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The Speaker (Mr Harman) took the Chair at
2.15 p-m.. and read prayers.

REFERENDUMS DILL

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform) [2.20 p.m.]:
I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
At the 1983 State election the party that I rep-
resent promised the people of Western Australia
that they would be consulted about the electoral
system of the Legislative Council. At a
referendum, the decision for reform or for reten-
tion of the present undemocratic system will be
placed in the hands of the electors. To fulfil this
election promise a deficiency in our laws must be
rectified. Although our State Constitution may
not be altered in certain respects except by
referendum, our Statutes have no machinery for
the conduct of such a poll. The failure to enact
such legislation seems to have been a Freudian
slip made by the previous Government which en-
acted the requirement for referendums to change
the Constitution, but not the mechanisms to make
this possible.

This Bill has the purpose of creating standing
legislation to provide the machinery for the con-
duct of referendums. It would apply to any
referendums authorised or required to be held by
the Parliament.

In the past, ad hoc referendums legislation has
prescribed that the machinery embodied in the
Electoral Act be used and that references to elec-
tions in that Act be adapted, as far as they appear
to be applicable, to the management of a
referendum.

The legal position has not always been abun-
dantly clear. Where doubt as to the correct appli-
cation or interpretation of the Electoral Act
existed, it has been left to the ingenuity and
judgment of the Chief Electoral Officer and vari-
ous electoral officials to determine the questi on.
This is an unsatisfactory state of affairs.

The Commonwealth and the State of New
South Wales have had specific legislation dealing
with constitutional referendums for many years.

The Bill has wider application in that its pro-
visions would apply to the holding of a
referendum on any subject authorised by Parlia-

ment. Referendums may be on a Bill-which
could involve a constitutional alteration-or be
required by an Act; for example., the matter of
daylight saving.

The question put 10 electors may, in the case of
a Bill, omit references to laws and Acts if the
question describes the subject matter of the Bill.

The approach adopted in the Bill is to refer to
specific sections of the Electoral Act where they
are capable of direct application or adaptation.
Other matters which have special reference to
referendums, and are not clearly provided for in
the Electoral Act, are prescribed in detail in the
Bill.

Writs will be issued by the Chief Electoral
Officer and the result of the referendum prornul-
gated by him as the Bill provides. Public notice of
the writ and its contents is required.

Before issuing a warrant for a referendum the
Governor will be called upon to give 14 days' no-
tice of his intention in the Government Gazette.
This follows the reform already adopted in con-
nection with elections.

Once again we are very proud of the fact that
we will be the only State of Australia which will
provide for such notice of our intentions.

The poll cannot be held earlier than 14 days
after the issue of the writ. In practical terms the
minimum time would be more like six weeks from
the notice of intention of the writ. Unlike an elec-
tion, no maximum time limit is set for the return
of the referendum writ. This is so because the
Constitution itself sets a time frame for Bills.

Eligibility to vote is the same as for parliamen-
tary elections.

The existing pattern of district returning
officers and their staff and appointed polling
places would apply.

Where a referendum is held on the same day as
an election, common arrangements would cover
both functions.

Mr Bertram: Everyone has an equal vote.
Mr TONKIN: Of course, that is one of the ad-

vantages of a referendum: Every citizen has an
equal vote. Indeed, it has been suggested this year
by the Opposition that that is one of the undemo-
cratic features of a referendum; that is, all votes
are equal.

Mr Thompson: When was that said?
Mr TONKIN: That was said approximately a

couple of months ago-perhaps it was not quite
that long ago-after a Cabinet decision had been
announced in respect of referendums.

Mr Thompson: By whom?
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Mr TONKIN: The Bill authorises appropriate
ballot papers Lo be used according to the nature of
the question to be asked.

Ballot papers must be marked "Yes" or "No"
in the case of Bills, or otherwise as prescribed in
the Act requiring the referendum. More than one
question may be asked and these may be on one
or more ballot papers.

Either House of Parliament may resolve to
challenge the result of a referendum. The dispute
would be determined by the Supreme Court.

Arguments in favour of or against the
referendum question may be prepared on the res-
olution of both Houses of Parliament in the case
of -a Bill or by those invited by the Minister in the
case of an Act. Copies of the arguments may be
promulgated to all electors via any chosen media.
Those responsible for the "for" and "against" ar-
guments may appoint scrutineers.

The enactment of this proposal will establish
proper regulatory machinery for the conduct of
referendums and remove the uncertainties which
have existed to date.

Forthcoming referendums on electoral reform
and daylight saving require machinery for this
democratic decision-making process-

Before members opposite leap up and point out
yet another Freudian slip has been made, on be-
half of the speechwriters, I indicate it is true the
speech notes say, "I command the Bill to thIte
House"; but I do so commend the Bill to the
House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Deputy lceader of the Opposition).

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Parliameiitary and Electoral Reform) [2.26 p-ni.]:
I move--

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill is complementary to the Referendums
Bill wvhich has already been explained to the
House.

The Bill has the single purpose of inserting
reference to referendums in those sections of the
Electoral Act which require that reference.

Areas dealt with include the functions and
powers of officers, the issue of writs, the closure
of rolls, and the custody and destruction of re-
cords.

The thrust of the Bill is to enable appointed
electortl staff to perform duties required to con-
duct a referendum on the same day as an election

is held. The officers would act in a joint capacity.
It will not be necessary for separate appointment
action to be taken for the purposes of the election
and the referendum.

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

Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the Bill.

PETROLEUM PIPELINES AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [2.28 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969-1975 provides
the legislative framework to govern the construc-
tion and operation of Pipelines for the conveyance
of hydrocarbons from production sites to areas
where they will be utilised.

The Act provides for an annual fee to be
charged in respect of a pipeline licence and a fee
upon the registration of a devolution in title to the
licence. It also provides a security for due com-
pliance with the conditions under which a licence
is granted.

These fees have not been increased since the
Act came into operation in 1969 and it is con-
sidered that they should now be updated to pres-
eat monetary values and generally brought into
line with similar fees under the Petroleum
(Submerged Lands) Act 1982 and the Petroleum
Act 1967.

This will entail an increase by a factor of three
so that-

the annual fee for a pipeline licence in-
creases from $12.43 per kilometre to $40 per
kilometre; the odd figure of S12.43 was the
result of metrication when previously the li-
cence fee was $20 per mile;

the registration fee on a devolution in-
creases from $10 to $30; and

the security required upon the grant of a
licence and upon a transfer in title increases
from $20 000 to $60 000.

These fees and securities will then be identical to
those charged in respect of petroleum pipelines
under the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act.

In addition to these fees under the Act, various
other fees levied under the regulations, such as
application and registration fees, also will be in-
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creased by a factor of three to come into oper-
atien, commensurate with the commencement of
this legislation now before the House.

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

Mac K innon.
STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFICE

AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [2.30

p~m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to extend the franchise
of the State Government Insurance Office to per-
mit unrestricted entry into general and life
insurance on at fully competitive, commercial
basis.

Mr Court: This will help small business!
Mr MacKinnon: Following John Cain's advice.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Labor Party policy

announcements prior to the State election in-
cluded the following commitment: The SGIO
would be freed of its present restricted charter
and permitted to compete in all areas of insurance
on a normal commercial basis. The Bill seeks to
implement that election mandate, and the
Government regards this measure as an important
part of its legislative programme.

The SGIO was established by the State
Government Insurance Act 1938. Its operations
have been extended from time to time, but it re-
mains the most restricted Government insurance
office in Australia.

In New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland,
and South Australia, the Government insurance
offices arc able to cover all areas of life and geni-
eral insurance, and in Tasmania and the Northern
Territory, the offices have access to the whole
range of general insurance.

Over the years, the Government insurance
offices in the larger States have acquired a
significant but not a dominant share of the mar-
ket. In so doing they have provided strong support
for State borrowing programmes and have en-
abled major State assets to be financed outside
Loan Council borrowing restrictions. They have
also contributed substantial sums to the general
revenues of their States, thus relieving the tax-
payers of those States of burdens which, in West-
ern Australia, have had to be financed from
taxation.

This Bill removes restrictions that have ham-
pered the State Government Insurance Office in
providing a full service to the people of Western
(W8

Australia for more than 50 years. Its provisions
will enable the SGIO to offer a complete range of
services to the public of Western Australia on the
basis of fair and unfettered competition with the
multitude of private companies that are allowed
unrestricted access to the market in this State. As
a consequence, the State will gain financially, and
the community, already well supported by the
SGO , will derive increased benefits.

The SGIO was formed in 1926 when the
Government of the day found that employers who
were obliged to insure their workers under
workers' compensation legislation were unable to
obtain the appropriate cover for industrial dis-
eases caused by mining.

The Act of 1938 created the office in its present
form and continued the monopoly in respect of
those industrial diseases. Later, the office became
the sole insurer of general accident risks in the
mining industry. Although that monopoly was re-
moved by the Workers' Compensation and Assist-
ance Act 1981, the number of all workers' com-
pensation policies written by the 5010 in 1982-83
was at a record level.

The present Act enables the office to under-
write workers' compensation, and motor vehicle
and student accident risks in competition with
other insurers. The Act also enables the office to
underwrite general insurance risks in which a
local authority has an insurable interest, but it
limits this type of activity to a pool system.

Since its inception in 1926, the SGlO has not
cost the taxpayers a single cent. It has, in fact,
contributed millions of dollars to State finances.
But for its restricted franchise, that contribution
would now be much higher.

An extended franchise for the 5010 should en-
able the office to increase turnover and build a
strong cash flow base. The public will have a
wider range of insurers from which to choose, and
the State will benefit by having additional funds
to invest in the development of Western Australia.

Even on the present restricted franchise, the
SGO is the biggest of the four insurers operating
in Western Australia that are wholly incorporated
here. Its investable funds are ploughed back into
Western Australia and not sent interstate or
overseas. It is a firm policy of the 5010 to sup-
port the people of Western Australia by
investment in this State.

Any insurance company in the world can come
to Western Australia and sell any type of
insurance. The SGO , Western Australia's own
insurance office, despite its proven commitment to
the State, remains restricted. There can be no
possible justification for our continuing to restrict
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the operations of the SGbO when there are no re-
strictions placed on other companies, including
those owned by overseas interests. This Bill will
remove those restrictions and allow the office to
compete on an equal footing with local and
foreign-owned insurers.

As I have already indicated, the purpose of the
Bill is to give the State Government Insurance
Office authority to carry on any class or form of
insurance, limited only by its ability to win
business in open competition. The Government
acknowledges that if full and fair competition is
to be the principle of an open franchise, the SGIO
should not have any advantages over private
insurers by virtue of its being a Government or-
ganisation.

In 1974, His Honour Judge Heenan, now the
District Chairman of Judges, chaired a Royal
Commission into the SC 10. He was asked to re-
port, inter aia, upon-

()the extent to which the law restricts the
scope of the insurance business in which
the State Government Insurance Office
may engage;

(2) whether such restrictions as exist are in
the interests of the people of Western
Australia;

(3) what advantages and
might be involved for
Western Australia if the
tions were removed; and

disadvantages
the people of

existing restric-

(4) whether the removal of those restrictions
would be unfair to other insurers or to
any of them.

His Honour's report was handed down in May
1974, but not tabled in this House until August
1976. It recommended that the SG'lQ's franchise
be broadened to give it entry to all insurance
business, including life assurance.

To promote direct, free, and fair competi tion,
the commission envisaged legislation to ensure
that-

(1) the SG 10 paid the Government the
equivalent of income tax and other
taxes, local government rates, and other
charges paid by other insurers; and

(2) the office had only the same access as
other insurers to the services of Govern-
ment offices and departmental activities.

The Bill has been drafted to comply substantially
with these recommendations. The SGIO will be
permitted to compete for business in the whole
range of insurance business, but only on a normal
commercial basis.

The commission reported that the SGIO's ac-
tivities in the areas of workers' compensation and
motor vehicle insurance had shown profitable
trading and provided an efficient service, with
competitive premiums. It had encouraged, if not
obliged, private insurers to keep their service ef-
ficient, and its presence had provided a stabilising
influence on premium charges.

At the time of the Royal Commission, about 80
of the 102 companies carrying on general
insurance in Western Australia were not Aus-
tralian owned. Of the 49 companies engaged in
life assurance business in Australia at the end of
1972, 36 were incorporated outside Australia or
were subsidiaries of such companies. Only two
were controlled from Western Australia, and they
had a negligible share of the market. More recent
figures contained in the 1981 annual report of the
Australian Insurance Association show some 30
Australian companies in competition with 170
overseas-owned companies.

The SGIO provides the medium through which
the Western Australian people can and should be
represented in general and life insurance areas.
There is a strong need for the people of Western
Australia to have a personal stake in this import-
ant industry.

The West Australian editorial of 14 August
1976 correctly stated that the commissioner had
produced a solid argument for our expanding the
franchise of the SGbO. It rested not so much on
the fact that it would be more efficient than pri-
vate insurers, but rather on the fact that it was
concerned with public needs as against the private
insurers' concern for their financial standing.

More recently, we have had the Campbell com-
mittee of inquiry into the Australian Financial
system. Members will be aware that this com-
mittee consisted of leaders from private enterprise
and Government, and those who have studied the
report will agree with its attention to detail and
the high standard of argument presented. The ob-
jective of the inquiry was not more regulation by
the Government; within the framework of its
terms of reference, the committee's main concern
was to promote a financial system that would be
efficient, competitive, and stable.

The committee acknowledged that State
Governments attach considerable weight to the
important role being filled by State Government
insurance offices in the general provision of
insurance, particularly those classes of compul-
sory insurance in respect of which normal market
premiums are considered inappropriate.

The committee indicated that if Governments
chose to retain Government insurance offices, the

2146



[Tuesday, 20 September 1983] 24

question of competitive neutrality was critical.
This Bill adheres to that principle of competitive
neutrality and ensures that the SGlO will have no
special advantage in the market place.

The SGlO already makes a contribution to the
State Treasury equivalent to Commonwealth in-
come tax. The Bill actually increases that obli-
gation by providing for a payment of 50 per cent
of net profit to the Treasury, which is higher than
the corporate tax paid by private companies. A
similar obligation is placed on the R&L Bank.

In addition, the existing practice of the SGIO
meeting all rates and charges required to be met
by a commercial enterprise is formalised in the
legislation.

The Campbell committee made the point that
government-owned insurance underwriters have
consistently been used as a source of funds for
State instrumentalities. These primarily comprise
the State Government insurance offices, which
are quoted as holding 44.5 per cent of their assets
in public securities. In contrast, private sector
underwriters held only 10.9 per cent in this form.
The consequential advantages to the public of
SGlO investments are obvious.

In Western Australia, we have traditionally had
problems in funding our semi-Government and
local government loan programmes. Inadequate
support from companies doing substantial
business in this State has been a major factor in
making this task difficult.

We have always looked to financial institutions
such as insurance companies to provide a substan-
tial part of the relatively long-term funds required
for these programmes, but experience has shown
that, with one notable exception, investment in
Western Australian semi-Government and local
government loans by companies writing insurance
business in this State has been erratic and much
lower than we have a right to expect.

In the case of many insurance companies, there
appears to be no conscious commitment to rein-
vest in this State. The investment decisions of the
companies seem to be influenced more by the fact
that they are made in head offices in the Eastern
States than by the amount of business written in
Western Australia.

I acknowledge the consistent support of both
semi-Government and local government bor-
rowing programmes given by the AMP Society
over the years, but even the investment in these
loans by that company last year had fallen to half
the level of four years ago.

Leaving that one company aside, the total
investment in semi-Government loans by all other
companies doing business in this State amounted

to only $7.2 million last year. Total investment by
all private insurance companies in local govern-
ment loans last year was a negligible $558 000.
This low level of support is in sharp contrast to
the amount ploughed back by the SGbO in these
securities in 1992-83 when, despite its very lim-
ited franchise, it provided $5 million for our semi-
Government borrowing programme, and $6.9
million for local government. The total investment
by the SGlO in these securities was far greater
than that of any other company doing business in
this State.

Our records show that some major life
insurance companies have made only a minimal
contribution to our programmes in recent years,
with some having subscribed not one dollar in the
last two years. By comparison with the generally
poor performance of the rest of the industry in
this area, the effort of SGlO, with its limited re-
sources, has been commendable. Over the years,
the office has lent considerable support to the
capital requirements of the State's semi-Govern-
ment and local government authorities, and in
doing so has demonstrated a strong sense of re-
sponsibility to the people of Western Australia.

I should also mention the welcome support
5010 provides for housing through the
terminating building societies. Apart from
moneys provided from Commonwealth-State
Government sources in 1982-83, the office was
the biggest single contributor to the funds of the
societies and its contribution was double that of
all the other insurers combined.

The State's need for capital funds to Finance
major infrastructure projects such as the Nruja
power stations and the gas pipeline has grown
rapidly in recent years. Moreove, the Common-
wealth Government is placing increasing empha-
sis on semi-Government borrowings as a source of
State general purpose capital funds and re-
stricting the States' access to Loan Council allo-
cations financed by Commonwealth bond issues.

Last year, Western Australia's semi-Govern-
ment borrowing programme totalled $488.8
million including conversion loans, and local
government borrowings totalled an additional
$41.1 million.

Although our requirements in 1982-83 and in
the current year are increased by the inancing re-
quirements of the gas pipeline, it is clear that our
need for semi-Government borrowings will be at a
much higher level in future years than they have
been in the past.

Our current needs are being met primarily be-
cause of strong support from overseas investors,
particularly in Japan, for SEC and central bor-
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rowing authority Australian dollar denominated
domestic issues. This demand is generated by the
substantial difference between interest rates
offered on public securities in Australia and
Japan and cannot be relied upon to continue at
the present high level as interest rates in Australia
fall.

With the resurgence of private sector demand
for capital funds and any fall off in overseas
buying of domestic securities, we will face a much
tighter market in which to raise the funds we re-
quire. It is absolutely imperative that we take all
possible steps to strengthen the sources of funds
within Western Australia that can subscribe to
our semni-Government and local government loans
and reduce our present dangerous degree of re-
liance on Eastern States and overseas support.

The widening of the franchise of the SG lO is a
key step in the Government's programme to build
a strong local base of support for our future bor-
rowing needs.

The moves proposed by this Bill to extend the
franchise of the SGIO will expand the level of
funds available to it for both short and long-term
investment and allow it to provide a much greater
level of support for our authorities and our com-
munity needs which, in the past, have been sorely
neglected by other members of the insurance in-
dustry.

I now turn to the proposed organisation of the
office. Essentially, it is proposed that the business
of the SGlO shall be conducted within three dis-
crete funds.

One fund will be known as the "trading fund",
another as the "life insurance fund", and the third
as the '*Government insurance fund".

The latter fund will handle all insurance
business specific to Government in a manner com-
parable with the separate Government agency de-
partment of the Rural & Industries Bank. In this
way, any specialised Government business will be
kept separate from the ordinary commercial ac-
tivities; of the office and any surplus derived from
this business will be retained in the fund and met
from part of SiOl profits. All general insurance
business will be transacted through the trading
fund and, as the name implies, life insurance
business will be transacted through the life
insurance fund. Transactions and accounts relat-
ing to each fund will be kept separate and dis-
tinct.

Before closing, let me allay some of the fears
that may arise, and lay to rest once and for all all
those ghosts which have hampered SGlO activi-
ties in the past.

There appears to be a school of thought that
the SGlO can undercut premium rates and give a
generous claims service to the detriment of pri-
vate enterprise. This is simply not true.

Obviously, to remain economically viable, the
SGIO must continue to charge adequate pre-
miums and avoid foolhardy payment of claims.
The SGlO is not a "loss-leader", but produces a
profit. It will continue to do so-to an even
greater extent-after its franchise has been ex-
tended.

It has been contended in the past that the
insurance industry is already adequately served by
existing insurance companies. If this is so, why is
it foreign insurers are still allowed entry into the
market, and that occasions arise when clients are
forced to approach the SGlO because of the
inability or unwillingness of private companies to
underwrite risks?

Another argument against this Bill may come
from people who say that expansion of the SGO
is acceptable only in those classes of insurance not
adequately catered for by private insurers. The
answer to this is that, for the SGlO to be profit-
able, it must be able to compete on equal terms by
writing profitable as well as unprofitable business.
It is not fair or logical for the SGlO to be rel-
egated to the least profitable business, which is
not wanted by private companies.

Another fear expressed in the past is that our
giving SGlO an open franchise could lead to the
development of a powerful monopoly. The SGO
will develop into a dominant position only if pri-
vate insurers withdraw, as they have done in the
case of the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust, if they
do not want the business, or if they are unable to
compete in their own private enterprise field.
There seems to be no basis for such fears, and
those who express them can have little faith in the
principle of free competition within the private
enterprise system.

On some past occasions when SGIO's franchise
was mentioned, private sector insurers drew atten-
tion to the sums they invested in Western Aus-
tralia as a consequence of their doing business
here.' I have shown the weakness of that argument
in the poor support given by private insurers to
semi-Government and local government bor-
rowings. Any claims that investment in Western
Australia will be reduced as a result of this Sill
are patent nonsense. Indeed, given the steadily de-
clining interest of insurance companies in public
securities in recent years, it is clear that before
long the only substantial capital funds available
from the industry as a whole will be those contrib-
uted by the SGlO.
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What does the insurance industry, which pro-
fesses to champion competition in the market-
place, have to fear from one more company com-
peting for business among the myriad already
trading here? In fact, they are in favour of protec-
tion, not of competition; protection by Statute
from the fair, but vigorous competition they
would receive from the only office which ploughs
its profits and investable funds back into this
State, an action which might be applauded and
supported by the people of Western Australia.

Mr Tonkin: Put Western Australia first!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The record shows clearly

that the industry as a whole provides minimal
support to the public capital needs of Western
Australia despite the substantial profits earned
here and the many millions of investable funds de-
rived from business in this State.

How then can anyone oppose allowing the
5GIO to compete fairly for business in a free
market environment and building its capacity to
support the needs of Western Australians while
putting no obstacle in the path of foreign
companies entering the market? This Bill gives
the SOlO0 no special or particular advantage.

I repeat: This Bill gives the SGlO no special or
particular advantage. It merely seeks to give it the
same competitive rights in the marketplace as any
other company, whether Australian or foreign
owned.

I shall conclude by way of summary: This Bill
extends the franchise of the SGIO to enable it to
enter into all classes of insurance business as a
fully competitive commercial enterprise.

Mr Court: Backed by the Government! How
can that be the same commercial basis?

Mr Bertram: Why can't it be?

Mr Tonkin: Of the R & I Bank, the Common-
wealth Bank or Qantas?

Mr Bertram: The Commonwealth Bank.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In fact, in financial

terms under this legislation, the SGlO will be
penalised more heavily than any of its competi-
tors, in its consideration, its cash flow, and its
need for capital to expand or to find new business;
the SGlO will be more prejudiced by this Bill
than will any of those foreign or Australian-
owned companies that are welcomed here with
open arms.

