dropped
s ubs ta n t iallIy i n recent months.
Some months ago it was 7 per cent
and it stands currently at 3 per
cent. In Sydney and Melbourne the
figure is less than I per cent. In
both those cities, partieularly in
Sydney, rents have risen
substantially in recent times. It
could be that rents are due to
increase in Perth, in which ease any
benefit gained by renting rather
than buying at this time may be
lost.
Therefore, I am concerned home
buyers would put off the
opportunity to purchase, if they had
that opportunity, and I am
concerned also at the impact such
an attitude might have on the
building industry.

(4) The member asked what action the
State Government would take.
Obviously any general relief from
rising interest rates for home
purchasers-there is a higher
proportion Of home purchasers in
Perth than in any other capital city
in the nation--can only come from
the Federal Government and the
State Government will continue to
press for some for m of tax
deductibility of interest rates and
for home savings grants to be paid
more quickly than they are paid
currently.

A considerable proportion of funds
available to the State for housing
will be utilised to cushion the effect
of increased interest rates on
prospective home purchasers.
Consideration is being given to a
package of measures to assist those
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seeking mortgage assistance who
could fall into the "gap" created
between those eligible for building
society finance and those who
qualify for existing welfare
assistanfle.

Now that the level of funding
available to the State from the
Commonwealth has been spelt out
in last night's Federal Budget, I
have called a special meeting of the
Building Societies Advisory Council
for tomorrow morning to finalise
details of assistance measures that
the State can take.

INTEREST RATES: HOUSING

Mortgage Relief

375. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister For Housing:

Would the Minister give immediate
attention to the establishment of a
mortgage relief authority to relieve those
cases of extreme hardship which have
resulted from the increased interest
raftes?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

I wish to indicate the establishment of
such at mortgage relief committee is one
of the options which will be discussed
with the Building Societies Advisory
Council at the special meeting I have
called for tomorrow morning.

LIQUOR ACT

Setion Q2: Amendmens

376. Mr BRIDGE, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Does the Chief Secretary propose to
have section 122 of the Liquor Act
redrafted to ensure that publicans and
other licensees have no right to refuse
service in any particular part of a liquor
outlet to any individual on the grounds
of race or colour?

(2) If "Yes", has work begun to draft the
necssary legislation?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) and (2) Section 122 of the Liquor Act

has been given careful consideration,
especially since an incident which
occurred at Mullewa. Discussions have
been held with parties who have
expressed an interest in and concern
about such matters. There has to be a
degree of recognition that, although one
does not condone-and the State
Government in no way does-acts of
racial discrimination or the display of
racial prejudice, in some country towns
in this State. there is a mutual
acceptance on the part of the citizens
that groups or people drink in particular
places within the local hotel
establishment.

Mr Pearce: Why people in hotels in the
bush?! That is a racist attitude.

Mr B. T. Burke: The Premier has already
told us that apartheid is not that bad.

Mr Pearce: There will be a different
Government in 18 months' time and we
will fix it up then.

The SPEAKER: Order!
M r HASSELL: in the towns where such

mutual arrangements exist where, by the
choice of the people, both black and
white, separation in drinking places
within one establishment occurs, no help
is given to anybody or any cause as a
result of outsiders who come in and
create conflict by seeking to cause
confrontation. At the same time, no help
is given to anybody or any cause by an
insensitive approach by the publicans
concerned to those outside interferences.
A little common sense needs to be
applied by both sides in these matters.
We do not propose to introduce special
legislation that relates, in general terms,
to prevention of discrimination in the
way it has been suggested in some
quarters. It is our belief that sort of
legislation does not achieve a great deal
in the community and, in many respects,
it creates more resentment,
discrimination and prejudice than it
cures. A fine example of that can be
seen when one looks at the operations of
Mr Grassby and his friends who stir up
a great deal of prejudice and hatred in
the way they go about their business.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have forgotten Turkey
Creek.
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Mr HASSELL-, As Car as i am concerned,
and ats far as the State Government is
concerned, we give no support,
encouragemnent, or approval-tacit or
otherwise-ta acts of racial prejudice or
discrimination and we are looking for a
practical and sensible solution to the
problems which may exist in that area,
as mentioned by the member For
Kinmberley.

MINING

Arannic N~oinenes P5y. Ltd.

377. Mr SKIDMORE. to the Minister for
Mines:

My question relates to question 1574
asked today. It referred to the
advertisement of mining leass-four
were nentioned, in particular-and the
opportunity provided to lodge an
objection by a certain date. In one case
this opportunity lapsed some 17 days
before the advertisement appeared in the
paper stating that applications had been
madte by the company. In other words,
the opportunity to lodge an objection
had lapsed 17 days previously and, in
another case, the period was two
months.

Does the Minister consider this to be an
unusual set of circumstances and will he
ensure such situations do not arise again
in the future'?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

When I initiated the research to obtain
an answer, I questioned the dates.
Therefore, it can be seen I do not
consider the situation to be at all
normal.

I also draw the memrber's attention to
the remainder of the answer I gave him
which, for the benefit of the House-as
1 indicated I do not accept this was a
normal situiation-set out that the
period for lodging objections can be
extended upon the request of the
applicant and the applications are even
readvertised.

RAILWAYS

Burning Off'

378. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Transport:

Following concern expressed by local
authorities and rural property owners
adjoining railway lines, what is the
Government's paolicy regarding fire
breaks?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
As a result of concern expressed last
year by local authorities and members of
the Government parliamentary party-

M r Stephens:, And the National Party.
Mr RUSH-TON: I believe the National

Party expressed concern also.
Mr B. T. Burke: Don't encourage him.
M r RUSHTON: I asked the Commissioner

of Railways to review his policy
decision. That has now been Completed
and I advise the honourable member
that Westrail will continue to provide
Fire breaks on railway reserves in the
same manner as it did last year. This
Means that, for the next two years, Aire
breaks will be graded on railway
reserves at Westrail's expense, except
where there is an adjoining, parallel
road.
Under the first stage Of the new Policy
introduced last year. Westrail no longer
automatically burnt off railway reserves.
However, should the shire decide to
undertake a communal burn, Westrail
would, on request, provide men and
equipment to do the work. These men,
who work in co-operation with the Bush
Fires Board, have done a good job.
There will obviously be close
consultation with local authorities in the
next two years and common policies will
be worked out. Where special fire
hazards exist in certain areas, these
special needs will be attended to and
Westrail will give careful attention to
any undue Aire risk to ensure protection
is adequate.

STATE FINANCE: BORROWINGS
PROGRAMME

Infrastruclure: Interest Rates

379. Mr HARMAN. to the Treasurer:
This question is supplementary to
question 1608 of today wherein I asked
the Treasurer to spell out the specific

3039



3040 AS#JSEMBLYJ

interest on a loan or $38.6 million
arranged with the Long Term Credit
Bank of Japan by the SEC. The
question is as follows-

1) Is the Treasurer aware that the
current interest rates provided by
the London Interbank Offered Race
at the present moment is 19.50 per
cent on seven days' notice: 19.38
per cent on three mionths' fixed: and
19.36 per cent on six months,' fixed.

(2) Does he agree that this is a very
high interest rate to pay on this
loan'?1

(3) Finally, is this the best interest rate
that could be obtained on behalf of
Western Australia?

Sir CH-ARLE7-S COURT replied.

(1) to (3) 1 thought sufficient information
had been given to the member for
Maylands to make it clear that when
one accepts the LIBOR principal one is
tied to a variable interest rate which, of
course, over the life of a particular
transaction can vary up and down, so I
would not be prepared to say offhand
what the rate is, but it has some very
important advantages for this type of
borrowing.

Mr B. T. Burke: Do you know what the
current rate is'!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would not know
what the day-to-day rate is, but the
beauty of it is that one is tied to a
system which does give one, advantages
as well as disadvantages. There arc
many in the world today who are
prepared to accept the figure the
member quoted and for special reasons
it is good money to them.

Mr

Sir
B. T. Burke: Put it in houses!
CHARLES COURT: In view of the
question the member has asked, I will
study it and give him a considered
answer.

HIEALTH: INSURANCE

Charges

380. Mr HIODGE. to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is the Minister aware that in a recent
report prepared by the Commonwealth
Department or Health for the Federal

Minister it is revealed that in 1979-80
the charges for health insurance by
private funds ink this State are the
highest in Australia'?