Mr Mensaros: Can you tell me one thing?
Where will the SGlO reinsure? You emphasised
Western Australian investments. Will it reinsure
in Western Australia, in Australia, or overseas?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is the member talking
about its reinsurance or its support of public
moneys?

Mr Mensaros: No. the reinsurance. It obviously
has to reinsure.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that. But
we talk about the investment of those funds in
Western Australia and nationally, and I under-
stand that in the normal course of events, the
SGlO already reinsures some of its commercial
operations risks that it takes and I presume that
the SGlO, without interference from the Govern-
ment, will continue to manage its own affairs. If it
does not, it will go broke. It has not as yet done so
and I presume it has competent management.

Mr Mensaros: How much will be placed in
Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Without the expansion
of the franchise that opens the 5010 to the need
to invest to the best of its resources, it is not poss-
ible to say how much will be reinsured in Aus-
tralia. I presume that not much will be reinsured
in Western Australia.

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: But as far as the SGIO

is concerned, its performance is clear. The figures
I have outlined to the Parliament today were ones
which worried the previous Government when it
was in office, and which caused the Government
of the day to actively consider the expansion of
the franchise of the SGlO. I know that is the
truth and the Opposition knows that is the truth.

If this Bill is rejected, in the next four or five
years, this State will be dangerously starved of
funds to support its Government and semi-
Government borrowing programmes. The Federal
Government has made it clear that its capital
works allocations are being squeezed off. We are
being forced into semi-Government borrowings at
an alarming rate and we are not being supported
to the extent that is reasonable except by these
people, and the AMP which deals with big
businesses in this State. If we refuse to expand the
franchise of the SO 10, let it be on the head of the
Opposition that the Government and semi-
Government borrowing programmes, upon which
we depend so heavily, will be starved of funds. I
know that worried the Opposition when it was in
Government and I know that the previous
Government was on the verge of doing what our
Government today seeks to do.

Mr Bertram: It is only 40 years later.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Bill will remove the

restrictions imposed on SGlO operations and
allow it to compete on equal terms in the market-
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place, on a comnpetitive, commercial basis. At the
same time it ensures that it is given no commer-
cial advantage over other insurers. It will allow
consumer freedom of choice which has previously
been denied.

This measure is an essential move towards
strengthening local support for the State semi-
Government and local authority borrowing pro-
gramme. The Government has a clear mandate to
proceed with this measure and I am certain it has
the overwhelming support of the people of this
State.

This really is an issue of critical importance to
the people of this State and I hope that the Oppo-
sition will see fit to treat it at arm's length in pol-
itical terms and not in the way in which it has
previously entertained the proposition. In 1983, it
really is not a question or politics that should de-
cide the attitude to be taken towards the Bill. Re-
member that those who would deny the expansion
of the franchise of the SGlO would at once wel-
come the participation of foreign-owned insurance
companies. The Leader of the Opposition, as a
former Treasurer, should know how serious the
situation is becoming in respect of the martialling
of funds in this State to support Governmient and
semi-Government borrowing programmes. The
figures are on record and were on record when the
Leader of the Opposition was Treasujrer; they
demonstrate that the 5GIO, despite its
restructured franchise, is the greatest supporter of
the semi-Government and Government borrowing
programmes on which we depend so heavily.

It is not as though this measure is not one for
which we have a mandate-it has been clearly
and precisely spelt out in our policy over the last
seven or eight years. It is a policy which members
or the Opposition would realise would be one of
the things we would seek to implement.

In the final analysis, we are not seeking to give
the SGlO any competition or commercial advan-
tage. We are simply seeking, in truth, financially
to penalise it more heavily than its competitors
are penalised and, in so doing, to have Western
Australians invest their own funds in their own
State and not, unless they choose to do so, on
commercial bases in companies foreign and Aus-
tralian owned which choose not to support this
State in its search for investment funds to support
the Government.

It is a critically important issue and, for that
reason, I took the liberty of forwarding to every
member of Parliament a copy of the second read-
ing speech with a covering letter stressing the im-
portance that the Government places on this
iss ue.

If we lose the opportunity now to widen the
franchise of the SGlO on fair terms, on terms
that do not give it an edge or an advantage in the
marketplace or anywhere else, in a Few years'
time the Opposition and the Government, who-
ever is in Opposition and Government then, will
be wringing their collective hands at what has
been done to this State's ability to raise funds
within the State to support public borrowing pro-
grammes, policies, and plans that the Government
of the day perceives to be in the public interest to
implement.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr O'Connor

(Leader of the Opposition).

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: ELEVENTH DAY

Motion

Debate resumed from 15 September.
MR TUBBY (Greenough) [3.00 pi.m.]: On

Thursday evening, just before the House rose, I
was speaking about matters concerning my elec-
torate and, in particular, about the serious need to
upgrade the Northampton District High School. I
inform members that on Friday the Minister met
with a deputation from the Northampton District
High School Parents and Citizens' Association
and representatives from the Northampton Shire
Council. I do not think that at any stage the fact
was denied that there is urgent need to upgrade
that high school, but the main problem appears to
be the amount of funds available for this work.

By way of interjection I would like the Minister
to advise whether his answer to a question on
today's Notice Paper concerning the upgrading of
the school is in line with the recommendations
that resulted from his meeting with the depu-
tation.

Mr Pearce: The question will not be answered
today. A range of figures was discussed by the
deputation on Friday and a final Figure has effec-
tively been agreed to. Further to my discussions
with the deputation I will be sending a chap to
Northampton to speak with those people con-
cerned to see what can be done with the money
available. We are trying to get more done for the
dollar. Tomorrow I will meet with the chap being
sent to Northampton and I may be able to give an
indication of what will be done by the end of the
week.

Mr TUBBY: I thank the Minister for his reply
and I hope it will lead to the complete upgrading
of the school along the lines originally planned.

Unfortunately, the Minister for the Environ-
ment is not present in the Chamber but last
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Thursday he interjected during my speech and ex-
pressed his concern regarding the protection of
the coastal sand dunes on the Kalbarri-Port
Gregory Road. Over the weekend I discussed this
problem with members of the Northampton Shire
Council to ascertain whether the Council was pre-
pared to accept responsibility and whether it
would accept a compromise with the new road be-
tween Kalbarri and Port Gregory should it be
agreed to. I asked whether the council would be
able to handle the sand dune control. The council-
lors said the council would be able to do this be-
cause at the present time there is no problem as
there are no sand dunes on this part of the coastal
road.

On Wednesday, 7 September GP International
Pipecoaters Pty. Ltd., completed the massive con-
tract of coating 1500 kilonmetres of pipeline for
the North-West Shelf project. This work was car-
ried out within the Greenough Shire and the con-
tract was completed three months ahead of sched-
ule. The project employed up to 160 people and
following the completion of the contract a $7
million plant is now idle, and all the staff, with
the exception of 20 employees, have been stood
down. The 20 remaining employees are engaged
in a cleaning up operation. When this work is
completed the plant will be left in mothballs with
a minimum of supervision.

Mr Tom Perrot, the managing director of OP
International Pipecoaters, has spoken glowingly
about the co-operation from the union and em-
ployees which enabled the work to, be completed
ahead of time. It shows what can be done if a
company has the co-operation of its employees.
This is a glowing indication of the type of work
force that exists in the Geraldton area and I hope
that the Government, when considering other de-
velopments in regional centres, will take into ac-
count the excellent record of the district, and that
Geraldton be given the utmost consideration.

Amendment to Motion

In my speech on Thursday. I referred to the
serious misleading of this House by a member of
the Government in answers to questions put by
the Leader of the Opposition, and I now move an
amendment-

That the following words be added to the
motion-

;but this House regrets to inform
Your Excellency that the Deputy Prem-
ier has seriously misled the Parliament
and the people by denying (in response
to questions in this House) his
involvement using Governmental

(taxpayers) facilities and resources to
support the Labor socialist candidate in
the Mundlaring by-election.

MRt O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.07 p.m.1: With some regret I sup-
port the amendment to the Address-in-Reply
moved by the member for Greenough, and con-
gratulate him on his doing so.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: Parliament is supposed to

have some honour. Members of Parliament are
supposed to set an example; and the type of
example being set by the Deputy Premier is some-
thing we could well do without. When I received
notification of the correspondence that had been
sent from the Deputy Premier's office I believed,
knowing the Deputy Premier, that if I asked a
question as to whether any facilities of his depart-
ment were being used in this regard he would
have replied, "No". That is the reason I framed
the question in the way I did.

The Deputy Premier said that he had no knowl-
edge of this matter but I cannot accept for one
minute that he did not know the correspondence
had been sent from his office. We on this side of
the House are concerned about the way in which
we believe the Deputy Premier is misleading the
House.

Last Thursday I asked the following question of
the Deputy Premier-

Is he aware that any of the staff or facili-
ties of his office or department, or the Prem-
ier's office or department have been used to
assist him to campaign for the ALP candi-
date in the Mundaring election?

I believe it was a fair question because the Oppo-
sition wanted to know what was going on in that
regard and I believe the people in this State are
entitled to know where money is expended. They
are entitled also to a truthful answer from the
Deputy Premier. His reply to my question was as
follows-

That has certainly not happened to my
knowledge.

His answer is clear enough. I then took the oppor-
tunity of reading extracts from a letter sent from
the Deputy Premier's office.

He quickly turned around. I asked him a
further question following his reply that no facili-
ties had been used to his knowledge. I referred to
a letter, a copy of which I have here, and of which
the Deputy Premier must have been fully aware.
In reply to my second question, the Deputy Prem-
ier had this to say-
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If I recall, the Leader of the Opposition
asked me whether my office was engaged-

Again. I believed the Deputy Premier was trying
to mislead the House, so I rectified the situation
and clarified the position. The Hansard report
continues as follows-

Mr O'Connor: I asked whether you were
using facilities or staff, and you said not to
your knowledge. It was untrue and you know
it.

Mr BRYCE: The breakfast arrangement is
only one of a number I have in train and
intend to conduct in constituencies rep-
resented by members on both sides of the
House. The fact that an election is being held
in Mundaring is purely coincidental.

That is another untruth, and I will uncover it by
reading the document I have here.

We in Opposition have had tremendous trouble
getting information from this Government. In my
opinion, it has misled Parliament on many oc-
casions, and the Deputy Premier is a maj or
offender in this regard. It is a great pity if mem-
bers on this side are placed in a position of being
unable to rely on receiving honest answers from a
person in this House. At times an individual will
have difficulties remembering certain facts or
events which may have occurred some time ago.

However, when a matter is as current as this I
am not prepared to give the Deputy Premier any
benefit of the doubt that he was unaware of the
letters, and that they referred to a by-election.
The letters have gone to businessmen in the dis-
trict. and obviously had been prepared by the
Deputy Premier in his department, and signed by
him. For the Deputy Premier to say initially that
he had no knowledge of this was bad enough, but
for him to deny it had any connection with a by-election is worse. In both cases he was untruthful
to this House. The letter I referred to states-

Dear Electors,
When Gavan Troy first stood as your rep-

resentative in Parliament he, like other ALP
Candidates, made a commitment to the
business community.

Action was promised in four key areas.
The letter goes on to list them, and I do not
intend to read them. The start of that letter is a
clear indication. It is not a normal letter to
businessmen; it is something the Deputy Premier
has pulled out in an effort to assist his candidate
in Mundaring. I do not object to his assisting his
candidate, or to his spending time and. effort
there, or to his giving advice to that candidate.
However, I do object to his misleading this House.

It is time this stopped and time the Deputy Prem-
ier and other members respected this House and
treated it in the proper way.

The Deputy Premier went on to say in the let-
te r-

I write to let you know of the advances
made in these areas since that date, and of
the substantial impact made on your behalf
by Gavan Troy.

For a number of years Gavan had been
Chairman of Mundaring's "Differential
Rating Committee"-

The letter goes on to say Jeff Carr has appointed
Mr Troy chairman of a working party.

The Deputy Premier goes on to say-
I need to have Gavan Troy's support, ex-

pertise and assistance on these matters. His
studies in Business Management and his ex-
perience in both management and Local
Government are important.

Is this a normal letter to businessmen, inviting
them to a breakfast? Of course not; and on that
account the Deputy Premier is shot down. His
statement that he had no knowledge of his office
facilities being used to send out these letters for
Gavan Troy's election campaign is a lot of
rubbish. The letter I have here is an original on
the Deputy Premier's letter-head. It is dated 12
September, and I asked my question on I5
September. That means the letter had gone out no
more than two or three days before. This matter
must have been fresh in the Deputy Premier's
mind at the time. The envelopes that went out
also were from his office. After the Deputy Prem-
ier was caught out he got up in this House and
tried to justify the expenditure of Government
money-taxpayers' funds-and the time of his
staff, after denying initially he had done anything
of this nature.

A member of Parliament normally would resign
in a situation such as I have outlined-being un-
truthful to Parliament in the way the Deputy
Premier has been. The Deputy Premier went on to
say that this letter had nothing to do with the
Mundaring by-election. Let us look at page 2 of
the letter, where it states-

There is one final and very important point
that I believe needs to be made about this by-
election.

Is that clear enough? I will read it again if anyone
did not get the point. The Deputy Premier said
this had nothing to do with the by-election, and
that the by-election was purely coincidental. Vir-
tually the whole of this letter refers to Gavan
Troy, and the Deputy Premier said in it that there
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was one Ainal and very important point tbat he be-
lieved needed to be made about this by-election.

Surely it is clear enough that this letter is about
a by-election. It is not a normal business letter,
and again, on that ground, I believe the Deputy
Premier has misled Parliament.

A number of instances have arisen of the
Government making misleading statements in
various areas. One has only to look at the in-
creases in charges announced this year for waler,
electricity, land rates, etc. It was indicated that
the increases would raise $58 million. It took the
Government a week to admit that the figure was
$114 million. That sort of thing should not occur
in this House. Initially, I was prepared to accept
some of the Government's mistakes as financial
fumbling. However, so many have occurred it is
obvious the Government has attempted in many
ways to mislead the public into believing that it is
taking less money than is the case.

This latest issue relating to the Deputy Prem-
ier's stating he had no knowledge of this particu-
lar letter, or that any facilities of his department
had been used in its preparation, was a gross
abuse of parliamentary privilege. I indicated
clearly that I was not surprised at the manner i n
which the Deputy Premier acted in this House,
and I worded my questions on the basis that I
knew he would say he had no knowledge of the
matter, because that is what he usually does. I am
appalled at what has happened in this instance. I
believe the Premier must be concerned about one
of his Ministrs-his 21C-misleading Parlia-
ment in the way he has. The Premier admitted
that he had no knowledge of this letter, and I am
sure had he known about it, he would have had
something to say to the Deputy Premier, although
he tried to cover up for him at a later stage.

If this sort of thing is allowed to go on un-
noticed or unchallenged, the basis for making
speeches in this House will deteriorate, as will the
way we operate. It is up to the Government, Min-
isters, and all members of this Parliament to
make sure what they say is factual. If they find
subsequently that it is not factual, the least they
can do is to come back to Parliament, apologise,
and rectify the matter. That is something the
Deputy Premier does not do.

The Premier is prepared to cast it aside and
forget that inaccurate statements made by him
are recorded in Hansard. It is a great pity that
this Parliament should sink to those depths and I
sincerely hope this amendment will help to
improve the situation. I also hope that in future
the Deputy Premier will be truthful when making
statements to this House. Unless this happens the

standard of debate in this House will deteriorate
considerably. Under normal circumstances, in the
British Parliament and other Parliaments
throughout the world, persons found knowingly
and willingly making misleading statements
would resign. In my view the minimum this
House is entitled to is an apology from the Depu-
ty Premier for misleading Parliament and, failing
that, his resignation.

I support the amendment.
MRt BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [3.22

p.m.]: I reject the amendment moved by the
member for Greenough; in a short time we will
dismiss it and indicate to the Parliament our atti-
tude in this matter.

Firstly, let me indicate that it is a fairly peril-
ous path for the Opposition to tread when it raises
this sort of thing. Not one of us is blameless when
it comes to the question of deciding marginal
cases in respect of what is and what is not
-political" in the period immediately before an
election.

Mr O'Connor: This is about what is true and
what is not true, not what is "political".

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can recall an
interjection from the Leader of the Opposition
during the question and answer period from which
he quoted, when he spoke of his paying the post-
age costs on letters posted on his behalf. I have to
inform the House that a very quick scrutiny of the
records indicates that perhaps the Leader of the
Opposition has no mortgage on perfection when it
comes to memory. We will see from the figures
that it is fairly difficult to decide what is marginal
when it comes to expenditure of taxpayers' funds
on electioneering. It is also difficult to remember
exactly what has been done when people in
Government decide to pursue the strongest of
their motivations, which is that of self-preser-
vation.

Mr O'Connor: Do you agree with the letter
which was signed and sent some two days ago?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose that relatets to
the decision about what is and what is not expen-
diture of taxpayers' funds on an improper pur-
pose.

Mr O'Connor: That is not the question I asked.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I have said pre-

viously, that is not the easiest question to answer.
There is more than one aspect to the question and
I will deal with each of what I perceive to be the
arguments of the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr O'Connor: No criticism of finance is
involved in this amendment. The amendment
refers to misleading statements by the Deputy
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Premier which I believe he knew were inaccurate
at the time of making the statements.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It seems to me that
fundamental to the arguments advanced by the
Leader of the Opposition is the question of tax-
payers' funds being used to support the Labor
socialist candidate in Mundaring. That really is
the nub of the whole argument. I would like to
start from that point.

Mr O'Connor: Have you read the amendment?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, I have read the

amendment and I will go through each of the
points referred to by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. Firstly, on the question of expenditure of
taxpayers' funds a very quick check indicates it
may not have been the Deputy Premier who mis-
led the House. It may, in fact, have been the
Leader of the Opposition-unwittingly, it is true.
He claimed he paid for the postage involved for
certain letters-

Mr O'Connor: I did.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -which were sent out,

The records available to us indicate on at least
one occasion the Correspondence Despatch Office
received $6 890 to mail letters which we under-
stand were from the then Premier, now Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr O'Connor: What are the letters?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the letters

were in response to Government positions and its
propagation of job bank and what the Govern-
ment was doing in that regard.

Mr O'Connor: I was very specific in my
instructions to my staff: Any material relating to
election matters was to be paid for by me.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will read through the
whole lot of them.

Mr O'Connor: You can't even quote the letters
for sure.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can give the Leader of
the Opposition details and I understand that the
letters were to do with his attitude and the
Government's attitude in respect of-

Mr MacKinnon: We can give you a letter
signed by the Deputy Premier. Can you not give
us this letter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I do not have the let-
ter that was sent. In the fullness of time I will
produce all the letters and perhaps the situation
will not be as pleasant when that happens. The in-
formation forwarded to us was that the letter was
in response to a request from the department.
Firstly, on 16 March 1983, correspondence-

Mr O'Connor: Can you read that one out?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The amount involved
was $57.38. The correspondence was in respect of
job bank.

Mr O'Connor: On 16 March?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is correct.
Mr O'Connor: We were not in Government

then.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know we were in

Government, but the charge was incurred during
the Leader of the Opposition's period in Govern-
ment when he was propagating the job bank
scheme.

M r O'Connor: Jobs for young people.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose we are getting

back to judging what it was. In my view it was
blatantly political.

Mr O'Connor: Cut it out.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that if we

are going to start categorising marginal or doubt-
ful expenditure, members opposite should cop a
load of what their Government did. On I16 March,
the charge raised was $57.38. On 10 March, dur-
ing the currency of the election campaign, a cost
of $1 042.68 was incurred to Ogilvy and Mather
(Aust) Pty. Ltd. for advertising in respect of job
bank.

Point of Order

Mr O'CONNOR: Mr Speaker, I did not stray
from the amendment because it was restricted to
a particular area. I seek your guidance as to
whether we can deviate from the amendment. I
could have referred to more items, but I specifi-
cally kept to the amendment, which refers to mis-
leading statements made to the House by the
Deputy Premier. The aspects referred to at this
stage by the Premier certainly have nothing to do
with the Deputy Premier's misleading the House.

The SPEAKER: In reply to the Leader of the
Opposition, I rule that the Premier is well and
truly within the ambit of the amendment moved
by the member for Greenough,

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not wish to go
through all the information. I have available for
the Leader of the Opposition a copy of the letter
to which I refer and I shall give it to the attend-
ant.' It is highly political, although the Leader of
the Opposition may say it is not. I have available
a further letter which I shall give to the attendant.
This letter is four pages long and is signed by the
Leader of the Opposition. The Leader of the Op-
position says he wrote letters at his own expense,
but this is one letter that was not written at his
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own expense. It was sent on 17 January which
was a very critical time during the election.

Mr O'Connor: This letter had nothing to do
with the election. It was trying to get jobs for
people.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I have tried to ex-
plain, we can argue backwards and forwards on
this point. The Leader of the Opposition can say
the letter is not political and is fair expenditure of
taxpayers' funds; on the other hand, I think it is
political. There is much doubt about the question.
In fact media commentators at the time suggested
that the action was suspect.

Mr O'Connor: One of the letters is addressed to
local authorities asking if they have any jobs
which can be included in job bank.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is more than that. In
my view it is highly political. In addition to that,
there were a couple of very interesting efforts by
the previous Government at the time of the indus-
trial arbitration legislation of 1982 when it pro-
duced such antiseptic examples of non-political
propaganda as the one headed "Panacea or
poison?" That cost $954.

Mr Thompson: That was during the election
campaign.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was during the
currency of the 1982 Industrial Arbitration
Amendment Bill. What I am talking about is the
differences of opinion that exist between the view
of the Leader of the Opposition, our view and
someone else's view as to what is political and
inappropriate expenditure of taxpayers' money.
In the first instance, I am simply trying to make
out that there is a lot of doubt and confusion
about the marginal case. In any case, whatever is
the situation in respect of the Deputy Premier's
letter, compared with the amount of money ex-
pended by the former Government, it is laugh-
able.

Mr Thompson: I am prepared to give you full
points for trying to extricate your deputy from the
mire into which he dug himself, but the fact is
that he misled this Parliament, and tried to make
a mockery of it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not much worried
about whether I receive full points from the mem-
ber for Kalamunda. That is not one of my pre-
occupations.

Mr Thompson: This smart alec attitude will get
you into a lot of trouble before you get very much
older.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It would be better if the
member for Kalamunda asked the Leader of the
Opposition why he said he paid for certain letters

when it appears that those letters were paid for
out of the taxpayers' pocket.

Mr O'Connor: Those were not paid for from
taxpayers' funds. I believed they were political.

Mr Pearce: You were trying to obtain a job as
Premier for yourself.

Mr Parker: What about the public servants you
got to check the Liberal Party policy speech? Did
you pay for them?

Mr O'Connor: The Deputy Premier's letter
spoke about Gavan Troy and referred to the by-
election. The particular letters I sent out were in
an effort to get jobs for young people during the
currency of job bank.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The question of whether
the letters were political is a subjective assess-
ment, and we will never agree. It is true that
30000 Premier's Department letterheads were
printed at a cost of over $5 000 for the same sort
of exercise.

Mr McNee: That is not the question. The
question is that your deputy misled the House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I wonder whether it is
beyond the member for Mt. Marshall to follow
the logical development of an argument and first
attend to the question of the expenditure of tax-
payers' funds on a political purpose.

Mr McNee: I have no trouble following you at
all. What I am suggesting is that your deputy
misled the House.

Mr O'Connor: And you are dead right.
Several members interjected.
Mr O'Connor: Are you justifying his being un-

truthful to this House?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would never justify

anyone's being untruthful to the House. In the
same way, I would not justify the Leader of the
Opposition's saying that he paid for the postage
and the production of the letters.

Mr O'Connor: Not every letter that went out
from the Premier's Department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course not, and that
is the point I am making. If the Leader of the Op-
position wants to make a subjective assessment as
to what he should pay for because it is political,
that assessment might not agree with ours. We
believe he was blatantly political and that, when
he said that he paid for the distribution of politi-
cal letters, he was misleading the House. He mis-
led the House if that is judgment oF the Deputy
Premier's action, because those letters were politi-
cal.
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Mr O'Connor: The Deputy Premier claimed
there was nothing to do with the by-election in it;,
yet he mentioned the by-election in his letter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Everybody knows about
the way in which the former Chief Secretary en-
tertained people in his ministerial office. I am in-
formed that those regular pre-election meetirngs
were supplied with liquor paid for by the depart-
ment. We believe, as was reported to us by people
who went to those meetings, that they were highly
political. They were the subject of taxpayers'
money in the payment of the liquor and other
things supplied.

In the area of water resources, two officers
spent 20 hours in determining the extent of expen-
diture in electoral districts during the past three
years. I cannot see why two officers would take
electoral districts as the base for their consider-
ation if it were not for a political purpose.

Mr Tonkin: Did you pay for their wages while
they did it?

Mr O'Connor: I did not know that they did it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I accept that the Leader

of the Opposition did not know that they did it.
Mr Spriggs: Come on! You are talking non-

sense.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Darling

Range has not made a speech for three years. He
should not spoil it.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps the member

made a speech that was so fleeting it was not
heard. In any case, I suggest he make his speech
standing up, because I have limited time.

I have tried to demonstrate that in being guilty
of expending taxpayers' funds on political propa-
ganda or for political purposes in a pre-election
period, the previous Government has no peer. The
previous Government spent more than $100000
in the pursuit of its own re-election, and it spent it
in ways as blatant as the last one involving the ex-
penditure or more than $500 in having officers to
cheek on expenditure in specific electoral districts.

Mr O'Connor: I did not blatantly ask them to
do it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As far as the Govern-
ment is concerned, it is or no significance to try to
defend ourselves by saying that the previous
Government did that, because it is as unaccept-
able for the previous Government as it is for this
Government.

I have circulated to Ministers a minute that
sums up our attitude to this matter. For once in
this State, I suspect, something lays down the

rules that are to apply in respect of this sort of ex-
penditure of taxpayers' money.

Mr MacKinnon: When was it distributed?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The circular was distrib-

uted today as a result of the Cabinet meeting
yesterday. At least we are prepared to say that we
will place this matter on a Firm basis for all to see.
I do not know how members opposite can sit in
their chairs without squirming, after the things
that were done with taxpayers' money during the
currency of the last election campaign. I know
that it embarrasses some of the people who sit be-
hind the Leader of the Opposition; but at least he
could have, as we have chosen to do, firmly laid
down the ground rules.

Mr Thompson: Would you have laid down
those ground rules if last week's events had not
occurred?

Point of Order

Mr MacKINNON: I ask the Premier to table
at the conclusion of his speech the document from
which he is about to quote.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am perfectly happy to
table it. I will give the member for Murdoch a
copy now.

Mr MacKINNON: Under Standing Orders, I
am asking for the document from which the
Premier is quoting.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am perfectly happy to
table it.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr Thompson: Would those ground rules have
been laid down had it not been for last week's
events?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, they would have,
had the occasion arisen. Last week the question of
the expenditure of taxpayers' money for political
Purposes was raised. Members opposite are the
past masters of that, for God's sake. Members
know what they did. The former Chief Secretary
appeared to have a cheque book in the name of
the taxpayers and that permitted him to do almost
anything.

Mr Thompson: It is not a question of the tax-
payers' funds, but the misleading of the House by
the Deputy Premier. You have niot addressed
yourself to that at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The circular reads as fol-
lows-

CIRCULAR TO MINISTERS
The editorial in last Saturday's issue of

"The West Australian" drew attention to
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what it said were all too frequent allegations
in Western Australian politics of the misuse
of public funds and publicly funded facilities
for party political purposes.

The editorial rightly drew attention to the
excesses of our predecessors, particularly in
relation to advertising before the last general
election, though as we are all aware, their
abuse of the public purse was by no means
limited to this example.

It is of fundamental importance, that pub-
lic office and public funds should not be used
in any way for party political purposes.
Though the line between those things that
can rightly be regarded as relating to the dis-
charge of public office and those that are
party political is sometimes difficult to draw,
nevertheless we must all be scrupu lously
careful that we do not transgress the bounds
of propriety in these matters.

We have all worked hard since we took
office to demonstrate that this government is
different from its predecessors and that we
are setting high standards of conduct and
performance for ourselves. The evidence
available so far suggests that the public has
understood, accepted and welcomed this.

However, nothing will undo this hard work
and tarnish our image more quickly-

M r Spriggs: Completely dishonest!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: To continue-

-than a public perception that we are abus-
ing our offices and the trust that has been
placed in us.

Ministers must examine all their actions
and those of their ministerial staff carefully
to ensure that appropriate standards are
being met and that the taxpayers are not
footing the bill for activities that ought to be
funded by the party.

I will take a serious view of any matters
coming to my attention in which such stan-
dards have not been met.

I would appreciate it if you would draw the
contents of the circular to members of your
Ministerial staff.

It cannot be made any clearer than that but I
hasten to assure the Opposition that, as far as tax-
payers' fui., .-Jng expended politically is con-
cerned, no-one can surpass the efforts of members
opposite when they were in Governm-'t. Who can
forget the double-page advertisements and the
blatant political letters, two of which I passed
over to the Leader of the Opposition? Who can
forget the Friday afternoon entertainment in Min-

isters' off ices, where people drank liquor paid for
by the Government? I do not suppose many
people will remember or, indeed, knew about the
two officers who were instructed to work out,
electorate by electorate, the Government's expen-
diture in respect of certain electorates. Members
opposite are self-righteously saying that, somehow
or other, this Government has been using tax-
payers' funds for political purposes and expending
taxpayers' money to elect a socialist Labor candi-
date, as indicated in the amendment, and that
really begs the credibility that was lacking in the
actions of the previous Government.

The circular to Ministers which I have just
quoted makes clear the Government's position in
the matter and it represents a standard from
which it will not deviate; it is a standard the pre-
vious Government saw fit not to adopt: and it is a
standard which is appropriate for the conduct of
the affairs of this State, particularly as they relate
to the expenditure of taxpayers' funds for political
purposes.

Let me make one last point about how
inaccurate some people might be. The Leader of
the Opposition consistently says that the money
spent on our electoral reform campaign comes
from taxpayers' funds.

Mr O'Connor: I did not say that. I asked
whether that was the case. I did not say that at
all. Don't mislead the House!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition was quoted in the newspaper as saying that
he had information which indicated the Govern-
ment's electoral reform campaign had been paid
for out of Government funds.

Mr O'Connor: You are just misleading the
House again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the way in which
he is quoted in the newspaper and the Leader of
the Opposition should table that information in
order to support that contention.

Any Government, or any Opposition when in
Government, that was responsible for the expendi-
ture on which I have touched very lightly, has
scant credibility when making claims such as
those made in the amendment.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [3.42 p~m.]: I
support the good amendment moved by the mem-
ber for Greenough and supported by the Leader
of the Opposition. I also thank the Premier very
much for his contribution. I thank him for several
reasons: Firstly, he has demonstrated clearly to
the Opposition that, without the time for prep-
aration and when he is unable to obtain support
from his so-called advisers, he finds it extremely
difficult to tackle a topic. For example, if we refer
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to the amendment, as I shall in a moment, we see
clearly that only once did the Premier touch on it
during his speech. Secondly, when the Premier
touched on the amendment, he supported it.
Thirdly, the Premier has indicated clearly his
sheer hypocrisy in the whole matter.

To bring the debate back quickly to where .it
began, I remind the Premier, as we frequently
have to do in this House, because his powers of
comprehension are abysmal, of the words of the
amendment-

But this House regrets to inform Your Ex-
cellency that the Deputy Premier has
seriously misled the Parliament-

There is nothing about expenditure there. To con-
tinue-

-and the people (by denying in response to
questions in this House)-

Not to the Press, not in public, but in this House;
that is, the Parliament. To continue-

-his involvement using Governmental
(taxpayers) facilities and resources to sup-
port the Labor socialist candidate in the
Mundaring by-election.

That is contrary to the principles and proprieties
of responsible government, just to reiterate the
points referred to in the letter quoted which was
written by the self-same man. That is what the
amendment is about. It refers to the serious abuse
of this Parliament by the Deputy Premier.

I refer the Premier to question 247 of
Thursday, 15 September, where the Leader of the
Opposition asked the Deputy Premier the
question to which his response was-

That has certainly not happened to my
knowledge. If the Leader of the Opposition
has any evidence or indications to the con-
trary I would be pleased if he would let me
know.

I remind members that question was asked on tIS
September and the letter quoted subsequently by
the Leader of the Opposition was dated 12
September; that is, three days before the question
was asked. However, the Premier has the gall to
come here and say, "it is sometimes difficult to
remember what has been done".

I assure you, Sir, when I was a Minister, I
would have remembered clearly any letter com-
prising 1 / pages that I signed three days earlier
referring to a political campaign. If I could not
remember that much, I should not he a Minister.

Mr Pearce: You aren't!
Mr MacKINNON: Neither should the Deputy

Premier. He should not be in the Ministry. I re-

mind members opposite of the words of the letter.
These words were clearly skirted by the Premier
who did not have the gumption to face the fact
that his deputy treats this Parliament with con-
tempt. The Premier's deputy had this to say-

Dear Electors_ .
He does not say, "Dear Sir/Madam" or anything
of that nature, but rather he says, "Dear Elec-
tors". The mere address of that letter is con fir-
mation of the fact that it is a paid political docu-
ment. As the Leader of the Opposition stated pre-
viously, it continues-

When Gavan Troy first stood as your rep-
resentative in Parliament he, like other ALP
candidates, made a commitment to the
business community.

That commitment, along with others, has been
completely sold down the drain.

The Leader of the Opposition went on to exam-
ine that letter in detail, but I shall quote only
another two sections of it, to indicate exactly how
the Deputy Premier misled the Parliament and
how he misused his staff and the stature of his
office, as important as it is, for his own cheap pol-
itical means. On page two of the letter, the fol low-
ing statement appears-

A charge of $10 will be made to cover
costs.

Here we have the Deputy Premier of this State
soliciting on paid Government letterhead-by
paid letter-for funds for a political party for a
political campaign. If that is not the case, I chal-
lenge the Premier and his deputy to table a paper
indicating the costs of the function which it was
said would be held on 20 September.

Let us see whether a profit was made as a re-
sult of that function at the expense of the tax-
payer. Is the taxpayer now supporting an election
campaign funding programme by the Deputy
Premier and Mr Gavan Troy? Clearly that is the
case. The letter continues-

Please telephone 325 8152..
The Deputy Premier is not here, so I ask the
Premier whose phone number that is: It is Maxine
Henderson's phone number. Surprise, surprise! If
that telephone is not paid for by the taxpayers, I
would be amazed. The letter concludes-

With best wishes.

Yours sincerely,
Then the Deputy Premier has signed the letter-if
that is not the case, his handwriting has bcen
forged-and underneath his signature the follow-
ing words appear-
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Deputy Premier and Minister for Econ-
omic Development and Technology.

If that is not misleading the Parliament, I do not
know what is.

The Premier's statement that this is a marginal
case of what is and what is not political is clearly
a red herring. We are not talking about the sub-
stance or the funding of the campaign, as bad as
they may be. We are talking about people telling
untruths in this Parliament; about people coming
into the Parliament and, in answer to a direct
question, telling a complete fabrication of the
truth-indeed, something that had no relevance
whatsoever to the question. It really stretches our
imagination and credibility-it must stretch the
credibility of the Premier-to extreme lengths to
expect us to accept the Premier's comment that,
"It is difficult to remember what has been done"
when the letter was written only three days before
the question was asked.

As I said earlier, the Premier must support our
motion because he has said he would not defend
anyone being untruthful to this House. It is clear
that the Dcputy Premier was untruthful to this
House. If the Premier were a man of his
word-he has gone to extreme lengths to convince
the people of Western Australia that he is-he
must support this motion and he must take some
action against his Deputy Premier, a man whom
the Premier said he would take action against, be-
cause he has said he would not justify anyone
being untruthful to this House. The Premier,
having made that statement, will stand con-
demned by his own words if he does not take ac-
tion.

The Premier went on to try to rescue both him-
self and the Deputy Premier From the situation in
which they *found themselves and said, "This
whole question of political funding of campaigns
and the like is as unacceptable to us as it is to
you". He went on to say that he had made a de-
cision, which was apparently made in Cabinet
yesterday, and we now see this letter to correct
the matter, this letter which has been circulated
to Ministers in draft form. The Premier has said
that, but I doubt whether this letter has been
-circularised to Ministers today. But why is it in
draft form? Clearly Cabinet made a decision
yesterday to try to get the Premier and the Depu-
ty Premier off the hook. It is impossible for the
Premier to get himself off the hook, because what
Hansard shows he said in Parliament last
Thursday, along with the letter sent our by his
deputy, sees the Premier condemned by his own
words.

The Leader of the Opposition asked a question
of the Premier on this very issue. He asked
whether the Premier was aware of the letter sent
out on departmental letterheads by the Deputy
Premier. The Premier, last Thursday, not even a
week ago, said-

I was not aware the letters were sent. Had
I been aware they were to be sent, I would
have completely endorsed their despatch.

Mr O'Connor: A change of mind today.
Mr MacKINNON: To try to get himself off

the hook, the Premier came up with this circular
letter to Ministers, hastily prepared by one of his
officers, following a Cabinet meeting yesterday.
Once again it is a letter which tries to make the
Premier out to be a man of reason, and leader of a
Government that is very reasonable in all matters,
one that will not stoop to these depths. This is the
same man who has shown the hypocrisy of his
stand by his statements today, when he said last
Thursday that he was not aware the letters had
been sent and that, had he been aware they were
to be sent, he would have completely endorsed
their despatch.

It is clear the Government is on a hook like a
fish that is wriggling and cannot get off. The
Premier cannot paper over the cracks with a
hastily prepared document like this and think that
the people of Western Australia will accept this
rubbish. We in the Opposition and the people of
this State have far more intelligence than the
Premier gives us credit for. He, like his deputy,
stands condemned by his previous actions and his
actions of today.

This whole matter of the Deputy Premier's let-
ter on behalf of Gavan Troy indicates quite obvi-
ously the politics being played within the Aus-
tralian Labor Party. We have heard from the
Government lately a number of wild aspersions
about what is happening on this side of the
House, but why is the Deputy Premier, rather
than the Premier, writing letters on behalf of
Gavan Troy? Is the Deputy Premier trying to buy
another number in the leadership stakes of the
ALP? We all know it is a leadership game; we all
know it is a numbers game; we all know how the
members of the ALP have hands on daggers
daily. It is interesting to see that the Deputy
Premier is cultivating the past member for
Mundaring as a supporter in his leadership chal-
lenge, which will certainly rise in the life of this
Government and this Parliament. It is interesting
to see that Mr Troy's allegiance is being culti-
vated by the Deputy Premier and not the Premier,
and at the expense of the taxpayer.

2159



2160 ASS EMBSLY]

As the Leader of the Opposition indicated, the
Premier's claims about certain correspondence
when we were in Government are clearly as false
as his recent statements to Parliament. The Prem-
ier indicated that a letter dated 10 January circu-
lated by the previous Premier (Hon. Ray
O'Connor) was a party-political document. I chal-
lenge the Premier and any other member of the
Government to find where there is any mention of
an election in the previous Premier's letter, as
there is in the letter of 12 September by the
Deputy Premier; where there is mention of the
Liberal Party in our letter, as there is mention of
the ALP in this letter of 12 September; where
there is any question of a demand or request for
financial support in our letter, as there is in the
Deputy Premier's letter; where there is any
invitation to attend a party political function in
our letter of 10 January, as there is in the letter of
12 September from the Deputy Premier.

Mr Speaker, it is as clear as the nose on your
face that the letter of 12 September from the
Deputy Premier is nothing more than a cheap pol-
itical trick. It is also clear that the Deputy Prem-
ier later tried to play another cheap political trick
on this Parliament. Members of Parliament and
the institution itself deserve better treatment from
a man who holds such high office.

The letter of 10 January from the previous
Premier was nothing more than correspondence
similar to that sent out recently by the Minister
for Employment and Administrative Services to
community groups about exactly the same sort of
programme, one designed and engineered to spend
the money saved as a consequence of the wages
freeze programme implemented by both the pre-
vious Federal and State Liberal-Country Party
Governments. The correspondence of 10 January
involved a request for information from local
authorities on the role they felt they could play in
the job bank programme. How different is that
from the elaborate information being distributed
by the Minister for Employment and Adminis-
trative Services and his Federal colleagues now? I
can see no great difference between our action
and that of the present Minister in sending letters
to local authorities and all manner of organis-
ations. I am not accusing this Government of
playing a cheap political trick. I realise it is
merely endeavouring, in the best political light for
the Government, to sell an idea to the people.

What we are saying here, however, is that,
whatever the nature of the political programme.
the contents of this letter sent out. on 12
September by the Deputy Premier are clear and
concise. We do not need a very good knowledge of
the Queen's English to understand what it is

about. For the Premier to stand and defend his
deputy in one breath, and then in the next breath
to claim that he, the Premier, would not justify
anyone being untruthful to this House, is totally
unacceptable to us in the Opposition. It is now ob-
vious to us what this Government is about: It is a
Government of facades, a Government of cheap
tricks, a Government that endeavours to hide the
facts from the people through a slick PR machine.

The people of Western Australia. like the mem-
bers of the Opposition, will not be fooled by any
stretch of the imagination or at any time by such
a programme. I give the Premier some advice-he
was so wont to give us advice when we were in
Government: Unless he reforms his ways very
quickly, unless he starts to govern in an honest
and sincere manner and does not try just to be
seen to be doing so, the results of his decisions and
his actions will live to haunt him.

We demand, at the very least, an apology from
the Deputy Premier. in fact, we demand the
Deputy Premier's resignation for telling total un-
truths to us, the members of Her Majesty's Oppo-
sition.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.00 p.m.]: I
suggested in 1979 to the then Government that
the Parliament establish a tribunal to handle in an
informal, non-legal way, accusations made by
politicians and their parties, particularly those
made during election campaigns.

Mr Bertram: How far did you get with that?
Mr STEPHENS: During the speech I made at

that time I made reference to the problems the
National Country Party seemed to have. I men-
tioned that Mr Peter Mayo had told me and
others that he would screw every last penny out of
the Country Party. They took no notice of my ad-
vice, and it is history now the problems that the
Country Party got itself into. No action was
taken by the then Government to establish a
tribunal to handle political accusations. It was not
possible for me to introduce a private member's
Bill because such legislation would have been re-
garded as a money Bill, and as members are
aware, a private member's Bill of that sort cannot
be introduced. If we had a tribunal of this sort we
would not now be debating this issue; we would
not need to argue the need for members to con-
duct themselves with honour and set an example.
The Leader of the Opposition used these words in
support of this amendment.

It is high time we considered the establishment
of a tribunal to handle political statements and
advertisements by candidates and/or their parties
in an election.
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It is necessary at this point for me to restate the
policy of the National Party in regard to amend-
ments to the Add ress-i n- Reply. They achieve
nothing. and are merely a mechanism for political
point scoring. If the House were to carry this
amendment, what would happen? It would not
mean anything would be implemented or any
change would take place to solve problems. Like-
wise, if it is defeated, nothing will happen.
Whether we support it or oppose it will mean
nothing, which is the reason for the National
Party, since its inception, not supporting amend-
ments to the Address-in-Reply.

If a member wishes to raise matters in the Par-
liament he can move a substantive motion. The
National Party would either support or reject
such a motion on its merits. Our non-support of
this amendment does not imply we think it is
without foundation altogether. During my
introductory remarks I referred to the need for a
tribunal to handle election campaigns. The legal
processes we have at the moment do not cover
that situation adequately, because an election is
well and truly over before the issues get to a
court.

I was interested when the question of the letter
sent by the Deputy Premier was raised by the
Leader of the Opposition. The matter was fairly
well reported in The West Australian of 16
September under the heading. "Government ac-
cused of dirty tricks". The article states-

The Opposition yesterday charged the
State Government with using taxpayers'
money and dirty tricks-

Mr O'Connor: We did not. That's untruthful;
that's not true.

Mr STEPHENS: I am quoting from the news-
paper.

Mr O'Connor: That's not true; we didn't accuse
them of that.

Mr STEPHENS: To make it clear, did the
Leader of the Opposition accuse the Government
of using taxpayers' money?

Mr O'Connor: No.
Mr STEPHENS: Did the Opposition accuse

the Government of dirty tricks?
Mr MacKinnon: Yes.
Mr STEPHENS: I am inclined to go along

with that statement-it was a dirty trick. The
article quotes various comments by the Leader of
the Opposition. The article states-

Mr O'Connor read parts of a letter on the
letterhead of the Deputy Premier of WA,
sent in an envelope marked "Minister for

Economic Development and Technology"
and signed by Mr Bryce.

After detailing a number of government
initiatives, it says: "I need to have Gavan
Troy's assistance on these matters."

Further on: "There is one final and very
important point that I believe needs to be
made about this by-election.

"Neither the Federal Labor Government
nor the State Labor Government will be
changed because of its result. As a person
involved in business, the choice is either to
have a voice from your area in the Govern-
ment .. or not."

Obviously the Leader of the Opposition in quoting
that letter felt that the letter indicated dirty
tricks. It is unfortunate the Deputy Premier is not
in the House now, because I would like to ask him
whether he was considerate enough to send a copy
of the letter to the Labor Party's political op-
ponent in Mundaring, Mr Herzfeld. Would any-
one on the Labor side know whether a copy of the
letter was sent to Mr Herzfeld? Obviously nobody
knows.

Mr MacKinnon: That's not surprising.
Mr STEPHENS: I agree the letter was a dirty

trick, but it is patently obvious that the Leader of
the Opposition, when in Government before the
last election, was guilty of a similar dirty trick. I
have a copy of a letter sent on paper with the fol-
lowing letterhead, "The Premier, Ray O'Connor",
and the address, - 14th Floor, Superannuation
Building, 32 St. George's Terrace, Perth 6000,
Western Australia". It was sent in an envelope
marked "Personal from: The Premier, Ray
O'Connor", and dated 14 February 1983.