(2) Can the Minister confirm this fact and
does he know if they are still the highest
after the announcement yesterday of
further increases'?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2) The member for Melville has
not given me any notice of this question.
The answer to both parts is "No", but I
will have the matter checked if he cares
to put the matter in writing or to place a
question on the Notice Paper.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Community Youth Support Scheme

38 1. Mr WI LSON. to the Premier:

(I) Is he aware that as a result of the
Federal Budget, the Community Youth
Support Scheme is to be phased out by
31 October?

(2) Is he concerned about the detrimental
affects of the closure of the 20
metropolitan and I I country projects in
WA on the young unemployed people
who have been benefiting from the
operation of this modest programme'?

(3) Is the State Government prepared to
look at providing any alternative
assistance to allow the more successful
projects to continue to be available to
young unemployed people in some form?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) to (3) I would rather give the member
for Dianella a considered answer to his
question. I have seen what is in the
Federal Budget. I understand there were
some very good practical reasons for the
decision that was made. I think it is best
that the Government considers it in its
proper and total concept because some
aspects of it have been causing some
concern. I want to see what alternatives
exist before I make any commitment,
particularly in respect of the third part
o' h is q uesti on.
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STATE FINANCE

Senmi-Governnmeni Borrowings

382. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Treasurer:

I ask (he Treasurer, in view of the
revelation that he voted to support
increases in the rates of semi-
Government borrowings, whether he is
able to now list each of the positive
initiatives his Government has taken to
relieve the burden of high and rising
interest rates on home owners in this
State?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I reiterate to the member for Balcatta
what I endeavoured to reiterate amongst
all the interjections last night, that the
question of the higher interest rate was
not voted upon. What did have to be
decided, once that decision was made
unilaterally by the Commonwealth
Government, were the margins. If the
margin had niot been increased by 0.2
per cent, I venture to suggest no State
could have had any success in its semi-
Government fund-raising.

Mr B. T. Burke: When are you going to take
a stand?

Sir CHARLES COURT: This Government
has been the leader in taking a stand to
try to stop interest rates going up. For
this reason-

Mr B. T. Burke: You have not been very
successful, have you?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If I had a little
more support from a few other States we
might have been successful.

Mr B. T. Burke: That is not what Bjelke-
Petersen said of you today. HeI said you
let him dowry

Sir CHARLES COURT: If he said that, he
was not being fair or factual.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are a lying-

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would be very
happy to publicly confront Mr Bjelke-
Petersen on the issue if that is what the
member wants, because I want to tell
the member categorically for the
umpteenth time that Western Australia
was the leader in opposing any interest
rate increases. Western Australia was
also the leader in trying to stop the

(96)

Commonwealth getting the power to be
able to fix the interest rate unilaterally
-that is. through the tap stock relating
to Commonwealth bonds.

Mr B. T. Burke: We need a new leader.
Sir CHARLES COURT: This Government

has been the leader in trying to stop
interest rates going up. The best advice
we could get confirms that putting up
interest rates in the present financial
situation in the final analysis would
make no more dollars available for
housing, farmers, small businessmen, or
semi-Government or infrastructure
requirements. We have continued to
take the lead and will continue to take
the lead. I will be very interested to see
the result of the latest challenge we have
put to the Chairman of the Loans
Council, who is the Federal Treasurer-

Mr B. T. Burke: The only Premier who has
supported you so far is the Labor
Premier of New South Wales.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -to take away
from the Commonwealth Government
the authority to unilaterally fix the key
interest rate; namely that related to tap
stock. If he has supported me on this, I
am glad to see it.

"THE EVERLASTING SECRET FAMILY"

"R " Classification: Review

383. Mr JAMIESON, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Has the Censorship Advisory
Committee yet reported back to him on
its review of Frank Moorehouse's book
The Everlasting Secret Family?

(2) If so, what was the result?
Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) and (2) The review of the restrictive

classification given to the book The
Everlasting Secret Family was referred
back, at my request, to the advisory
committee. I have received reports from
the members of that committee
expressing the opinions of its members
in relation to the book. I think it is clear
from those reports that the majority does
not regard the book with much favour.
In addition to that-
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Mr B. T. Burke: Prince Charles!