Mr Bertram: When was the election?
Mr STEPHENS: I think it was 19 February,

and this letter was dated 14 February. Unlike the
Labor Party at this time, the then Government
was understanding in sending me a copy. That
would be the kindest comment I could make
about this letter. I believe the then Government,
actually made an error, because it sent a copy of
this letter to M. E. and R. M. Stephens of 25
Munster Avenue, Albany, which happens to be
my address, the address of the member for
Stirling. The introduction is in endearing terms:, it
states, "Dear Matthew & Rosslyn", the christian
names of myself and my wife.

Mr Bertram: Were you offended by being ad-
dressed by your first name? Many people are.

Mr STEPHENS: I believe they were. The let-
ter states, in part-
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There have been few occasions when the
future of the Liberal Government in Western
Australia has been so critical for the State.

My purpose in writing to you is to remind
you just how critical your vote can be, just
how much your vote means towards the re-
turn of my Government and just how much it
means to job security and continued
opportunities Car all Western Australians.

Through the wage freeze and the Job Bank
programme, my Government has launched a
series of work-creating initiatives and it has
done this against the undeniable facts that
inflation in Western Australia is lower than
any other State, while positive employment
creation is higher.

He is talking about the achievements of the then
Government, which was something he did not like
the Deputy Premier doing in his letter.

Mr O'Connor: Except that I paid for that.
Mr STEPHENS: The Leader of the Opposition

denied that he accused the Deputy Premier of
using taxpayers' money, and he has said that
earlier this year he did not use taxpayers' money.
Does he mean that the Deputy Premier did use
taxpayers' money?

Mr MacKinnon: He says he paid for the letter
you are quoting from.

Mr STEPHENS: At the commencement of my
remarks on this point the Leader of the Oppo-
sition said that he had not accused the Deputy
Premier of using taxpayers' money. The Leader of
the Opposition interjected to say, "I didn't say
that".

Mr MacKinnoni: He didn't say anything of the
sort.

Mr STEPHENS: I then made reference to the
comment about dirty tricks. I said, "Do you ac-
knowledge that you said that?" He definitely
said, "Yes".

Mr O'Connor: The letter you are referring to
was a letter for which 1 paid.

Mr STEPHENS: We accept that allegationw
Mr O'Connor: That letter was not paid for by

taxpayers' funds.
Mr STEPHENS: But the Leader of the Oppo-

sition denies making the accusations against the
Government.

Mr MacKinnon: So what? I can't follow what
you are getting at.

Mr O'Connor: I think he is trying to make sure
he gets the second preference at the next election.

Mr STEPHENS: You have accused the
Government of using dirty tricks-

Mr O'Connor: That is right.

Mr STEPHENS: -in the form of a letter.

Mr O'Connor: Not in the form of a letter.
Mr MacKinnon: Have you read the amend-

ment?
Mr STEPHENS: Yes, and 1 was also present

during some of the debate here in relation to the
letter. I have already quoted from the newspaper
report on that debate. I have referred to specific
points that the Leader of the Opposition took out
of that letter. Obviously members of the Oppo-
sition have not been following it or they would not
have been able to make that type of interjection.

Mr Bertram: They don't want to follow you.

Mr STEPHENS: They are possibly a bit em-
barrassed. To continue reading the letter-

In considering your vote on February 19, 1
would like to take this opportunity to remind
you that a vote for the National Party is not
a vote for the coalition Government.

Mr. Matt Stephens left the National
Country Party after being elected in 1977.
Since then, he has not been able to represent
the electors of Stirling as a member of the
coalition Government. Mr Stephens and his
N.P. colleagues cannot join in party room
discussions that determine government pol-
icy.

For many years, the party room has been
one of the most effective forums for an M.P.
to convince his colleagues of the needs of his
particular electorate and to gain the support
necessary to achieve results.

The new Leader of the Opposition-and the
Leader of the Government at that time-is really
making the same sorts of statements to which he
was objecting in the letter sent out by the Deputy
Premier.

Mr Bertram: Exactly. You can't mistake it.
Mr STEPHENS: Comments like those in the

letter are a reflection on the Parliament.

Mr Bertram: Correct.
Mr STEPHENS: In effect, he has said we do

not make any decisions in the Parliament: they
are all made in the party room.

Mr Bertram: Yes.
Mr STEPHENS: That is a reflection on the

Parliament, yet this afternoon in support of the
amendment, he wanted to see that Parliament had
some honour.

Mr Bertram: He wasn't serious there.
Mr STEPHENS: The letter continues-

2162



[Tuesday, 20 September 1983])16

Consequently, a vote for the Liberal Party
in Stirling and the election of a Liberal mem-
ber for the electorate, would give the voters olf
Stirling a much stronger representation in
Parliament.

It is a matter of opinion. Fortunately the electors
of Stirling apparently chose to ignore the letter.
The letter goes on to say that an examination of
Harnsard, the official record or parliamentary pro-
ceedings, shows that in the past four years Mr
Stephens recorded no vote or voted against the
Government in 62 per cent of divisions in the
Legislative Assembly. Hansard will also verify
that Mr Stephens' support for the Government as
recorded in divisions fell from 48 per cent in 1979
to 28 per cent last year. That really comes under
the heading of false and misleading allegations
because it seriously misleads the public who are
not aware of parliamentary procedures and who
may think that the divisions referred to comprise
a total number of votes in this House when all
members present would know that actual divisions
would not comprise any more than about live per
cent of the votes, so these statistics refer to about
five per cent of the issues. It was deliberately de-
signed to mislead the public. This letter was
signed by a man who talks about the honour of
the Parliament.

Mr Bertram: I don't think he was serious about
that.

Mr STEPHENS: The letter continues-

The way to gain maximum value from
your vote is to support Liberal candidate
Peter Skinner in Stirling.

Mr Bertram: Who is he?

Mr STEPHENS: My suggestion is to vote one,
two, three in the order of one's choice to gain the
maximum value for a vote. We cannot improve on
that. Once again, it is only a matter of opinion
about whether one would maximise the effect of
his vote. If one votes according to the one, two,
three principle in the order of his preference he
will maximise his vote. The letter is once again
trying to mislead the public. I will not bother to
read the rest of the letter, but I think it shows
quite conclusively that, by virtue of the fact that
the Opposition brought this matter before Parlia-
roent in an endeavour to embarrass the present
Government. having made submissions regarding
dirty tricks-

Mr O'Connor: It has nothing to do with the
motion.

Mr STEPHENS: They conidemn their own ac-
tions in the last election.

Mr O'Connor: You wouldn't know. The letter
refers to untruthful statements made to this Par-
liament and you haven't even mentioned this.

Mr STEPHENS: I did not even bother to find
out whether in fact this letter was financed by the
taxpayer, by the Liberal Party, or by whomever.
The point remains that it was on the Premier's
personal letterhead and the address shown was
14th Floor, Superannuation Building, 32 St.
George's Terrace, Perth. I understand from the
comments made previously that many people in
the electorate believe that the taxpayer financed
that letter.

Mr Bertram: That would be about right, too.
Mr O'Connor: They didn't.
Mr Jamieson: It appears as though they did.
Mr O'Connor: I refused to let them go through

that source.
Mr STEPHENS: Talking about amendments

to the Address-in-Reply-
Mr .Jamieson: You should not use that address;

it is bad.
Mr O'Connor: I agree with you.
Mr STEPHENS: We should be directing our

attention to a substantive motion to perhaps
introduce formally a tribunal that could quickly
and expeditiously handle these types of alle-
gations. If we adopted that attitude, and if the
Liberal Government took cognisance of my re-
quest made in 1979 and had appointed that type
of tribunal, we would not be wasting the time of
this House or the money of the taxpayers of
Western Australia by debating this issue. The
issue will achieve nothing, whether or not it is car-
ried. The taxpayers want to see us concentrate on
finding solutions to our problems rather than on
our dealing With this sort of nonsense.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear! Correct; well said!
MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.18 p.m.]: It con-

cerns me that the Deputy Premier last week mis-
led this House when he denied his involvement in
using taxpayers' facilities and resources to support
the Labor Party candidate in the Mundaring elec-
torate. I am also concerned that the Premier last
week endorsed the sending of that letter-

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr COURT: -which blatantly told people to

come to a breakfast to support the Labor Party. It
used taxpayers' funds to send out the letter. As
the member for Murdoch suggested, he endorsed
that; yet today he sends out this circular to Minis-
ters. It reads in part as follows-

We have all worked hard since we took
office to demonstrate that this government is
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different from its predecessors and that we
are setting high standards or conduct and
performance for ourselves. The evidence
available so far suggests that the public has
understood, accepted and welcomed this.

However, nothing will undo this hard work
and tarnish our image more quickly than a
public perception-

That is something of which they seem to be very
aware. It continues-

-that we are abusing our offices and the
trust that has been placed in us.

Ministers must examine all their actions
and those of their ministerial staff carefully
to ensure that appropriate standards are
being met and that the taxpayers are not
footing the bill for activities that ought to be
funded by the party.

That is a complete turnaround. Last week it fully
endorsed a letter that was sent out to the elector-
ate using the taxpayers' money and facilities to do
so while apparently today it is sending out a circu-
lar to Ministers saying that should not be done.

Mr Bertram: Is that a stolen letter you have
there?

Mr COURT: No, it was recently tabled by the
Premier.

Mr MacKinnon: An admission or guilt!

Mr COURT: The public of Western Australia
have become concerned at the Government's ac-
tions. The Government has used its media
machine to tell us how tough things are in the
economy and how we have all got to pull in our
belts. We have gone through the saga of increased
charges and the many other things that have hit
the taxpayers. The public have become particu-
larly concerned about the Government's cynical
actions because, at the same time as putting all
these slight increases in the air, it has gone over-
board with this business of appointing advisers
and consultants. The public now understand that
the media people in the ALP-advertising and
marketing people-are on the taxpayers' payroll
and that is scandalous. Never before has the
President of the ALP been put on the taxpayers'
payroll.

Mr Terry Burke: A very good appointment: he
is doing a good job.

M r O'Connor: It is absolutely scandalous.

M r Peter Jones: What is he doing?

Mr COURT: He is abusing the taxpayers.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'Connor: In the last three months we have
had a much worse industrial record than that of
the last three years.

Mr COURT: Imagine what the Labor Party
would have said if we, when in Government, had
put the President of the Liberal Party on to the
Government payroll.

Mr O'Connor: Look at what members opposite
said about Mitchell and now look at the great
team they have.

Mr COURT: The campaign manager for Mr
Gavan Troy at the last State election was Mr Don
Rowe. He has now been appointed as an adviser
to the Government and it would be interesting to
know whether taxpayers' funds have been used by
that person for the current campaign.

The way this Government performs is just a
straightout public relations service for the Labor
Party at the taxpayers' expense. This Government
was elected to Parliament and the Ministers who
have been appointed receive a substantial salary
for doing their job and they have a large backup
staf to assist them. The electors expect elected
members of Parliament to do their job-not the
unelected advisers or consultants who have been
employed.

I believe the Deputy Premier has brought to the
Opposition's attention the fact that the Govern-
ment is using taxpayers' funds in the Mundaring
election campaign, but I am afraid it could go
much deeper than that. I would like to know
whether any of the Government's recently ap-
pointed advisers or consultants are working on the
campaign. Are they on the campaign trail
preparing Press releases and marketing pro-
grammes at the taxpayers' expense? I would be
interested to know whether they are being paid.
Consultants are paid on an hourly basis and I
would like the Auditor General's statement for
this month to indicate what the consultants have
been paid. Are some of the Government's market-
ing people working on this campaign?

Mr Bertram: Why would it be in the Auditor
General's statement next month? It would be in
the 1983-84 financial statement.

Mr COURT: If we ask questions, I believe we
should be told the correct answers and be advised
what these people are being paid.

This Government controls the Treasury purse
strings and it must be prudent about what it does
with its money. The Government must fully
understand the consequences. If it dips into the
Treasury money to fund political campaigns, this
would be one example of it.
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The Premier has sent out a circular to all mem-
bers and I hope his advisers and consultants read
it in order that we might not have other instances
of this nature brought to our attention because, if
they are, they will certainly backfire on the
Government.

The Deputy Premier has much to explain to
this House for his actions last week and it is a pity
he is not present in this Chamber today.

It could be largely as a result of the heavy
Government reliance on advisers and consultants
that it has worked out a campaign marketing
strategy for the Mundaring election. I believe its
heavy reliance upon advisers will get the Govern-
ment into trouble. It shows that it either lacks
competence to undertake the position to which it
was elected or does not have enough trust in its
own ability to carry out the job.

I conclude my remarks by saying that I hope
this is the only instance that is brought to the Op-
position's attention concerning *taxpayers' funds
being used for political campaigns. I warn this
Government that if it does not keep tight control
on its advisers and stops using them in political
campaigns such as the Mundaring by-election, the
public will soon wake up to it and take the necess-
ary action. I support the amendment.

MR MeNEE (Mt. Marshall) [4.26 p.m.1: I sup-
port the amendment and it is with a great deal of
regret that I am forced to do so.

Mr Stephens: You are carrying out your
instructions.

Mr McNEE: The member for Stirling is teas-
ing me.

Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: I would have thought that I

would not have the necessity in this place,
above all others, to speak about people's mislead-
ing the House.

Mr Bertram: You should not have to, but you
will have to do plenty of it.

Mr McNEE: While this Government is in
office, I would suggest that the Opposition will
have to talk about this.

I believe that the question to which we are ad-
dressing ourselves is that of members opposite
misleading the House. I am sorry that the Deputy
Premier is not here today because I would much
prefer to say the things I want to in front of him
rather than in his absence. Perhaps he is in
Mundlaring drumming up a few votes.

Mr Gordon Hill: He is home in bed sick.

Mr McNEE: I hope the people of Mundaring
will not be taken in by this cheap, shabby trick.

Several members interjected.
Mr MeNEE: I am here to talk about the mis-

leading of the House. This Government is really a
Government of deception and it got into office by
promising the people a Utopia. At a rapidly in-
creasing rate the Government is leading the pub-
lic to total disaster.

Mr Bertram: The public do not agree with you.

Mr McNEE: I ask the member for Balcatta
whether he has recently been among the public. I
took two days off from this House and have been
among the people.

Mr Gordon Hill: And have you been in
Mundlaring?

Mr McNEE: I will be in Mundlaring tomorrow
or the next day. I am not here to talk about
Mundlaring, but about the misleading of this
House.

I can well recall being told in January and
February this year that, if the Labor Government
were in power, there would be no increases in
Government charges. I am battling to find one
Government charge that has not been increased.
If I were the Minister for Economic Development
and Technology, I would certainly be asking my-
self why the present rate of inflation in Australia
is two or three times greater than that of its
trading partners. I would ask myself also what it
is doing to the people of Western Australia.
Members opposite should at least be calling the
shots because they are not doing a very good job.

Mr Gordon Hill: We are.
Mr MeNEE: The Government has suckled onto

the rural areas like piglets to a great sow and the
Government will suckle them until it bleeds them
dry.

A one per cent drop in the inflation rate would
put $90 million into the rural industry and this
might help the Government to achieve those
things it wants to achieve.

Nevertheless, while we have these misleading
statements being made with gay abandon, that
will not happen. At least two Ministers in this
place do not have a good industrial relations
knowledge. The last time a Minister mentioned
that there were good industrial relations, at least
four strikes occurred on that particular day and in
today's Daily News we find that there has been a
walkout by grain loaders.

I would expect the Government to know that
within a few weeks the harvest will start. If I were
the Minister for Economic Development and
Technology, I would ask the Minister and the
Premier what they are doing about that. I have an
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electorate full of farmers who want to know what
is being done.

Mr Burkett: Ask your friend Mick Gayfer what
he is doing about it.

Mr McNEE: Of course, strikes cost my indus-
try $2 to $3 a tonne in shipping costs. The
Government would not pay any real credence to
that situation. It prefers to spend taxpayers'
money trying to coerce the electors of Mundaring
into returning a Labor candidate. I think the elec-
tors of Mundaring are smarter than that.

I received a letter from the Premier the other
day stating that because of increased charges and
costs-

Points of Order

Mr GORDON HILL: I fail to see the rel-
evance of the items under discussion. I think the
member has had an opportunity to speak on the
Address-in-Reply. He has done so, but what he is
saying is not relevant to the amendment.

Mr O'Connor: It is.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I wonder whether

the member for Mt. Marshall has seen a copy of
the amendment?

Mr McNEE: I have seen a copy. I was making
a point relating to misleading the House, because
that is the word that has been used. This whole
Government is misleading. The Premier wrote to
me and stated-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I think I
should advise the member at this stage that at the
beginning of his speech, although he was straying
from the amendment, I wanted to allow him suf-
ficient time to develop his argument and align it
more closely to the amendment. On a number or
occasions the member has mentioned the word
'.misleading", and I guess he has done that in an
endleavour to make his speech sound as if it were
being closely aligncd to the amendment. However,
I do not think at this stage that the member is
speaking strictly to the amendment. I do not
intend at this stage to say that the member for
Mt. Marshall should speak strictly to the amend-
ment because previous speakers have strayed
somewhat. However, the member is straying more
than others and I hope that he will shortly relate
his remarks more closely to the amendment.

Mr O'CONNOR: I draw your attention, Sir, to
an earlier stage of the debate when I was con-
cerned about the aspect brought forward. In my
speech, I did stick totally to the amendment. A
point of order was taken by me because of a mem-
ber's straying in respect of a number of matters
outside that amendment. At the time, the Speaker

ruled that that was in order. I ask that you look at
the previous comments of the Speaker in the
ruling Liven to me before you take action against
the member for Mt. Marshall.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not intend to
take action against the member. In my ruling I in-
dicated that the Speaker had allowed some leeway
in the speeches. I intend to do the same with re-
gard to this member, but I request that he align
his comments more closely than he has to this
time.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr MeNEE: Thank you for your indulgence,
Mr Deputy Speaker. I will try to adhere to your
ruling.

In this debate we have become involved in who
has written letters and who has not. The question
we are talking about is misleading the House. I
was endeavouring to provide examples of how the
Government has been misleading. I get very con-
cerned about this type of thing and I am sure that
the people in my electorate and in Western Aus-
tralia would be most concerned about that sort of
activity. I am sure that they look for better lead-
ership than that, whichever party is in Govern-
ment.

Nonetheless we find ourselves in a situation
where no matter bow-I pay tote to the Prem-
ier-the Premier twists and turns the facts, he has
evaded the question of the misleading of the
H ouse.

It was when I was discussing the exceedingly
important matter of a Minister of this Govern-
ment misleading the Parliament that I was en-
couraged to go wide of the subject matter before
the Chair.

I hope this type of behaviour in the House will
cease, because it is imperative that it does. I draw
the attention of the Deputy Premier to the im-
portant portfolios he holds, and sincerely ask him
to pay more attention to his responsibilities, and
to leave the Mundaring electorate to those people
who should be involved in the coming by-election,
because the financial position of this State de-
mands it.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [4.37 p.m.]: I support
the amendment. We should insist on a standard of
conduct in this House that does credit to it. I be-
lieve we are observing only the tip of the iceberg;
we could draw attention to a number of other
similar events which reflect poorly upon the per-
son who was responsible for them in this place. I
understand the Deputy Premier is not well today,
so I will be gracious in acknowledging that. I
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understand he is not out canvassing in the
Mundaring electorate today.

Mr Evans: He is home in bed.
Mr Pearce: Like your friend, the member for

Mt. Marshall indicated he would be doing that
tomorrow, rather than coming in here and rep-
resenting his electors, as he is paid to do. He will
be wasting the taxpayers' funds by canvassing in
the Mundaring electorate.

Mr RUSHTON: He is quite at liberty to do so
tomorrow: he has from 6.00 am, until the House
sits to canvass.

Mr Pearce: We will be watching to make sure
he doesn't misuse taxpayers' money by not sitting
in this House.

Mr RUSHTON: The matter of the misleading
of the House is serious, and an adequate penalty
should be provided. The Leader of the Opposition
has called for the resignation of the Deputy Prem-
ier, for his deliberate deception of the House.
That is what is normally expected of members or
Ministers guilty of such conduct. It was proved
without doubt by the Leader of the Opposition
that the Deputy Premier did mislead the House.
Whatever the Premier might say, that fact cannot
be disguised. The matter is so serious that the
media has a responsibility to expose this deception
so that at least the public know what is going on
in this Parliament, to the discredit of the Parlia-
ment, and towards the eventual destruction of
this institution. The way this Parliament is going,
we will finish up with a one-party House.

Several members interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: If these sorts of deeds are not

reported, the public will not know what is hap-
pening and the Government will be encouraged to
do whatever it pleases. The Government has given
notice that, later in the week, it will go its own
way, irrespective of the normal practices of the
House.

Mr Tonkin: That is nonsense! A Standing
Order of the House provides for that situation.
Why do you mislead the Parliament in that way?
We shall use the Standing Orders of the House.

Mr RUSHTON: My apologies, Sir.
Mr Tonkin: You say untrue things and then

you continue and pretend you have not said them.
Mr RUSHTON: The same type of conduct on

the part of the Government has occurred in re-
spect of the Mundaring by-election. The Govern-
ment has misled the public. A pamphlet has been
issued by the candidate and supported strongly by
the Premier, which indicates the Government is
spending $5 million on the Midland Workshops.
That is totally untrue. Previously the member for

Helena indicated that the workshops would be
closing down.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is untrue. I have never
said the workshops are closing down.

Mr RUSHTON: The member for Helena's fol-
lowers have said that regularly. A report appeared
in the member's local paper this week.

Mr Gordon Hill: Who said it this week?
Mr RUSHTON: The member's local paper in-

dicates that now Labor is in Government, the
workshops will continue to operate.

Mr Gordon Hill: Who is misleading Parliament
now? I said nothing of the sort and you know it.

Mr RUSHTON: Those sorts of activities are
part of what has been called "misleading the pub-
lic". The Government is doing this deliberately. It
is not for me to give chapter and verse, but the
pamphlet which has been distributed says-

This is what six months' hard work is
about. An enormous job creation programme
has begun in the electorate. Midland railway
workshops have been allocated $5 million for
upgrading. Seventy-eight apprentices will be
taken on.

The facts are that, in 1980-8 1, the Court Govern-
ment commenced a $5 million programme to be
completed in 1983-84. As a result, the works have
been streamlined for greater efficiency; cranes
and lathes have been purchased; and buildings
have been modernised to improve working con-
ditions. Last year the O'Connor Government's
Budget included provision for the purchase of
amenity units.

All this has been done, but the people to whom
I have spoken in the Mundaring electorate have
been misled by the Government and believe that
nothing took place at the Midland Workshops
under the previous Government. True to form,
this Government continuously misleads the public
as to the deeds and actions of the previous
Government and as to what it has done itself.

We have seen the same trend in respect of
"Bunbury 2000". Every day the Government ac-
cepts the credit for things which were done by the
previous Government. The other day I heard the
Minister for Local Government give credit to the
actions of the previous Government in relation to
traffic control. He made a balanced presentation
and one would expect other ethical Ministers to
adopt the same attitude. Indeed, that is the sort of
conduct we would expect in this House.

Mr Pearce: We give you full credit for letting
the Budget run into deficit.

Mr O'Connor: You were left with a credit and
you know it.
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Mr Gordon Hill: Who misled the public over
that?

Mr O'Connor: You brought $38 million out of
last year's Budget into this one.

Mr Gordon Hill: Job bank was the greatest
fraud of the previous Government.

Several members interjected.

Mr RUSHTON: The actions of members op-
posite are deplorable. It is time the media exposed
the situation to the public. The amendment is re-
alistic; it seeks to bring the Government's behav-
iour to the attention not only of the House, but
also of the public in order that people might be
aware of the lowering of standards which is oc-
curring now.

You, Sir, have a difficult task, especially when
members reflect on the conduct of the Parliament,
but I know you do your best to uphold the stan-
dards of the House, which we should defend to
our last breath.

It is a serious situation when the House is mis-
led. The public can be misled without their know-
ing it and such behaviour reflects discredit on the
Government. Indeed, it is just the tip of the ice-
berg and indicates the level at which the Govern-
ment conducts its activities. We see standards
being eroded in various areas and the way in
which the Government uses the media to support
it. Basically this is a "words" Government. It has
created a powerful public relations unit-a unit
similar to that created by the Premier of New
South Wales (Mr Wran)-and it needs to be
watched closely not only because of its great cost,
but also because the public are being brainwashed
into believing something which is not true. This is
a serious matter of which the Parliament should
take note.

I support the amendment and I hope the Parlia-
ment takes note of it. It would be wise of the
House to pass the amendment, but if the Govern-
ment is not of that mind, it should take note of its
sentiments and heed its warning. Let us have a far
better standard of conduct in this House in the
future.

Amendment put and negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [4.46 p.m.]:
Over the past few months electronic
improvements have been made to the House
which have cost a reasonable amount of money
and I do not know that we are getting our
money's worth from them.

Mr Davies: You still want to see an electronic
voting board, I am sure. What happened to that
proposal?

Mr JAMIESON: That is the point. For a far
lesser sum, such a facility could have been pro-
vided and it would have been of some service to
members.

The additional equipment which has been in-
stalled is supposed to aid the Hansard reporters in
the recording of members' speeches. However, the
speeches which I have received recently do not in-
dicate the interjections are being recorded in any
better manner than they were prior to the instal-
lation of the electronic equipment to which I
referred. I do not believe any great outcry oc-
curred which demanded the ability to check the
Hansard record by means of tape recordings. it
may be it is intended the system is to be used in
circumstances where debate occurs as to what a
member has just said. However, in the past, such
situations have always been solved by the Presid-
ing Officer's leaving the Chair and consulting
with the Hansard reporter. I do not know that we
are getting value out of this equipment.

The new equipment is supposed to amplify
sound. However, members sitting in this part of
the Chamber frequently find it difficult to hear
what you. Sir, are saying. Therefore, the amplifi-
cation equipment has not improved the quality of
sound in the House. If one wishes to hear what is
being said, one has to put one's ear right next to
the speaker. Therefore, one wonders whether the
expenditure of these funds was as well organised
as it should have been.

A bell-punch system of voting is urgently
needed in this Chamber. For various reasons Min-
isters and other members appear to be bringing a
greater number of brief cases, and the like, into
the Chamber. When a division is taken, members
have to jump over these cases and frequently
interfere with other members' property, in order
to cross to the other side of the Chamber. In this
day and age, such a situation is unnecessary when
one wishes to record one's vote. An alternative
method is readily available and it should have
been implemented in the House a long time ago.

I remember when hardly anyone would bring a
case into the Chamber. Members of this Oppo-
sition do not seem to need the number of cases
which Government Ministers use. Whatever the
reason, we have this increase. When I was on the
front bench of the Tonkin Government. the only
person who brought in a case was the Minister for
Agriculture, and that case always seemed to be in
the way.
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This Chamber has not been designed to cater
for such things. All they do is clutter up the place.
If it is necessary for cases to be brought in, we
must find another way to function during a div-
ision. Surely the simplest way would be to estab-
lish a bell-punch system. An early attempt should
be made by the Speaker to implement such a
system. It was investigated long before the ampli-
fication system was even thought of. The only
reason it was put aside 20-odd years ago was the
massive cost its introduction entailed. Now we
have the silicon chip and similar circuits which
would make a bell system simple to install and op-
erate. Not a great deal of money would need to be
spent for the establishment of this system. Appro-
priate equipment could be cheaply and readily de-
signed not to interfere with the processes of this
Chamber, and indeed this system wvould be of ad-
vantage to every member.

No doubt the new Federal Parliament will have
similar devices installed. Parliaments in other
parts of the world have these devices. We should
not say that we need to maintain our present
system. In fact, it is a practice at Westminster
that members must go into the corridors to vote
because there is not a seat for every member in
the House of Commons. Even though we do not
have that problem in this House, we would not
have to move from our seats to vote on a division.

I asked a few questions recently about whether
the special branch of our Police Force still op-
erates. I did that mainly because I was concerned
about the circumstances surrounding the Combe
Royal Commission. It would follow from the in-
formation emanating from that Commission that
television shows such as "Get Smart", which are
played during the afternoon children's session,
seem to be quite sensible when. compared with the
activities of ASlO and the CIA. The covert and
clandestine operations of ASIO and the CIA
make no sense to anybody. I do not know why we
need in Australia a group such as ASIO. We do
not have sophisticated defences to protect such as
those of other countries. We are indulging in un-
necessary bureaucracy.

This matter has concerned senior jurists. All
members would remember the raid conducted by
the then Senator Murphy on the offices of AS 10
and the many disquieting features of our security
forces since that time.

The performance of Harvey Barnett leaves a lot
to be desired. I understand he was at one time a
master at Scotch College. His performance at the
Combe Royal Commission indicates he would not
even get a job teaching children at preparatory
school how to play marbles, let alone get a job to
do anything else. It is ludicrous that we have

people in charge of departments who can make
classic blunders, such as those that have been ex-
posed by the Royal Commission.

A Prime Minister's private residence was
burgled by someone from ASIO looking for some-
thing or other. Such things make one wonder
what our special police branches are doing. If that
sort of thing can take place, what can we expect
of the special branch in this State? It is supposed
to protect us from crime or likely breaches of the
law, especially those directed at subversion or the
overthrow of the democratic Government-all
that sort of nonsense. Certainly there would be
uproar if the Premier's residence were broken into
by them. Breakings such as that at the residence
of the Prime Minister make ASIO and similar or-
ganisations look like comic opera. Not even the
CIA would try to break into the White House.

Senior jurists have warned us against these
types of organisations, because once they are es-
tablished the Government of the day seems to
come to their defence. In the past these organis-
ations seemed to be directed towards gaining in-
formation on left-wing political activities and the
like. It seems now that their activities concentrate
more on whether the KGB may be asking the first
secretary at the Russian Embassy to do some spy-
ing, whether it be industrial, commercial or what-
ever. It does not seem our organisations are
interested in the CIA taking our secrets out of the
country. In fact, there are indications that ASlO
and the CIA have co-operated to allow the CIA
access to Our secrets or whatever.

If we arc to have a body responsible for the pro-
tection of the Government from overthrow, it
should be the intelligence section of the Army.
But we seem to have superimposed that body with
all sorts of special forces, which seem to obtain
great attention from Governments of the day to
determine whether they are really needed.

If the Premier is interested in determining
whether certain sections OF the bureaucracy are
needed, he should look first at the special branch
of our Police Force. Likewise, the Commonwealth
Government should do things other than fund
ASJO, which makes wild assertions about
whether a person did or did not have breakfast;
did or did not apologise about something-, or may
or may not have gone to Moscow as a guest of the
USSR.

Mr H-assell: Do you think it matters if they did
go to Moscow at the expense of the Soviet
Government?

Mr JAMIESON: I would suggest to the mem-
ber for Cottesloc that he wait until I finish what I
ami saying.
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In the case of Coombe it was-claimed he had
been given a trip by the USSR, but when he was
in the witness box his cheque books were exam-
ined, and it was clear that he himself had paid a
travel agency for the total costs of both his own
trip and that of his wife. Therefore, the infor-
mation from ASIO, had not been correct at all.
He had paid for the trip himself.

Other people fit into the picture. When Prime
Minister Holt went missing a Navy frogman was
supposed to be looking for him. However, the
Navy disclaims that it employed the frogman
whose name was given. It becomes a comedy and
it seems to me that we can waste taxpayers'
money, both State and Federal, on far better
things than on these organisations which seem to
have no merit. We have certainly been told by
judicial people-Judge Kirby and others-that
these people will take charge and that paramount
organisations will be regulating people's lives if
we are not careful. We must make a move on
them as soon as possible or we will find we are
under the control of a bigger brother than we
thought could exist.

I turn now to the BHP group and its activities
as far as this State is concerned.

Mr Hassell: Have you finished with that other
subject? Is that all you have to say in justification
for not having a special branch of the Police
Force?

Mr JAMIESON: I said earlier that I see no
reason for our having comedy groups like these
and that sincere judicial people in this community
have warned us what will happen.

Mr Hassell: I have been here and I was
listening to you.

Mr JAMIESON: If members of the Opposition
want to have one hand guided and shoulders
pushed by Big Brother it is their choice.

Mr Hassell: There are security issues that need
to be protected in this nation.

Mr JAMIESON: What security issues? I ask
the member Cottesloe to name me one security
issue that he is concerned about that could not be
protected without the use of ASIC.

Mvr Hassell: The Soviet Union and the KGB do
spring to mind.

Mr JAMIESON: What would they rind out
from us here? The member for Cottesloe should
be sensible about it. All we have in regard to
proper military hardware are a few bases run by
the Americans.

Mir Court: And uranium supplies.
Mr JAM IESON: They know all about them.

Mr Court: You tell us about it; we do not know
what you are doing.

Mr JAM IESON: What is the score on that? It
is an open book and not a closed secret.

Mr Court: They might want to know if you are
going to sell it.

Mr JAMIESON: I hope they would not.
Mr Hassell: You have a naive view of the world

in which we live.
Mr ,JAMIESON: The member for Cottesloe

had a suspicious mind.
Mr Hassell: I certainly do have when it comes

to the Soviet Union and a few other totalitarian
countries.

Mr JAMIESON: We may have suspicions
about matters associated with the KGB and the
secret police force in Indonesia, but there is little
justification for the existence of ASIO. The mili-
tary people have their own intelligence agents
and, if we cannot rely on them, they should be
shut down. We should not duplicate these services
and provide some clandestine civilian organis-
ation. Mr Barnett has made the whole thing look
so frightening to people that one must wonder just
what the Government will do. These organisations
should be closed down and the money saved used
on unemployment and to look after those who are
underprivileged.

I refer now to some statistics of Parliament.
Members will be aware that after the last elec-
tion, I I new members came into this House and
one would think that under such circumstances
the average age of members in this House would
have dropped. Strangely, it was increased by
about five months. The average age of the pre-
vious Legislative Assembly as at July 1980 was 47
years and six months and at July 1983 it was 47
years and I I months. It is interesting to note that
the average age bf members of the Legislative
Council dropped because some older members did
not stand for re-election. I believe that about six
new members were elected to the Legislative
Council and the average age of members dropped
from 49 years and one month to 48 years and five
months. One could gain the wrong impression
from elections and the reason I am making
reference to the average age of members is to
have it incorporated in Hansard in order that
people might not be under the misapprehension
that young people are elected to Parliament when
greater changes take place. On this occasion it
showed, as far as this Chamber is concerned, that
that did not occur.

On the whole, the average age of members of
Parliament has decreased since I first came into
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this Parliament. At that time a number of mem-
bers were in the 60 to 70-years age bracket and
now there would be only one or two members of
that age in this House. Nevertheless, a change did
take place and 1 think it is worth recording it in
H-ansard.

Before being interrupted by members opposite,
I was referring to BIHP. As far as ibis State is
concerned, BHP has been given special con-
cessions. It was the first to commence mining iron
ore in this State by its various associated
companies at Cockatoo Island, in the Kimberleys,
and at Koolyanobbing.

As far as Koolyanobbing is concerned, it would
appear that BHP owes this State, and indeed the
Commonwealth of Australia, a considerable
amount of money. The Commonwealth provided
funds for the establishment of a railway line from
Koolyanobbing to Perth and in recent years it
funded the standardisation of the line, then an
upgrading, by replacing with heavier rails, re-
sulting in a better bedded track. After spending
taxpayers' money on the line, the Commonwealth
Government and State Government were under
the impression that they would receive a reason-
able return from the company over a number of
years.

We now find that BlIP has up and left us with
a railway line deviation of some considerable
length that is not required by any other company.
It is sad that companies such as BHP do not co-
operate more than they do with Governments.
BHP has left this State not only with a debt of in-
gratitude, but also with a Financial debt for the
support it has received. It also received direct as-
sistance in the provisions of the Westrail services
it has used.

Mr Peter Jones: Would you say that BHP, over
a long period of time, has not made any contri-
bution at all to the development of the State?

Mr JAMIESON: I think it has and I would
agree that it has, but it does not equate with the
taxpayers' money used for the various facilities
that have been provided for it. If the company did
not want these facilities, they would not have been
provided. Therefore, it must have made a contri-
bution. On the other hand, the equation of
Financial contribution is not one that is one-sided.
In the north, companies have provided the infra-
structure and railway system, but in the south, in
Koolyanobbing, the provision of those sorts of fa-
cilities was the responsibility of the State Govern-
ment.

Mr Peter Jones: You may recall that during the
debate on the amendment to the BHP Kwinana

agreement in 1980 or 1981, I gave figures on the
infrastructure provided by BHP.

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, to some degree, but not
to the degree it would have, had it not been for
the Commonwealth Government and the fact that
it was prepared to fund the railway line at the
time of the Brand Government-the construction
of the alternate route through Koolyanobbing.
This is one of the aspects we should watch with
well-established firms.

BHIP has not had a very good reputation in the
Eastern States in recent times and the company
has channelled its works to more lucrative lines
such as oil.

At one time, BHP produced the cheapest steel
in the world and was dumping it on the United
States market. The company has since priced
itself out of the world market and turned its at-
tention to other commodities such as coal and iron
ore which met with tremendous disaster from
Japan. Japan is a highly integrated country and
one would wonder whether, if all reasonable care
had been taken, BHP would not be the world
leader in the production of steel. We know it is
not. At this stage, it looks as though the company
will be closing down other plants and that its op-
erations in the islands off the Kimberley will be
closed in a few years. and that is regrettable.
While major iron ore sales arc not being made,
thought should be given to those buyers requiring
the use of small carriers from both Koolan and
Cockatoo Islands, but it would be a few more
years before such activities would cease.

I might delve into another aspect of activities
which I consider need attention by the Govern-
ment and it concerns arguments which have
already taken place regarding whether we should
have a major suburban transport system. It ap-
pears that we will never attain the ultimate in
public transport, but we should be prepared to
investigate the possibility of establishing a very
efficient system which would be at some consider-
able cost and we should find a way of funding it. I
would be in agreement if it has to be financed in
such a way as to prevent motor vehicles from
being used excessively in this community. If we
have an efficient and reliable transport system to
service the metropolis, people who are underprivi-
leged, who cannot drive a motor vehicle, or who
for any other reason do not use motor vehicles,
would be given prime consideration. People who
wanted to use motor vehicles would have that
choice available to them. Such a system might be
costly, but that could be met to some extent by
spine sort of tax on land served by transportation.
If that could be arranged, we would have the best
system in Australia. It would take only a little ef-
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fort on the Government's part to look at this in
depth. I would see Perth ultimately being served
best in that way, although our population is not
very large.

We need a complete underground section-a
loop in the city-as was proposed some years ago
by Wilbur Smith and Associates so that no-one
would have to walk more than 500 metres to a
station. One would then be able to make reason-
able imposts on motorists who wanted to come to
the city for their convenience. It is not beyond
reasonable expectation that we should move
towards this system which would be the ultimate
in such systems in Australia.

I wanted to make a number of remarks in re-
lation to other mailers, but various times arise
during a session when that opportunity is
available to us. We will be able to deal individu-
ally with the departmental estimates, and I shall
leave further remarks until that stage. I support
the Address-in- Reply.

MR BERTRAM (Balcatta) [5.17 p.m.]: I
would like to note the concern expressed by the
member for Mt. Marshall about members of this
Parliament misleading Parliament or lying to it.
It is great that a new member should come to this
Chamber and express his energetic concern for
that state of affairs, and I congratulate him for
that. At the same time, I suggest he look at
Hansard covering the period 197 1-73, and he will
see documented not only in that period, but also
subsequently, ample evidence to show that the of-
fences of misleading and lying to this Parliament
are not altogether new.

Circumstances were documented at the time
which were extraordinarily analogous to the
Prorumo case. Members w'ill recall that Profumo
misled the British Parliament and ultimately re-
signed: he lost his position as a Minister in the
Government of the day, and his seat as a member
of Parliament, for haviitg done that.

Mr Spriggs: Is that what should have happened
the other day'?

Mr BERTRAM: No. not at all. I will explain
why.

Mr Spriggs: That is different?
Mr BERTRAM: No. it so happens that a

duplication of the circumstances to which I have
rererred-or as near as one could ex-
pect-occurred right here.

Mr Spriggs: We know that; it happened the
other night.

Mr BERTRAM: I am talking about what hap-
pened in 1971-73, not what happened the other
night.

Not satisfied with having lied to the Parlia-
ment, the person concerned issued two writs for
the purpose of closing the mouths of all members
of Parliament, and he succeeded.

Mr Jamieson: On 14 September 1971.
Mr BERTRAM: Around that time.
He did not lose his job in this Parliament and

subsequently became the Premier. How about
that? I suggest the member for Mt. Marshall look
at the circumstances of that case, then come back
to this Chamber and tell us what he thinks should
be done to stop a situation where a member can
mislead and lie to Parliament, apparently with
impunity, and having done so, ultimately become
Premier of the State.

It is most refreshing to see the member right on
the ball at the outset of his career. It will be even
more refreshing if he translates that enthusiasm
and care for the truth into action during the time
he is in this Parliament.

Another member talked about the proposition
that the Labor Party was seeking to show or have
people believe that this Parliament is a one-party
Parliament. It is not hard for the Labor Party or
anyone else to establish that fact because it hap-
pens to be true. Since 1890-and one can go back
further, but I will settle for that year-power in
this Parliament, as all members know, has resided
in the hands of the conservatives. The Labor
Party has merely been in office as is currently the
situation. It has never been in power; it has had
no hope of getting power. Therefore, it is import-
ant that people should know that the legislation
currently before this Parliament if it is passed,
will at least give the Labor Party some oppor-
tunity to occasionally have power in this place.

Thus far, it has never had power-it has merely
been in office. In a bicameral Parliament such as
we have, a political party surely can have power
only if at the one time it has a majority in both
Houses. That has never happened in the case of
the ALP in Western Australia since the
introduction of the bicameral system.

I would like also to acknowledge the fact that
you, Mr Speaker, have provided this Parliament
with some leadership. It is a somewhat belated
comment to make because you have been the
Speaker for some months, and you have aban-
doned the wearing of the wig. I am one of those
people who appreciates that you have abandoned
the wig. Members may say it is a minor matter,
and I would hope it is. On the other hand, it takes
a little courage to abandon some traditions and
customs.

Mr O'Connor: You could use a wig.
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Mr BERTRAM: The Speaker does not need a
wig; I do. That is not the sort of adornment I am
talking about.

It is sad that in the year 1983 adult men in Par-
liaments and other realms of human activity are
wearing wigs of adornment because they have
been worn for some hundreds of years, and appar-
ently have little purpose. In the United States the
wearing of such wigs was abandoned as long ago
as two hundred years. I am not one of those
people who believes all sorts of traditions should
be abandoned and kicked out, but if a tradition
sets us up for ridicule and the following of a
tradition or custom is an obvious absurdity, it
ought to be abandoned. In the same way, I believe
that loyalty is a great thing, but from time to time
we see loyalty can become undesirable and unsat-
isfactory. Some people need props-whether
walking sticks, knighthoods, or wigs. Mercifully,
it is clear that you. Mr Speaker, do not come into
that category. I express my thanks to you because
I think it indicates that we are living in 1983 and
that there is a new broom in Government, and
what you have done is symbolic of the situation.

Conservatives think that being in Government
is the ultimate in political endeavour, and having
attained Government they go to extraordinary
lengths to retain it. Often they give little leader-
ship. and when one looks back, one sees very little
was achieved in their period in power. History
shows that to be the case. I place on record my
appreciation of the fact that the Burke Govern-
menit not only has said it will do certain things
during its term in office, but also is doing those
things. A big difference exists between promi se
and performance. Government is to do with
priorities, and I believe the fundamental priority
we face-as distinct from conventional priorities
such as employment, which nobody questions-is
to make laws to bring about a reasonably fair, ac-
ceptable, and even democratic situation in respect
of electoral matters. The other extraordinarily im-
portant matter deserving of the utmost priority is
the legislation currently before the Parliament
and dealing with tobacco and the pushing of ciga-
rettes-particularly the pushing of cigarettes
down the throats of young people.

It is great to be in a Government which has its
priorities right. It has said it will deal with these
matters within a short time of assuming office,
and it is delivering the goods. A member on the
Government side really cannot expect more than
that.

I refer now to electoral matters. There is no
question but that the conservatives in this Parlia-
ment derive quite a deal of satisfaction-it does

not worry them at all-from keeping little people
down.

Mr Tonkin: People we represent.
Mr BERTRAM: That is right.
The people of this State have never had a

choice in elections. The fundamental aspect of an
election is that people should be able to indicate
their preference. The conservatives in this State
have never permitted this to occur. They do not
care whether, in the process of taking that stand
and implementing that policy, they humiliate
other members of this Parliament.

Leave to Continue Speech

I seek leave of the House to continue my speech
at a later stage of the sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitting suspended from 6.02 to 7.15 p.m.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: ELEVENTH DAY

Motion

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR BERTRAM (Balcatta) [7.15 p.m.]: I said

earlier that members of this Parliament are hu-
miliated by the present state of our electoral laws.
Earlier today, the Leader of the Opposition told
the House that members of Parliament should
offer leadership and example. Of course, the Lib-
eral Party and its appendages, the National
Country Party in particular, have not set any
worthwhile example at all on this issue.