Mr HASSELL: -1 have sought the advice
of the Crown Law Department in
relation to whether the Act has
application to ibis book at all because it
appears to have pretensions to literary
merit.

Mr Pearce: What an arrogant thing to say.
Mr HASSELL: The advice I have received

indicates that in all the circumstances
the Act quite properly applies to the
book:, and that in all the circumstances
the restrietive rating given to the book
may stand.

Considerable comment has been made
about this matter, and much has been
made by those who want to see the book
unrestricted of the argument that it
was given as a wedding present by the
New South Wales Government to Prince
Charles and Lady Diana. In some way
that action is said to give the book a
respectability that should persuade us to
consider it as suitable for publication in
this State.

Mr Parker: The author of that book happens
to be one of the most respectable
contemporary writers.

Mr HASSELL: I suggest to the member for
Fremnantle that he read a number of the
reviews of this book. They do not favour
it entirely.

Mr Parker: 1 am not disputing that; 1 am
saying the author is highly respected.

Mr HASSELL: I am not disputing that he is
highly respected; I am saying the
obligation the committee and I have
under the Act-

Mr Davies: Have you read it'?
Mr HASSELL: I have read parts of the

book.
Opposition members interjected.
Mr Davies: The smutty parts.
Mr H-ASSELL: I have read parts of the

book. In the case of this book as in the
eases of others I rely on the advice of the
committee, and I am entitled to do so.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!

Mr H-ASSELL: I cannot take up the task of
reading from cover to cover the
hundreds of books and magazines dealt
with by the committee each year.

Mr Davies: Only parts of them.

Mr HASSELL: I will return to the, point.
The subject matter of the book as I am
advised is the creation, by deliberate act,
of a homosexual relationship between a
politician and a 14-year-old boy.

Mr Pearce: Is this the bit you read?

Mr HASSELL: The boy is induced by drugs
to enter into that relationship. I know
the member for Gosnells would not be
concerned if a 14-year-old boy were
subjected to drugs so that he would
enter into a homosexual relationship. In
relation to those subjects we know the
member has extremely liberal views.

Mr Pearce: You can't talk.

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will
come to order! I ask the Minister to
bring his reply to a conclusion.

Mr HASSELL: I would mention that
members of the advisory committee are
concerned about the aspect of drugs
being used to create that relationship.
That concern was expressed when the
book was first considered and upon its
review. In light of the advice I have
received and the overall situation I do
not propose to alter the classification of
'-restricted" on the book.

PRISONS

Gold fields Regional

384. Mr GRILL, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) I refer to question on notice 1551 which
relates to the proposed maximum
security wing of the Goldfields Regional
Prison at Boulder. Does the Minister not
agree that by necessity from time to
time persons charged with and convicted
of rape, murder, and other serious
crimes will be housed at the prison
wing?

(2) Would he not agree that this is a serious
breach of an undertaking given to the
people of Boulder when they agreed to
the creation of a minimum security
prison?
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Mr H-ASSELL replied:
(I) and (2) People arrested on and pending

trial for the charges to which the
member referred, and in certain other
circumstances, would be detained at the
maximum security section of the prison
if or when it is established at Boulder.
As to the terms of any undertaking
which may have been given in relation to
the regional prison at Boulder, it would
have been given to the local authority
and not, as the member expressed, to the
people of Boulder.

Mr Parker: Of course the undertaking would
have been expressed to the people.

Mr HASSELL: Throughout this situation
dealings have been with the local
authority.

Mr Parker: Do I take it that it is all right to
breach an undertaking to the authority?

Mr HASSELLI: The offenders about whom
the member is concerned are now held
in the Kcalgoorlie Prison which is in the
township of Kalgoorlie, and the security
there is much worse than the security
which will be provided. If he is
concerned about the security aspect he
should be concerned about the present
situation at Kalgoorlie which we will try
to remedy. In my understanding the
organisation representing the ratepayers
of Boulder-the local council-has agreed
that in the circumstances of what is
proposed to be constructed at Boulder,
which would not be a maximum security
prison in the general understood sense at
all, although it has been represented by
some people in that way, it is
appropriate we should go forward with
the tentative plans that have been made.
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