Let us look at the position when a member of
Parliament invites groups of people, including
school children, to visit Parliament House. A
member of Parliament may well have been here
for I5 years and he could have from a school a
class or a group of children aged about 12 years
who may ask him questions concerning the upper
House. They may ask him, for example, how elec-
tions are run in the upper House and what parties
have won elections. I had this experience earlier
this year before the last election, I told them, "As
far as I know, there have been 40 elections in the
upper House and the 40 elections were won by the
same side of politics", whereupon the children
burst out laughing. That is a wonderful state of
affairs, is it not? Those children comprehended,
as would any person of ordinary ability, that the
elections are a sham and a deceit. The long-suf-
fering people who elected us and who pay our
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wages are being deceived because of the Liberal
Party's dominance in the other place. The public
genuinely believe that this Parliament is demo-
cratic, yet every member of this place knows it is
not. I had the extraordinary situation of 12-year-
olds ridiculing and laughing at the Parliament
after my explaining the facts to them.

Mr Spriggs: They laughed at you.

Mr BERTRAM: They did not laugh at me at
all. They laughed at the facts I had given them.

Mr Spriggs: You just haven't got the ability.
That's what's wrong with you.

Mr BERTRAM: The member is just harping
on the same old tune. I have never heard that
proposition put to me by anyone else. To go a step
further, the outcome of the elections for the upper
House are known the moment they are an-
nounced, and these elections must be paid for at
great cost. Who pays for elections? The public
pays for them. These school children are not
impressed by that either. They think we are not
trying very hard.

Mr Spriggs: They are right.

Mr BERTRAM: They are certainly right so far
as the Liberal or the National Country Party are
concerned. Why should a member of this Parlia-
ment be humiliated in this manner by his own col-
leagues who happen to sit on the other side of the
House? That is a disgraceful state of affairs. Re-
member that the same people who sit over there,
the conservatives in this place, called the Liberal
Party and National Country Party, go to the
people and condemn the Russians because they
have a one-party system. I intimated earlier this
afternoon that we have the same situation here,
but it is worse in this State than it is in Russia. At
least the Russians know their system is a one-
party system. I suggest that the majority of people
in this State are not aware that that is the case in
Western Australia. Having elections without
choice indicates a one-party system. It may ap-
pear to be something different, but in reality it is
no different at all, and that is a fact. Some mem-
bers think that is a great joke. I do not agree with
them. It is a tragedy and it is only a matter of
time-, whether it be this decade or later I am
confident it will be soon-before the people of this
State wake up to the waste, humiliation, and stu-
pidity, etc., that is occurring whereby anybody
who knows this game knows the result of elections
before the elections are announced. How elected
adults of this Chamber can regard that as a joke
is beyond my comprehension. Their attitude does
not put me off. I have been a member of this
House for 15 years.

I simply complete this aspect of my remarks by
again acknowledging the work which this present
Government is doing with a view to putting this
State's electoral laws right. When there is a war,
there is a lot of talk about democracy and young
fellows are encouraged to go out and ight and get
killed or wounded because they are Fighting for
democracy. This sort of thing has been going orn
repeatedly over the years. The fact of the matter
is that in this State Parliament we simply do not
have democracy. We simply cannot have a
democracy where we have elections without
choice; it does not work that way.

On the question of weighted votes, we hear a lot
about the need to weight votes for people who live
some distance from the city. I have not heard
members talk about the weighted votes in the
member for Cockburn's electorate or that votes
should be weighted to give women a fairer go in
the affairs of this State. Until recently, this Legis-
lative Assembly at no time had no more than one
woman member in the Chamber and, if there was
any obvious need for weighting, that was it. It
should not be said that women should not be in
this Chamber because they are a sex different
from those who outnumber them. Surely it does
not add up that men are so superior in ability that
they should outnumber women in this place by
56:1.

1 refer now to the question of the tobacco Bill
and the ban on advertising which will shortly be
debated in this Chamber. I am thrilled that the
Government has taken the initiative so early in its
office to put forward this legislation.

I have been in this place for a long time and I
am pleasantly surprised that this matter of extra-
ordinary urgency should have been elevated to the
position it has on the Government's list of
priorities. It reflects the great thinking of this
Government.

In the 15 years I have been in this place, I have
never before had anything like the number of
people who have phoned me, urging me to support
this Bill and other members to whom I have
spoken have had the same experience. In fact, I
have never received such a public response in re-
spect of any other Bill that has come before this
House. I have received more response to this Bill
than to all the other Bills combined.

Public support for this Bill has developed very
well. I have been arguing for a Bill of this kind for
the last 14 years, and in the last two years I have
said to many people that the time will come when
tobacco advertising will become a general election
issue in this State as it has in other countries.
When it becomes a general election issue the con-

2174



[Tuesday, 20 September 1983]117

servatives-the so-called Liberal and National
Country Party members-will put aside their ob-
jection to this Bill as their concern for power is so
apparent. They will find reasons that this legis-
lation should become law and they will forget the
objections they have put forward. Members op-
posite will change their attitudes and their current
objections will go overboard. They will suddenly
find they will support the Bill, especially if they
see that to do otherwise will damage their election
prospects.

That is my forecast and it is not something I
learnt about today because for nearly two years
now I have said it will happen. Time will tell
whether the precedent to which I have referred
will transpire as the Liberals continue with their
policy for power at any cost.

I am rather amused by the loss of job prop-
osition. It is alleged that there will be a loss of
jobs when this Bill becomes law. I have never
heard a proposition of this kind put forward, in
relation to any other Bill, particularly when
legislating to lessen motor vehicle accidents. I
have heard of the terrible injuries caused by
motor vehicle accidents, but I have never heard
the complaint that panel beaters and painters will
be unemployed and that labourers in the motor
vehicle industry will lose their jobs as the result of
legislation aimed at reducing the number of motor
vehicle accidents.

The SPEAKER: Order! I appreciate the re-
marks the member has made, but the subject mat-
ter he is discussing now is the subject matter of a
Bill which will be before the House, and,' there-
fore he should be talking about something else.

Mr BERTRAM: That comment is very appro-
priate and is excellently timed because I have con-
cluded my remarks on that particular matter.

I can see that the Speaker is enjoying his new
role and so he should be because he is doing a
very good job in that capacity.

Mr Blaikie: Flattery won't get you anywhere
with the Speaker.

Mr BERTRAM: I would also like to congratu-
late the Government on its setting up a women's
advisory council.

Mr Spriggs: Creating some more jobs.
Mr Blaikie: Did you get a position on that

council?
Mr BERTRAM: I saw someone there who

looked very much like the member for Vasse.
Mr Blaikie: Flattery won't get you anywhere at

all.
Mr BERTRAM: It was a very timely move on

the part of the Government. I remind this Parlia-

ment about the position of the conservatives in re-
spect of women's rights. It is worth remembering.
I urge members of this House to look at the de-
bates which took place in 1892 relating to the
Married Women's Property Act. Prior to 1892,
Bills on the same subject had been rejected by the
conservatives, who were old men who were unable
to tolerate change.

I digress for a moment to indicate how sad it is
for me to see young men of 30 or more years of
age in this House coming up with the same argu-
ments which their fathers, grandfathers, and great
grandfathers trotted out in the last century. When
those members have been in this place another 30
years, they will not be a great deal of use to this
Parliament.

To return to the question of women's rights, I
indicate that, in 1892, similar conservatives ex-
pressed the thought that it would be a terrible
situation if the Married Women's Property Act
should become law.

Up until that time, when a woman married, all
of her assets were forfeited to her husband. She
became even more of a chattel. The Act provided
this would no longer be the case, and that women
would be allowed some rights. The Act acknowl-
edged that women were human beings, and not
mere chattels.

Mr Crane: When was that?
Mr BERTRAM: In 1892. People of the ilk of

the member for Moore even opposed that legis-
lation. Similarly, they opposed the right of women
to vote and to become members of Parliament.
About 1950, showing an unswerving attitude
against women, the conservatives resisted at-
tempts to enable spouses to sue their husbands for
negligence so that damages could be recovered
under the provisions of the Motor Vehicle (Third
Party Insurance) Act of 1943 or 1948. The party
of members opposite denied women that right. In-
evitably and eventually, notwithstanding the re-
sistance, the law was changed and it became poss-
ible for wives to sue their husbands in respect of
motor vehicle accidents, and recover damages if
applicable. Nothing could be fairer or more
proper than that; but the Opposition tried to block
it.

Mr Spriggs: I was not there.
Mr BERTRAM: In 2969, members of the ilk

of members opposite brought legislation into this
House for the express purpose of turning the clock
back and taking away the right of women to sue
their spouse for damages incurred in a motor ve-
hicle accident. The Bill went through the second
reading stage, was debated, and was ultimately
withdrawn. That is the pattern of the conservative
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attitude of resistance to women's being given a
fair go; one standard for the male of the species
and a lesser set of rights for the women. I hope
that the Women's Advisory Council will look at
the history of women's rights to get the situation
into proper focus. This may not be necessary in
the case of some of the women who are already
aware of the history of resistance to women being
given a fair deal.

While on this subject, it is interesting to note
that if a wife is injured in a motor vehicle acci-
dent, for example, even today her husband may
clainm for damages for loss of her services, society,
and consortium. Ilec can recover damages because
of injury to his spouse. but, under the present law,
it is not possible for the reverse situation to apply.
I hope the council will have regard for that situ-
ation which I do not think is fair and which obvi-
ously needs correcting at an early stage.

Another point relates to prostitution and the
fact that it is the women who are prosecuted, con-
victed and pay the penalties, fines, and the like.
Most of these provisions are contained in the
Police Act and the Criminal Code. It is an extra-
ordinary state of affairs with men hiding behind
the skirts of women. Women are copping all the
blame, odium, publicity, and penalties, with a few
exceptions, it is true. I do not understand why this
should he the case. Again, this is a legacy of
eighteenth or nineteenth century thinking. It is
certainly not appropriate in 1983.

Another matter to which I wish to refer is the
Strata Titles Act which has been in operation for
about 20 years. It has done a fairly good job,
hearing in mind that it was breaking new ground
and probably was based on legislation from the
Eastern States. The Law Reform Commission has
given some attention to the Act and has made rec-
onmmendations for amendments or perhaps the
total repeal and rewriting of the existing Act. I
hope the Government "ill accept that challenge in
the near future. Obviously an urgent need exists
for a speedy, efficient means of resolving minor
matters of contention which arise under the
Strata Titles Act. Currently it is necessary to re-
solve problems by application, at great expense,
traumia, and time-consuming procedure, to the
Supreme Court. Other States, even Queensland.
are ahead of Western Australia in that respect. I
urge the Government to act as quickly as possible
to bring the Strata Titles Act up to date or re-
write it, taking advantage of the recommendations
made by the Law Reform Commission.

I refer now, to QANGOs. The upper House
would seem the obvious and main QANGO and
the Government is taking steps to reduce the
number of members from 34 to 22. The other

QANGO to which I specifically refer is the Legis-
lative Review and Advisory Committee. I do not
see a need for this committee which is doing a job
which should be done by members of this Parlia-
ment. It was done by members of Parliament until
1976, more by default than by positive perform-
ance. The committee has existed since 1976 and it
has barely justified its existence. I suggest it has
probably not even done that. It costs money and is
a luxury which in these days of difficult Financial
circumstances this State cannot afford. I would
like QANGOs generally disbanded where there is
proper cause to justify that procedure. There is
ample evidence to justify the winding up of this
committee.

Finally. I refer to the matter of peace. It as-
tounds mue that in a debate of this kind where
members have spoken on all subjects with almost
no limitation-and we have listened to about 40
members-I have not heard one speech on the
subject of peace. What is the use of our legislating
to render the State a democracy or to care for the
health of the people when perhaps in the foresee-
able future the world itself might be destroyed? It
seems an odd way of approaching the situation. I
am staggered to observe that, notwithstanding the
extraordinary capacity which exists for the world
to blow itself to bits, people should continue on a
"business as usual" basis. It is really unbelievable.
Fortunately people are emerging in many parts of
the world who are not confident that members of
Parliament and the United Nations are doing
their jobs properly. I think this Parliament should
be out in the forefront making its presence felt on
the question of the preservation of mankind and
peace.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr BERTRAM: If that is not obvious to every-

one, I wonder what is?
Mr Peter Jones: Do you accept that the United

Nations is a discredited organisation?
Mr BERTRAM: Sadly. I think that may well

be the case. It is a talking forum like this Parlia-
ment and not much is coming out of it. More and
more it is increasingly evident that the world is in
a state of danger.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you saying it is a dis-
credited organisation?

Mr BERTRAM: I think it is discredited.
Mr Peter Jones: It hats become a forum for

these groups and you are quite right.
Mr BERTRAM: Many people throughout the

world are very disappointed in it. Mr Kim
Beazley senior expressed that sentiment and he is
not the sort of person who runs around making
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unsubstantiated statements. I do not suggest we
should abandon it, but to date its performance has
not been up to standard.

Mr Peter Jones: Having been a member of an
Australian delegation to it, I can only agree it is a
fairly discredited organisation.

Mr BERTRAM: That is the case, but when we
say that, we must accept our part of the responsi-
bility for it. It is very easy to point the inger, but
when the will is there, it is easy to make it good.

Currently, seven nations have the bomb and
there are probably nine nations with nuclear
capability, including Israel and South Africa.
Since 1945 there have been more, than 1 383
nuclear explosions of varying strengths. There are
presently around 50 000 nuclear warheads on this
planet with approximately 1 500 megatons of ex-
plosive power which means we have the equivalent
of about three tonnes of TNT explosive power for
every man, woman, and child on the earth.

We also have biological, chemical, and other
sophisticated weapons which, were they to be de-
ployed, could also destroy the best part of civilised
society.

Recently, Robert McNamara, the former
United States Secretary of State, told the world
that, a few years ago, an aircraft crashed and, in
the process, an atomic or nuclear bonmb-it is im-
material which it was-with extraordinary
power, was within an ace of exploding.

H-ow many more warnings do we need? One did
not have to be a wizard to anticipate the next
move which occurred a day or so later when a de-
nial was published by another source to the effect
that the bomb contained other safety devices
which would have prevented that sort of explosion
occurring. Does anyone believe that? I believe
Robert McNamara. Why should I not believe
him? In my opinion, the denial issued a day or so
later was just the usual sort of official response to
these situations. I believe that bomb went within
an ace of exploding. Does anyone really imagine
that Robert McNamara, who was in office for
years and is still a very respected person in the
United States, would make that sort of unpro-
voked statement off the cuff if it were not true? I
believe it was true and.the denial issued later was
just a debating ploy. Fancy using debating ploys
on a matter of that nature.

I mention this issue and shall do so from time
to time in the future because it seems to me, in
the words of the member for South Perth, that it
is ludicrous in the extreme to be debating all sorts
of other matters when the prime issue on which
we should focus our minds today, and the minds
(69)

of everyone in the world, is the achievement of
peace; but we just ignore it.

MR CRANE (Moore) [7.48 p.m.]: I shall add a
few words of, I hope, wisdom to the debate. Be-
fore doing so, I congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on
your elevation to the Chair. I do not do so as a
matter of form-as something we all ought to
do-but having been here for approximately 9'/2
years, I have come to know you quite well and I
respect your friendship. We have worked together
on committees on several occasions and I appreci-
ate working with you and the manner in which
you address any problem which comes before you.
I have every confidence that, being elected to the
high office of Speaker, you will carry out your
duties wvith the utmost despatch and the dignity
this place deserves.

Usually in this debate, we run around our elec-
torates and mention the various problems in them.
I do not propose to go all the way around my elec-
torate tonight, but I indicate how happy I was to
be re-elected and to take on board three new
shires.' I did not lose any complete shires, but I
lost part of the Wanneroo Shire which comprised
approximately 6 500 people and covered a couple
of square miles. It was not a very large area, but
it was densely populated.

However, I have taken on board the Shires of
Toodyay, Coorow-I was privileged to represent
that shire when I was first elected to Parlia-
ment-and Carnamah. Coorow and Carnamah
were represented previously by the member for
Greenough and I am very happy to say I found
them to be in good order.

I also found Toodyay to be in good order, but
we have been able to achieve a couple of objec-
tives, the completion of which had been somewhat
prolonged. We have helped the Toodyay Shire to
rectify a problem which occurred at the railway
station where a ridiculous state of affairs existed.
The pedestrians had to walk approximately 400
metres one way in order to cross the railway line
and then 400 metres back the other way to get to
their motor vehicles. Fortunately, after a visit to
the Deputy Commissioner of Railways (Mr
Williams), the problem was resolved in moments.

A couple of other problems in my electorate
should be 'mentioned tonight. I have referred to
one of them on many occasions previously in this
House; that is, the provision of a fishing boat har-
bour at Jurien Bay. Recently I visited Jurien Bay
with the Minister for Works who was most
impressed with the area and the attitude of the
people there. I think he was particularly
impressed with the golf course. He said
investigations into the establishment of a fishing
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boat harbour were at a reasonably advanced
stage: some excavations would be done this year;
and testing of water would be carried out, because
the Public Works Department had proposed the
construction of an inland harbour. Such a facility
is much needed at Jurien Bay and, in my opinion
and that of many other people, it ought to have
been provided before the harbour at Esperance.
However, it was not and it is to be built now. I
thank the Minister for his continuing co-operation
in this area.

A few weeks ago, the Minister for Works and I
visited Lancelin. I was also there today with the
Minister [or Youth and Community Services who
officially opened the new recreation building at
the bowling club. It was this Minister's first visit
to Lancelin and he was most impressed with what
he saw. He praised the efforts of country people
in relation to the various projects in the area
which would not have been provided were it not
for the level of self- help there. I was very encour-
aged by what the Minister said. I am sure the
visit was an eye-opener to him. It was most grati-
fying to hear him say how important it was that
people should learn to help themselves.

Of course, country people have always had to
do this. They have not been spoilt and they have
helped themselves because if they did not, who
else would help them?

When I visited Lancelin recently with the Min-
ister for Works, we pointed out to him the need
for a jetty for the fishermen and, indeed, the area
in general. The Minister suggested that perhaps
the fishermen should contribute towards the con-
struction of a jetty.

We pointed out to him-this is no reflection on
the Government or the Premier-that the
Government has not spent any money at all on
fishing facilities at Lancelin and, therefore, it was
about time we did. I say "we" because, as a par-
liamentarian, I believe I am part of the system. I
am sure the Government realises the necessity for
a jetty at Lancelin. A harbour is not required, nor
is it necessary for a great deal of money to be
spent. The reef outside Lancelin provides natural
protection and it is not open to the sea as is the
case at Jurien Bay. A jetty of the nature
suggested by the people there is what is required
and I have every confidence the Government will
honour the promise made by the previous Govern-
ment to provide this jetty.

Recently I was away on holiday and the parlia-
mentary session commenced before I returned. On
arriving at Broome on my way home, I rang my
office to ascertain whether any problems had oc-
curred. Unfortunately, a rather disturbing prob-

1cmn had become apparent. My secretary advised
me that Toodyay Shire representatives, along
with several other people, had contacted me about
a letter the WA Turf Club had written to the
Toodyay Turf Club concerning racing there and
at Beverley.

It is appropriate chat I read the second para-
graph of that letter in order to enhance what I am
about to say. It reads as Follows-

It has been deeided that, in the context of
this club's responsibility to the Minister on
the report of the Honorary Royal Com-
mission the racing in your area should be
conducted on a combined club basis op-
erating at the Northam and York race-
courses. It is envisaged that the courses at
Toodyay and Beverley would be phased out.

Of course, this has caused a great deal of concern
to the people of Toodyay. No doubt that is the
case also in respect of the people of Beverley, but
I am speaking on behalf of the people of Toodyay
tonight.

I sent a message to the effect that I was re-
turning home quickly and, on my return, I made
all possible inquiries. Recently I visited the
Toodyay racecourse for the first time. I met with
the club officials to ascertain precisely the situ-
ation and the facilities available there. The reason
that it was my first visit to the racecourse was
that I am not a racing fan. I have not been to the
races more than four times in my life. That does
not mean I do not like horses, because I spent all
my youth with horses. I used to break them in,
ride them, chase kangaroos on them, and do all
sorts of things with them in the course of my
work. Indeed, as a nine-year-old boy I used to
drive eight horses abreast. Therefore, I have had a
fair grounding with horses and I love them. 1 am
not particularly interested in racing and during
my early war years-

Mr Mclver: Some of them travel just as slowly
now, too!

M r CR A NE: -on a cou ple of occasions I was
persuaded to go to the races. It was a new experi-
ence for me, because I was a hayseed from the
bush, and was not particularly versed in city eth-
ics or conduct. On the way to the races, I received
so many tips as to which horses would win, I was
quite certain I would go home a millionaire.

I can recall one horse was called Dabehick and
I was told it was worth all the money I had. 1 am
afraid it got all the money I had! On the next oc-
casion I went to the races, I did not even have the
bus fare home at the end of the day, so I walked.
I learnt rather early in the business that there was
not much future for me in racing.
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While I am not interested enough to take part
in the races personally, and although I have a pass
to the trots-incidentally, I have never been to the
trots-to the dogs, and to the gallops, I never go.
However, I am concerned about the people
involved in these sports.

I am glad to see the Minister responsible for
this matter is back in his scat.

Mr Parker: I have been in my seat all the time.
Mr CRANE: The Minister has not been there

all the time, because I have been watching for
him as I would like to draw his attention to a
couple of matters.

A few weeks ago, I visited Toodyay and I was
amazed not only at the state of the Toodyay race
club, but also at the amount of money spent there
and the fine building which houses some of the fa-
cilities. I am sure the Minister for Works, who is
a racing fan, has been to Toodyay. No doubt he
would agree that the club has wonderful premises,
is in a very fine setting, and has a good course. It
would be shocking indeed if an area such as
Toodyay were denied race meetings for the con-
venience of the metropolitan area. It rained for I 1
consecutive days before we went to Toodyay yet
the track was in good order on race day. I venture
to say that the metropolitan tracks would not be
able to cater for the amount of racing required by
the people who have vested interests in racing,
and who do not want to travel to country areas to
do that racing.

if anyone wishes to close down the Toodyay
racecourse-I hope the Minister is listening care-
fully-

Mr Parker: I am.
Mr CRANE: -somebody will need to shoot

me first.
Mr Parker: It's not I who is going to close it

down.
Mr CRANE: I make this strong statement be-

cause I believe that people in the country-racing
was born in the country-are entitled to have
their race meetings, and have them uninterrupted.
Country people have made most of the contri-
butions to their courses, and the meetings mean a
lot to the towns, particularly to the people who
cater for the meals. It would be a retrograde step
for country racing to be dispensed with merely in
order that more meetings may be conducted in
the metropolitan area.

I will draw attention to another problem, which
I have aired in this place for many years. Firstly,
I must express my concern over the Federal
Government's decision not to carry on with the bi-
centennial contribution to water development pro-

grammes in Australia. That is an indication that
the Federal Government is not particularly con-
cerned for rural people. We must recognise that
the wealth of this country comes from rural com-
munities. 1 give a word or warning that if, eventu-
ally, as everybody has tried so hard to do, the
goose that lays the golden egg is strangled, we will
be very short of these eggs-country people have
gone without for too many years.

During the recent election the Minister for Em-
ployment and Administrative Services made a
statement in regard to water resources. He was
the ALP spokesman for water resources, and was
at a meeting at Mukinbudin. He said his party
would move immediately to have the Agaton
scheme listed as a number one priority for the ap-
plication of Federal funds. His words were that
upon his party gaining Government, the first
stage would be put into operation. 1 do not doubt
he meant that. After all, this Minister is an
honourable man. I am sure he meant what he
said. He said also that the scheme was an essen-
tial service to the people who would be served by
it,' and therefore it should have the priority listing
it so deserved. He said further that for far too
long the needs of country people had been
neglected. I agreed with him entirely;, he spoke
the truth and put his points fairly and squarely.
He said also that a State Labor Government
would rectify this injustice, and that people living
in areas not then reticulated were equally entitled
to Government action to provide those services at
a fair and equitable cost, as those already ser-
viced. I give the 'Minister full marks for the
honest remarks he made.

What we require is the Government to im-
plement that number one priority now that the
Labor Party has been elected. We have given the
Government time to settle down, but now this
first stage should be implemented. I ought not to
hammer this point because I am confident the
Government intends to do this. However, I felt I
should remind it because I am the one member
left in this House who has worked for the Agaton
project since it was reconceived. It was conceived
many years ago, and then reconceived. Originally
it was conceived to augment the water supply
from Mundaring to the goldfields to service the
nickel project at Kambalda. Then it was decided
Mundaring could supply this water, and the
Agaton project was shelved even though survey
work had been done to take the water from west
or Watheroo in the Agaton basin to Pithara where
a big tank was to be constructed.

Mr Parker: The farmers seem a bit hesitant
themselves about putting money towards the
scheme.
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Mr CRANE: That is right, the farmers have
been hesitant. It was suggested that, because of
the size of the project, we should examine the
possibility orfFarmers making contributions. The
Farmers were not opposed to this proposition even
though we were breaking new ground. The area of
concern was the percentage of the contribution
they would be asked to make. Originally it was
suggested that one-third should come from each
party-the State Government, the Federal
Government, and the farmers. After a series of
meetings the farmers indicated their contribution
should be set at around 15 per cent. Some dissen-
sion still occurred, not because the farmers re-
fused to pay, but because the area had suffered so
many droughts over the previous years. The
Farmers were simply not in a financial position to
pay. They already faced tremendous debt bur-
dens. In fact, not enough people comprehend the
debt burdens many rural people face as a result of
drought. It was not so much a case of unwilling-
ness, but a case of their being unable to pay. I am
sure the opportunity is still available, and I have
every confidence the Minister will examine this
matter to determine what can be done.

Before I went on holidays, a matter was raised
with me which caused me a great deal of concern.
I refer to the eradication of starlings. The Premier
will recall that I was so concerned about the
possibility of starlings reaching plague pro-
portions that I suggested to him the urgency of
altering the Firearms Act was so great that the
Parliament ought to be recalled . The Premier
wrote to me thanking me For my concern, and
saying he was monitoring the situation closely
with the Minister for Agriculture. I had written
several letters to the Minister.

Parliament wvas not recalled, but I am happy to
say the Government introduced the necessary
legislation as soon as Parliament resumed, and
silencers were allowed to be used on certain fire-
arms for the eradication of starlings. This was a
great move for agriculture; in fact, one of the
greatest for some time.

Had proper eradication measures been taken
many years ago, such as when the fox and the
rabbit were introduced to this State, farming
communities would not have been faced with the
ravages of those pests to the extent they were. We
could have adopted this same sensible approach.
Credit is due to the Government.

On behalf of the people who made represen-
tations to me-the PIA was vociferous-I thank
the Government for doing what it was asked to
do. The Minister for Agriculture will recall that
after the legislation went through the Parliament
I commented to him that it should have been

amended to arrange for the eradication of any de-
clared pest. I even mentioned the Cordering cou-
gar to him, and that it may be necessary to make
provision for silencers to be fitted to high-powered
rifles if such an animal existed, or any such ani-
mal was in that area.

Mr Parker: It's not in my electorate.
Mr CRANE: I have a couple of high-powered

rifles and an old .44 that could be used. I can
easily hit the inside of a barn, if I am inside it,
and I am sure they would help to eradicate the
Cordering cougar.

Mr Brian Burke: You would have 1o admit it is
hard to track down.

Mr CRANE: I will admit that, and also that
something must be down there.

Mr Parker: What about Sandy Lewis?

Mr CRANE: There has to be something down
there because many responsible people have made
reports about it. However, I have never been
there.

Mr Parker: That's pretty wise.
Mr Brian Burke: Perhaps the problem is that

you have not bothered to go down there to have a
look.

Mr CRANE: The Premier is probably right.
Mr Parker: With your track record, you are

probably right.
Mr O'Connor: Get your banjo and string it

along.
Mr CRANE: Yes, string it along. I thank the

Minister for Agriculture for taking decisive action
in regard to the starlings to try to ensure it does
not become the pest in this State that it is in the
Eastern States.

I have another "Thank you"; I seem to be
giving out bouquets today. A problem existed in
the rock lobster industry regarding the size of
craypots, and the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife announced that a certain size of pots had
to be used. But that size created problems for
Fishermen in deeper waters. I thank the Minister
for recognising the problem and making the
necessary alterations to assist these Fishermen,
many of whom come from Lancelin and Jurien. In
fact, I saw many of them today, and they said
they were appreciative of the Minister's action.

Mr Evans: What a Government!
Mr CRANE: I object to the need for, and

therefore the introduction of, casinos to Western
Australia. I have received quite a number of let-
ters from concerned bodies and people stressing
their objections to casinos being established in
Western Australia. No need exists for them. We
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already have problems racing us today, so I can-
not see why we should create more problems. We
have no need for casinos now, or in the future.

The Government adopted a suggestion from the
Education Department which would have altered
the arrangements for school bus contracts. This
caused a great deal of concern throughout
country areas and I am thankful it appears the
matter has been resolved. I would presume that it
will not raise its ugly head again and I remind the
Government that the school bus contractors in the
country areas have done a mighty job. They give
a very good service and in return they are entitled
to some security of tenure in their job. It was ob-
vious this security would have been eroded had
the proposals of the Government proceeded.
There was a tremendous hue and cry from the bus
contractors and fortunately it would seem that the
matter has been resolved. I would certainly hope
it has been.

The member speaking previously, the member
for Balcatta, mentioned peace. I would agree with
him that peace is something which should be in
the minds of us all. The world is facing some
seriously troubled times and while we have lived
in uneasy peace for 30-odd years, since the last
horrific conflict, I would hope that through our
own actions and consideration for other people we
will encourage peace between nations and be-
tween individuals.

I recall reading in the Warneroo Times the
other day that the Federal member for Moore ex-
pressed extreme concern that the Shire of
Wanneroo should suggest that it should adopt
Durban, in South Africa, as its sister city. The
Federal member for Moore came out and criti-
cised the shire very severely and I would remind
him of the following very wise words Abraham
Lincoln used in 1874: "You cannot further the
brotherhood of Man by encouraging class
hatred". This is precisely what so many people do.
Many people feel that the South African Govern-
ment does not treat its inhabitants correctly, but
it should be our responsibility to encourage better
relations with that Government so that perhaps by
our own example we can show it the areas in
which it could mend is ways.

It is a matter of conflict between many people
as to whether things have been as bad in South
Africa as some claim they are. When I was in
South Africa 10 years ago, I went to the trouble
of looking at the apartheid policy to ascertain
what it was all about. I spoke to many of the
coloured people, and the concensus of opinion
from them was that, while they did not like the
apartheid policy, they agreed it was the only
system that could work for them. It was pointed

out to me that the greatest problem was not from
the South African coloured people for whom the
Government was working and providing homes.
Most of the problems came from the bantu people
who were going into South Africa because the
conditions were so good in that country and they
were creating great pressures on the Government
to provide facilities for them. I did take the
trouble to investigate the matter and, while I do
not condone apartheid, I would remind members
that many people in this country condemn it and
yet encourage it because apartheid is separate de-
velopment-that is what it means.

While in this country we consider that all
people are equal, and that they should have equal
rights, we have many lobbyists who try to give
others rights which we do not have. I mention
that point because it is one which requires a great
deal of thought from members. As a member of
Parliament, I am allowed to go anywhere in Aus-
tralia, but, as a citizen, I would not be allowed to
go on to certain reserves. I cannot say it is good or
bad, but I am pointing out that there is a separate
situation and one to which we must address our-
selves before long. We cannot have the situation
both ways. If we are to further the brotherhood of
Man, we must take away anything that creates or
encourages class hatred.

While referring to the Federal member for
Moore, I would remind him also of an area which
he has conveniently forgotten. it concerns an area
which he claimed, when riding in shining armour
on his great white charger at election time-

Mr Gordon Hill: He has been there for only a
few months and he has achieved more than did
the previous member.

Mr CRANE: I refer to an organisation formed
in Wanneroo last year which was called the West-
ern Australian homebuyers' action group. The or-
ganisation was concerned about the problems of
purchasing homes, keeping homes, interest rates,
and those sorts of things, and, as a result of press-
ure applied by it, the previous Federal Govern-
ment introduced a home mortgage interest rebate
tax, but unfortunately, for reasons unknown to
me, the present Hawke Government has taken
away this provision which was granted by the
Fraser Government. I believe it was granted be-
cause of pressure from the Western Australian
homebuyers' action group and other persons. I
spoke on this matter in this House last year and
put forward a proposition for funds to be used for
first home buyers. The Minister of the day, the
member for Gascoyne. was impressed with what I
said, and took my proposal to the then Federal
Treasurer, who threw it out the window as he
threw many other items. I believe it had a great
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deal of merit, but it was because of the pressures
this Government, not the previous Government,
and people like those in that action group were
bringing to bear that Mr Fraser and his Govern-
ment introduced the relief measure which Mr
Hawke has now taken away. I remind the Federal
member for Moore that it is time he got up on his
big white charger again and got out and did some-
thing about it because there are many concerned
people in that mortgage belt, as it is referred to,
in the north of the city. Here again it is all very
well for a member to roar like a lion on the hust-
ings and bleat like a lamb in the House, It is time
he did something about it, and, as his counterpart
in State Government, I am requesting that he do
so.

Recently in this place we had before us a piece
of horrendous legislation which caused many of us
to utter a few words in disgust about what the
Government was doing which it should not. One
evening, while on my feet in this place, a consider-
able crowd of people were present in the gallery
and the result was that the next day they came to
see me and brought me a letter. They were ex-
pressing concern at the course this Government is
taking and the effect it is having on those people
who have been the backbone of the Public Service
in Western Australia. As this letter was addressed
to me, I believe it would be proper for me, with
your permission, Mr Speaker, to read to the
House the feelings of the people in the electorate.
It is one thing for members on this side to con-
demn the Government in this House-I am not
particularly condemning it, and as a matter of
fact I think I have praised it on a number of oc-
casions tonight-but I am trying to give a fair
balance to members so they are aware of the elec-
tors' feelings. The letter reads as follows-

Mr Burke is destroying the fabric of the
Western Australian community far more
quickly than the election of a Communist
government could ever have done. He is hell-
bent on reducing all achievers to the lowest
common denominator. Hooray for ignorance.

The slaying of Socrates, the ravages of the
Spanish Inquisition and the murdering of
Jews in Europe were historic expressions of
the same malady from which Mr Burke and
his supporters suffer.

China had its cultural revolution too, but
the wisdom of the common man in China
prevailed. They soon rejected the destruction
of knowledge and the adolation of ignorance.

Sadly, in our State there appear to be few
who have recognised or have the courage to

oppose the Western Australian Khmer
Rouge.

First it has been top public servants;
-academic" is now a dirty word to be used
along with "quangos".

Next will be self-employed professionals,
then businessmen, then successful tradesmen,
then successful farmers-anyone who has
succeeded.

Then what will be left for those who would
like to try to succeed? Nothing but Blind
Burke surrounded by the ruins he would not
be able to see were his own creation.

Mr Mclver: Who wrote it?
Mr CRANE: It was written by a group of pub-

lic servants from one of the Government depart-
ments and I see that the responsible Minister is
sitting in his seat.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: In their own time?
Mr CRANE: I do not know, but possibly, be-

cause of the wording, it may have been written by
one of the advisers, and that brings me to another
point.

At election time we speak on the hustings and
ask the public to support us. We ask them for
their votes to elect us to Parliament. and I think
this is fair enough. We endeavour to convince
them that we have the ability to stand up in this
House and say the things they feel should be said
and perhaps vote the way in which we feel they
think we should vote. They also elect us for our
ability to work things out for ourselves and to
investigate problems and research them and to
come up with sensible answers. They vote for us.
realising they will pay us around $34 000 a year.
Having been voted into Parliament. we now Find
that the rules have changed. They have voted us
into Parliament, but for whom have they voted?
Are they people who will do the things promised
to the electorate or are they people who ind they
are unable to carry out the promises made to the
electorate and find the need to employ advisers to
advise them?

Electors have elected a member of Parliament
on $34 000-odd a year, only to find he will employ
advisers on anything from $30 000 to $60 000 to
tell him how to do the things he has convinced the
electors he will do. It is a ludicrous situation.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: Does it mean that when we re-

turn to Government in two years' time we will
have to employ advisers to advise us that we do
not need advisers any more?

Mr Jamieson: That would be advisable.
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Mr CRANE: I agree, it would be most advis-
-able, but I doubt very much we would do that be-
cause, in the main, members on this side have
made reasonable progress throughout their lives,
and have done that with their own ability. We
have had experience in running our own
businesses although at times many of us may have
made mistakes. Those of us who made mistakes
have paid for them ourselves. We do not ask any-
body else to pay for them, and I have made
plenty.

Mr Pearce: That is right.

Mr CRANE: I have learned from those mis-
takes. I overcame the problems I had, including
being wet behind the ears, which I feel is one
problem the Minister for Education may never
overcome.

Mr Pearce: How long have you been in Parlia-
ment?

Mr CRANE: Having done all those things, we
are now faced with the stupid situation that aca-
demic advisers have been appointed who in most
instances would not know the time of day. Instead
of a democracy which we deserve so well and in
which we believe, we have replaced it with
"idiocrasyf.

Mr Evans: Don't be stupid.

Mr CRANE: I am not being stupid.
I look back on a lifetime of experience and suc-

cess. I never asked anyone to do anything for me
that I was not prepared to do myself, or to make
decisions I was not prepared to make myself.

During the election campaign, I heard com-
ments by many members opposite, and much was
said in this House when we were discussing the
Local Government Amendment Bill, for instance.
I did not say anything because I was not here; I
had not come back from holidays.

M r Pearce: You are often not here.

Mr CRANE: This seat has been occupied more
by me this year ihan it was occupied by the mem-
ber for Perth in the whole of the nine years I have
been in Parliament when it was allotted to him.

We should not only clock ourselves into this
place and not nick off again, but also keep a log
of the hours we sit in the House.

Mr Pearce: There is a log on that side already.

Mr CRANE: The member for Perth would lose
a lot of his salary if it were docked for the time he
is not here. I do not say that as an insult, but be-
cause I was accused of not sitting in this place.
Perhaps the House might take up the suggestion
that we should log the time we occupy our places
in Parliament.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [8.33 p.m.]: I
want to refer to some areas of concern to the elec-
tors of Murdoch and then to raise an issue which
is worrying not only my electors, but also all
people of Western Australia.

I want firstly to make a comment which might
shock the Minister for Education if he can keep
quiet for a short time. I thank him as Minister for
the time he has taken to meet me and parents
from my electorate on issues I have taken to him.
Naturally, like all members, I do not get every-
thing I want. At least the.Minister is willing to
listen; I hope tonight is another of those times.

I want to refer to three schools in my elector-
ate-Burrendah, Bullereek, and Willetton. The
Minister may not be aware that each of those
schools has a large enrolment, and has had for
some time. Each of those schools is of the cluster-
type design. Last year, when visiting each of the
schools to meet the principals and talk with them
and the parents and citizens' representatives
about any problems which may exist, concern was
expressed at each school about the withdrawal
areas. In that type of school those areas are
poorly designed. They are poorly lit and badly
ventilated, and that restricts their use in many
ways particularly as the weather becomes
warmer.

It seems to me it is not difficult to remedy the
problems, and I wrote to the Minister's prede-
cessor in October 1982 asking whether he would
give consideration to the problem of withdrawal
areas in those schools. Each of those schools has a
number of transportable classrooms on site, and is
therefore more overcrowded than other schools in
my electorate. I asked whether design
improvements could be made to the withdrawal
areas. The Minister responded in October or early
November 1982 saying he had referred the matter
to the Public Works Department for examination.

As soon as the new Minister was appointed, I
wrote to him on 28 February about this issue and
received an acknowledgment on 11I March. I re-
ceived another response from the Minister on 14
April saying a report was awaited from the Public
Works Department. I wrote again to the Minister
on 28 June and, unlike his most efficient office,
especially in relation to correspondence, it has yet
to receive a response. That concerns me because
the students at each of those schools in my elec-
torate are disadvantaged compared with the
students at many other schools throughout the
State.

As their representative I would like the 'Minis-
ter to examine the position closely, firstly to see
whether the three schools can be given attention.
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Secondly, I would like him to examine whether I
could receive a response to my letter of 28 June,
and, thirdly, I would like him to see whether the
suggestion I made to the Public Works Depart-
ment almost 12 months ago could be given con-
sideration. Hopefully, that would be done quickly
so it could be considered in lime for this year's
capital works programme or the department's
budget, although I doubt that that can be done
now. I would like the Minister not to come back
and say that each of the schools should apply
under the minor works programme. That is singu-
larly unsuccessful and unproductive as an ap-
proach. In the past, very few of the schools in my
electorate have benefited to any great extent from
that programme although I do support it.

I know the Minister has difficulties in funding
that area, but I would like to think he could
examine this issue outside the parameters of
minor works, and as a separate project, to give
these three schools which are disadvantaged
through overcrowding an opportunity to put the
withdrawal areas to much better use for the ben-
efit of the students.

Mr Pearce: I am waiting on a report from the
Public Works Department, but I concede it is a
lengthy delay and you should have had a reply by
now.

Mr MacKINNON: I thank the Minister for
that interjection.

The second area to which I wish to refer, and
on which we may not have such a cordial arrange-
ment, relates to Leeming High School, in regard
to which recently, the Minister made an an-
nouncement. For the benefit of members,' I wilt
quote from the Daily News of 17 August as fol-
lows-

A new high school will be built for
Leeming. The school will be established in
1985 but will not get its own building until
1986. Until then it will be housed in Melville
Senior High School where enrolments have
been falling.

Students attending the new school will
come from Leeming and southern sections of
Bull Creek and Bateman. They will be given
bus transport to Melville Senior High School
until the new school is ready.

I think the Minister is aware of my feelings on the
matter. I draw to his attention and that of the
Parliament those views which are held not only by
me, but also by all parents with whom I have had
contact. I have written to each of the parents and
citizens' associations as well as the progress as-
sociations in the area. Each has at least verbally
responded-and some in writing-but they share

my concern at this announcement, and they do so
because of the following facts.

If one looks at the projected enrolments in the
related high schools in the area, one inds that it
is clear a high school will be needed at least by
1985, if not before. The current enrolment at Wi!-
letton High School is 1 169 students, and that is
anticipated to rise to I 420 in 1985, and 1 475 in
1986. Similarly, the other school affected in the
area, Rossmoyne High School, has a current en-
rolment of 1 258 and anticipated enrolments of
1 395 in 1985 and I 380 in 1986.

The Minister says, "Right, we will establish a
school in 1985 to relieve pressure". Irrespective of
the fact that the students have to be transported, I
make the point in relation to that statement that
the area is expanding at a much faster rate than
previously has been the case. Leeming and
Melville Glades have been unusual areas
inasmuch as they have been very slow in their ges-
tation period, but they are now expanding rapidly.
The Principal of Leeming Primary School indi-
cated when I spoke to him that the enrolment for
next year is anticipated to be a bit higher than he
expected. Let us assume that matters remain in
line with the Minister's Press statement and that
120 students are established in the high school in
year eight in 1985. It will mean that Willetton
High School will have I 360 students in 1985. and
Rossmoyne will have 1 335 students.

If, as I anticipate, and as the Minister for
Housing anticipates, a resurgence in building ac-
tivity takes place in the order of a five per cent in-
crease on the current level, no improvement will
be seen at either Willetton or Rossmoyne High
Schools. In 1985 enrolments will approach 1 500
at Willetton and 1 400 at Rossmoyne even though
a year eight may be established. That really is not
acceptable to the parents of my electorate or to
me as their representative. Neither is it accept-
able to parents to have their children bused about
10 kilometres a day to and from school. The Min-
ister would have to agree that is a significant de-
terrent to after-school activities especially at those
schools and to inventive programmes such as
those being conducted at Willetton High School
where teachers and students have a counselling
programme.

Mr Pearce: I appreciate the way you have
raised this because you are not a member who
seeks to use school situations for party political
purposes. I appreciate your sincerity. However, it
is not possible to provide capital for the school
prior to the year it will be established. I looked
hard at the situation, but the alternative is to hold
off for a time and let the children go to their pres-
ent schools which are overcrowded. I was senior
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master at Lynwood when it was established on a
similar basis. A small group in another school be-
comes a very cohesive educational unit. You are
being worried in a way that is unwarranted about
this business. If you want to hold off for a year.
we will do it.

Mr MacKINNON: I thank the Minister for his
comments. The only alternative he did not men-
tion is for the Government to give it a higher pri-
ority so that funds can be made available in 1985.
As a former Minister, I am aware of the restric-
tions on Government loan programmes and allo-
cations.

I am trying to stress the importance that the
people in my electorate place on the schooling of
their children, especially in their first year of high
school. My experience was that the biggest jump
was going from primary school to high school. It
was an even bigger jump than going from high
school to university.

Everything should be done to ensure that the
students in the areas of Leeming and Bullcreek
are given the best possible facilities. I understand
what the Minister says, but, on behalf of my elec-
tors, I urge him to reconsider the decision and en-
deavour to give Leeming a higher priority when
he is looking at the 1985 Budget as opposed to the
1986 Budget.

The third area-and I am sorry that the Minis-
ter for Education has to suffer me in three
bursts-of difficulty in my electorate-

Mr Pearce: I am quite used to it. I get many
letters from you.

Mr MacKINNON: It is a fast expanding area
and education is a major issue among the people
in my electorate. With respect to this particular
issue, the Minister has already seen me and rep-
resentatives of the Bibra Parklands area, but I
want to raise on their behalf, so that it is recorded
in Hansard, the concern of the people in the Bibra
Parklands area and the people at the Jandakot
Primary School. What I am talking about is a
proposal by the Government to relocate the
landakot Primary School in a new area known as
South Lakes.

Mr Pearce: May I cut across? That is not the
proposal. The proposal is to leave the .Iandakot
Primary School where it is and to build a new pri-
mary school in the South Lakes area or the Bibra
Lakes area. However, you finish what you are
saying and I will explain where we arc going with
that.

Mr MacKINNON: I thank the Minister for
that comment.

If the school is to be retained at the Jandakot
Primary School site in the foreseeable future,
certainly that would overcome some of the objec-
tions I had to the original proposal, so I will not
put the arguments I was going to put in respect of
the Jandakot Primary School. It is only a small
school, but it has a good character. I have always
found the parents and the students to be well
involved in the educational programme. It is not
the best school as far as facilities are concerned,
but the involvement of the community overcomes
any of the physical barriers which are experienced
at the school.

I now put the argument in favour of the
school's being built at Bibra Parklands as opposed
to South Lakes. I hasten to add that both the
areas are in my electorate and, of course, both
areas will have people voting at the next election,
if the boundaries stay the same. I guess that is a
pretty wild assumption to make. Assuming the
boundaries will stay the same, I do not want to
push my barrow ahead of that of the neighbour-
ing electorate.

My point is that justice must not only be done,
but also must be seen to be done, and the right de-
cision must be made for the long-term benefits of
the Education Department. I understand clearly
the need to use the taxpayers' funds wisely, but I
point out that at this stage of the game I under-
stand the department favours the South Lakes
option.

The area is being developed, and the State
Housing Commission has 148 lots for develop-
ment. The estimate by the the Education Depart-
ment is that 100 primary age children will come
from those 148 lots within the next year. The
Urban Lands Council is also developing 65 lots
later this year in that area. Let us give them the
benefit of the doubt and say that, by this time
next year, the 213 houses built in the area will
provide a departmental estimate of 160 children.
They are the facts as I understand them from the
departmental information provided to me.

Let us Jock at Bibra Lakes-Bibra Parklands,
which area has been in existence for at least four
years. About 300 homes exist in the area, and in
them live 76 primary age children who will be eli-
gible to attend the Government school. There are
190 children under six years of age. As the Minis-
ter knows, the people in the area have done much
work in justifying the figures, so I have great faith
in their accuracy.

Mr Pearce: I do not dispute them.
Mr MaeXINNON: It seems to me, therefore,

that the department and the Minister should re-
view the figures. We have only 213 lots being de-
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veloped at South Lakes, and the department esti-
mates 160 children will come from those 213
houses. In Bibra Lakes. which has been in exist-
ence far longer, 300 homes already exist and an
equivalent number of vacant lots are ready to be
built on. My comments relating to the housing
upturn are as relevant now as they were pre-
viously.

In the 300 homes existing in the Bibra Lakes
area, we have 76 children going to school, with a
potential further 190. It seems that the figures
need to be reviewed and double checked by the
department before a final decision is made, to en-
sure that it is the right decision.

If justice is to be done, particularly to the chil-
dren who have been living in the area the longest ,
they should be given some sort of priority, as-
suming the figures for the development in the
area indicate that a school will be viable in the
long term, as I believe it would be.

The cost of transporting the children to school
is now being borne by the parents, and many of
them have done so for four or five years. The
South Lakes people could well be prepared to
transport their children either to Jandakot or to
Bibra Lakes for a couple of years until the area is
developed sufficiently.

I was going to say in conclusion that I urged
the retention of the Jandakot Primary School.
However, I thank the Minister for his assurance
that it will be retained. I urge that the Bibra
Lakes area be given serious consideration as the
first priority rather than the South Lakes area for
the development of a school. The South Lakes
school could be constructed in due course, as and
when the demand required it.

Mr Pearce: I was very impressed by the points
made by the deputation that you brought with re-
gard to the Bibra Parklands school. I have put
into the Budget planning money for a school in
that area-that is, the Bibra Parklands-South
Lakes area-for the financial year to come on an
early starting basis, ready for the 1985 school
year. and we arc looking at a proposal to take the
Bibra Parklands school a little further south so it
would service the area. In relation to South
Lakes. instead of the school's being built to the
south, it could be built a little to the west as the
development picks up: and when the Jandakot
pre-primary school develops, if it is to be
relocated it will be relocated to the south. That
seems to be a workable proposition, and we will
have discussions with you and your deputation be-
fore we proceed further.

Mr MacKINNON: I thank the Minister for
that comment. It sounds as if he has listened to

the points made by the deputation. What he has
outlined briefly seems, on the face of it, to be an
acceptable solution. I look forward to continuing
discussions on the commitment that he has given.
I thank him for that.

The final area I would like to pursue in relation
to my own electorate relates to the State Housing
Commission. The matter is of some concern to the
people in the Willettn area. The issue has been
continuing since I was elected. I looked through
my files, and I found it has been raised continu-
ally byrme since March 1978.

This matter is of emotional concern to some
people in my electorate, although I do not share
all of their concerns. However, I share their
overall concern at the manner in which the issue
has been handled and is proceeding. To give the
history of the matter, I will trace back over the
steps.

I raised the matter first in March 1978. The re-
sponse of the State Housing Commission to my
first inquiry was that it had 47 hectares for devel-
opment, including some town house development,
with a susbitantial private sector involvement.
Over the following I12 months, I had various con-
tacts with the commission and the Minister until
October 1979 when they indicated that stage one
was proceeding. They indicated that the State
Housing Commission would have a 50 per cent
involvement, and that there would be a 50 per
cent private ownership involvement.

I had further discussions and correspondence
until December 1981 when it was indicated that
the development was about to proceed. In fact,
stage one was to proceed to public sale after the
development had been completed. I was advised
that stage one was to be developed totally for the
benefit of private owners, and I welcomed that de-
cision. At that stage, however, neither the Minis-
ter nor the commission would give me an indi-
cation of exactly how the balance of the land
holding was to be proceeded with. The plan was to
develop it in three stages, but in December 1981
neither the Minister nor the commission could in-
dicate when the balance of the estate would be de-
veloped.

September 1982 rolled around, plans were an-
nounced, and work began on stage three of the
project. Stage three proceeded ahead of stage two
which will now become stage three, and vice
versa. The inquiries I made indicated that 75
single residential lots were included in the new
stage two, and it also included five duplex sites,
five single-storeyed town house developments, and
two sets of pensioner accommodation.

It was the intention of the commission to sell 22
of the 75 residential units, or approximately one
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quarter of the total. One of the duplex sites would
be sold to private enterprise, and the balance
would be occupied by State Housing Commission
tenants, in an area where land is selling at a mini-
mum price of $20 000 for one-fifth of an acre.

In October 1982, as soon as this information
was made available to me, I approached the then
Minister and asked him to give me an indication
of what was happening, and whether it was the
commission's intention to proceed immediately or
to defer the project for some time. Members
should bear in mind the history of the project was
that stage one had been on "off" for quite some
time in a development sense. The Minister indi-
cated that the project would proceed forthwith.

Following the change in Government in
February, I approached the new Minister to give
him an idea of the situation. In fact, I gave him
the views of the community on the issue. I drew
his attention to the Government's commitment re-
lating to the State Housing Commission, that it
would review all of its SHC land-holding with a
view to selling sufficient land, in the words of the
Premier, to return to the Government approxi-
mately $30 million which would now be used in
job creation programmes.

As an aside, I add that urgency seems to have
gone out of the problem and very little, if any, of
the S HC land has been sold.

I draw the attention of the Minister to the fact
that the Government made an undertaking; and in
line with that commitment he should suspend any
operations on the Willetton land until such time
as a total review had been made. I put to the Min-
ister that he should take into account in his devel-
opment of the land the fact that, in my view, the
use of $20 000-worth of land on which to build a
$30 000 house did not make economic sense. I will
deal with that further in a moment.

The best use of the Government funds would
have been achieved by the sale of the Willetton
land at $20000 or thereabouts to provide the
commission with a return on its investment and
for the SHC reinvested the money in an area such
as South Lakes, about which I have already
spoken. That is already in my electorate, so I am
not concerned about having State Housing Com-
mission homes in my electorate. In fact, I had one
of the largest SHC areas in the State in the First
six years I was a member of Parliament. I have no
hang-ups about having SHC land in my elector-
ate, but I disagree with bad economic decisions
which involve the poor use of Government land.

As a consequence of the approach to the Minis-
ter and the feelings of the people in the area, I led
a deputation to the Minister on 2 June. At that

time residents of the area petitioned other resi-
dents in the immediate vicinity, and a petition
containing 72$ signatures came about. That
number must have represented about 95 per cent
of the people living in the area, and it was pres-
ented to the Minister to express their concern. As
is my custom, I followed it up with a letter to the
Minister. I outlined what I thought were the
points of concern still held by members of the
community who accompanied me to the meeting
and to the local council. A meeting was held later
to discuss the outcome of the earlier meetings.

The concerns I expressed to the Minister on 10
June were, firstly, that the residents, the council,
and 1, believed that it would be premature for the
Government to make any decision on the matter
at that time. We repeated the general feelings of
the 725 residents who presented the petition, and
the feelings of the residents and the council that
there should be no town house or unit develop-
ment in the area if there was to be any SHC de-
velopment. There was no objection from our
group to any pensioner unit developments, and if
the SHC development was to proceed, it was felt
that it should proceed on other land to be devel-
oped on the basis of a joint State Housing Com-
mission-Housing Industry Association- Master
Builders' Association venture. It would be very
good and acceptable in that area.

Possibly the point of most concern to the resi-
dents of the area, and it is shown in the comment
that the residents have this concern, is that should
the land not be used for that purpose they should
have the stage two development. The point is that
there is a school site in the area which looks as
though it will not be needed for a school, and it
could be zoned for residential use.. Stage three is
zoned for residential use and it could be used for
SHC purposes. We wanted, and still want, a com-
mitment from the Minister on that area.

On 13 June 1 indicated to the Minister that the
residents wanted a public meeting to discuss the
issues, and I extended an invitation to him to at-
tend that meeting which was to be held on 12
July. 1 was extremely disappointed to be advised
by the Minister's office on 7 July, five days before
the meeting, that he would not attend, I thank the
Minister for arranging for two of his senior
officers to attend, but I must say that the fact he
was not able to attend and did not advise us till
the last moment was not appreciated by me or the
people in the area. I can give him some advice: If
he wants to ensure support for his Government in
this area in the future, he would be better off not
to leave it till five days before a meeting to give
advice of his non-attendance.
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However, the meeting was well attended, by
some 250 people, and I am pleased to say it was
conducted well. The people were critical of the
Minister's non-attendance and were totally op-
posed to the SHC development in the area. The
third paint, in which I was particularly interested,
was carried by a small majority of the meeting,
and that was that pensioner development in the
area be opposed. I did not support that point,
although I transmitted the detail of it to the Min-
ister. In all these issues, we come to the point of
my writing to the Minister following the meeting
on 13 July, and the fact that, as yet, a Final
answer has not been received from the Minister. I
find that delay unacceptable. The residents of
Willetton find it unacceptable, and we ask the
Minister now to give urgent attention to this mat-
ter of grave concern to the residents of that area
of my electorate.

I have had more correspondence on this issue
than on any other issue in the 6 / years I. have
been a member of Parliament. The feelings of the
people concerned are sincere and strong. There-
fore I ask the Minister to make a quick decision
one way or the other to enable people in the area
to know where they stand. Again I ask him to
postpone any decision on SHC development in the
area until such things as his land review are com-
pleted. I ask him also to re-examine the econ-
omics of the situation, bearing in mind the costs
of the property.

It is only 19.25 kilometres from Parliament
House to the Willetion estate, and it is only 21.45
kilometres to the South Lakes estate, the one I
said could be developed easily at the same rate. It
is a mere two kilonmetres further. The SHC has
not yet committed itself, and could develop this
other land, which is in an area more suitable for
its development. It will get more housing for its
money, which is supposedly a Government com-
mi tment.

I ask the Minister to give a commitment to
stage two of the school site. There is a possibility
that at least 102 homesites can be constructed in
the area. If all the development is SHC develop-
ment, I am sure the people in my electorate would
vent their wrath on this Government before and at
the next election. If the development is to proceed,
it should be on the Turrent Road model where the
Master Builders- Association and the Housing In-
dustry Association have their joint venture devel-
opment.

I would like the Minister to consider also
whether he will give consideration to signposting
all SHC land. Many people have bought land in
an area adjacent to SHC land. It seems to me a
reasonable request that the SHC mark its land. I

know people should search titles and land uses in
an area in which they want to buy, but many do
not. I think it fair that the Government indicate
its landholdings to people. Development by the
SI-C is likely to have a marked effect on land
values in an area, whether or not we like it.

I ask the Minister to give decision-making some
priority, as The Sunday Times of I11 September
reported he has done. That article referred to a
I 000-block development in Dianella, in the Min-
ister's electorate. I ask him tO give the people Of
Willetton some consideration in this matter in the
form of an early decision so that we might know
where we stand and so that the people in the area
might have their minds put at rest. They do not
need to have any more anxiety, and importantly
and hopefully his decision will get them off my
back and everybody will live happily ever after.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What is their main anxiety? Is
it that they might have to live near SH-C homes?

Mr MacKINNON: Their main anxiety is that
they feel they will be disadvantaged by a decrease
in the value of their properties. I do not say I
share that view, but the total development of the
area as an SHC area, is likely to decrease values,
whether or not we like that situation. If the devel-
opment takes place in a marginal sense, with only
a few SI-C homes constructed, the effect on
values would be marginal.

I will conclude my remarks on the Address-in-
Reply by referring to an issue of concern to me
and other members. I know it is of concern not
only to the people of Western Australia, but also
to the people of the whole of Australia. I refer to
the Whole question of uranium mining, the issue
which seems to have ALP members at the mo-
ment at sixes and sevens, and not knowing
whether they are in the Victorian left or right, the
centre unity, or whatever. They do not know
where they are going. Least of all do ALP mem-
bers in Western Australia know where they are
going in respect Of uranium mining and paticu-
larly in respect of the project in this State most
affected by any decision this Government might
make in this area. I refer of course to the
Yeelirrie mining development.

For the benefit of members of the Press, I will
give a brief history of statements made in this
area from the now Government and the then Op-
position. Some of these statements show exactly
how confused the ALP policy is, and how this
Government stands condemned by its inaction in
an area which could create significant employ-
ment tomorrow, if this Government were keen to
see that happen. Unfortunately, I believe its ideo-
logical blinkers will prevent that from happening.
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I refer firstly to Hansard of 13 May 1982 where
the then shadow Minister for Mines (Mr Julian
Grill) had this to say in relation to uranium
mining-

I have indicated the Opposition strongly
opposes this Bill in terms of the attitude of
the ALP in respect of the mining and pro-
cessing of uranium within the boundaries of
Australia.

My colleague. Mr Laurance, the then Minister
for Lands, had an intelligent comment to make.

Mr Carr: Times have changed.
Mr Laurance: What did he say?
Mr MacKINNON: He said-

I admire you for your stance, despite the
fact that your adherence to that policy will
be to your personal misfortune. You will go
down the gurgier on this one.

Mr Laurance: Very good.
Mr Parker: Not a very good Minister.
Mr MacKINNON: He was a very good Miiiis-

ter. At the next election, this Minister will not be
so fortunate. He will not laugh so much when he
hears in a moment the comments of his minis-
terial colleague and realises that he and his leader
were totally confused on this issue. Mr Grill goes
on to say-

Our policy on this matter has been clearly
articulated: Under a Labor Government, the
mining and processing of uranium in Aus-
tralia will be banned; a moratorium will be
placed on the mining and processing of
uranium until such time as sufficient safe-
guards in respect of the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and of waste disposal have
been implemented.

He went on to say-
Daily, there is mounting evidence that our

policy is the correct and prudent one.
I now refer to the ALP State platform of I
September 1982. It came down a little later.
Number 41 states that a Labor Government
would-

allow no new uranium mine developments
to commence or come on stream.

It would appear everybody is consistent. When
the election came around, surprise, surprise! The
shadow Minister for Mines had a change of mind.
On 16 December 1982 in The Esperance Express
this was reported-

A State Labor Government would allow
the Yeelirrie uranium project to go ahead
and would favour Esperance as the port used
to export the yellow cake.

Shadow Mines Minister Julian Grill said
Western Mining Corporation's project was
not an election issue as both parties wanted
the project off the ground.

Mr O'Connor: Are you sure that is the same
bloke?

Mr MacKINNON: Yes. To continue-
"ALP policy would not prevent Yeelirrie

from proceeding. Yeelirrie would be desig-
nated as one of those projects which was
already underway and as such would be al-
lowed to continue under a Labor govern-
ment."

The same man in the heat of the election could
not, as the Premier has said, stand the heat in the
kitchen.' He yielded under the pressure; he caved
in.i Strangely I had to search and search the 1983
ALP policy document for a statement on uranium
mining. I found references to mineral resources,
comments on the Mining Act, mineral explo-
ration, royalties, environmental impact, diamonds,
etc.

Mr Court: I think the ALP left out tourism.
Mr MacKINNON: It left out something. I

then found references to fuel and energy such as
the surplus petrol price, energy dependence, elec-
tricity tariffs, etc. The very last item referred to
nuclear energy-only Five lines.

The Government says, in a very insincere way,
that it wants this project to proceed and all it says
about nuclear energy is-

With Western Australia's abundant coal
reserves, there is no need to consider nuclear
power for this State.

A Labor Government will abandon all
planning for nuclear power, including the
designation of a reactor site north of Perth.

Not one comment is made by a Government sup-
posedly sincere and keen to see the Yeelirrie proj-
ect get off the ground. After the election, on 24
August, all the Premier could say in response to
an amendment by my colleague, the member for
Narogin, was-

The national Government has a policy and
I do not think it will start legislating contrary
to the declared policy. The policy is that ex-
port licences shall not be issued in respect of
uranium ore that has not previously been
subject to a written contract.

I asked the Premier whether he had approached
the Federal Government to see whether it would
approve an expiry licence. He made no comment.
He has not even had the time and has not
bothered to try to pursue a $650 million develop-
ment in this State that would mean jobs for West-
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ern Australians. All the Premier can do is hide
behind happy Hawke. He cannot even stand up by
himself. He will not take a stand on the matter.
lHe will not adopt a view on it. The next day the
now Minister for Transport, after his Premier had
said that-Mr H-assell was speaking at the time
and Mr Grill who was interjecting stated-

You had ceased to get this development off
the ground and you did nothing about it. You
are a disgrace.

1 interjected and said-
Do you support the Veelirrie development?

He replied-
Do I support it? I would like to see it get

off the ground.
So would we. We would like the Government to
do more about it than pay lip service to it. We
want it to actively get on with the job.

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendment-
That the following words be added to the

motion-

;but we regret to advise Your Excel-
lency that the Government has failed to
support the establishment of the
Veelirrie uranium project, which would
Create employment and greatly improve
the economy of the Eastern Goldfields
and Esperance regions.

Mr Laurance: Hear, hear!
MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) 19.19 p.m.): I

second the amendment. In doing so I go back to
the introduction of the Bill in 1978. The member
for Welshpool is not here, but he handled it for
the then Opposition and made it quite clear that
the policy of the Labor Pary was paramount. He
was supported in this view by the former member
for Swan. At great length they made it clear that
it did not matter what the elected Government of
whatever political persuasion in this State did;
what mattered was the Federal policy of the
Labor Party in regard to uranium development.
Indeed, the member for Welshpool went to great
lengths not only to make that statement, but also
to read from the policy document as it prevailed
at that time. I am pleased he has returned to the
Chamber because he might remember doing so.

Mr Jamieson: I heard you from my room.

Mr PETER JONES: He made it quite clear to
this House that a Labor Government of this
State, would repudiate it. The policy of the Labor
Party was such that it would seek to repudiate

contracts and would give no approvals whatsoever
and in fact the uranium industry would be com-
pletely shut down. He said, "Look, times may
change"; indeed by the time we got around to dis-
cussing an amendment to the Veelirrie agreement
Act in 1982, it had changed. There had been a
movement completely away from the hard line in
the sense that everything would be repudiated. An
escape clause had been inserted in the Act which
allowed for existing projects to be be phased out,
but there would be no new projects, and no new
industry or further developments within the in-
dustry. In fact, by the end of 1982 the total
uranium industry which had contracts to the
value or $4 million over its lifetime would be
phased out and closed down. We have already
seen that situation in relation to the present Min-
ister in the Federal scene-Senator Walsh-in
that he moved in on the South Australians and re-
fused to allow the Honeymoon project to get off
the ground. We have the situation where the pol-
icy says one thing and at Federal level divisions
occur. Right now the Prime Minister, to his
credit, is trying to get some sanity into what is a
very difficult issue for the Labor Party because it
knows it is hooked into a situation both at Federal
level and in the trade union movement-we are
opposed to this-and in the last few days we have
heard, on the one hand, the Victorian executive of
the Labor Pary, including one of Mr Hawke's
own Ministers, Mr Willis, vote to close down
Roxby Downs; that is the effect of their vote. On
the other hand, Mr H-awke has made public an
unequivocal commitment that Roxby Downs will
proceed.

The Labor Premier of South Australia has said
the same thing; that is, that it will not be closed
down but, will proceed. It will proceed because of
these several factors, and I list these in no particu-
lar order. One is the economic effect on the nation
as a whole, as well as on South Australia in re-
gard to the jobs it creates, and the export income
it generates, particularly in an economy such as
South Australia's.

Because they did not accept the environmental
situation, and the guidelines which govern the de-
velopment of Roxby Downs regarding export the
customers to whom it can be exported as being
acceptable to the more pragmatic and the more
sensible elements within the Labor Party, we still
have this ideological barrier which prevents a
project which has been approved by this Parlia-
mient from proceeding.

Within that total framework, the Premier and
his Government are also in a bind. Their method
of trying to deal. with it is to do nothing. They
must be incredibly embarrassed by the fact that
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the member for Esperance-Dundas, the now Min-
ister for Transport, publicly has committed this
Government to support the Yeelirrie project. He
has gone further and has publicly committed it to
support the Port of Esperance. He made it quite
clear publicly that the project would go ahead and
it would not be opposed by the Labor Party in this
State should it be elected. If it was elected to
office, he made it clear that the project fell within
the guidelines that allow existing projects to pro-
ceed. New ones might be different. We did not
accept the policy, but we accepted the fact that, if
those guidelines prevailed, it would be very diffl-
cult for a project such as Lakeway to proceed;
however, that is downstream. He made the com-
mitment that Vcelirrie would go ahead and that it
was no electoral issue whatsoever.

More than that, the Premier when in Oppo-
sition, the now Deputy Premier, and the Minister,
indicated to Western Mining Corporation Ltd.
that the Labor Party, if elected, would not stand
in the way of Yeelirrie. The Premier has never de-
nied that, nor have the other two members. They
made that commitment because of published
statements. Naturally, Western Mining Corpor-
ation Ltd. was in a position to proceed with its
equity arrangements and its initiatives. The Min-
istcr for Employment and Administrative Services
interjected earlier and said, "You did nothing
about it". I do not know whether he has been
briefed, but certainly his colleague, the Deputy
Premier, would be able to tell him about it, about
the state of play since February this year, and
about the discussions that I for one conducted
with potential buyers and the discussions I had
with the actual public utility in France and the
French Government regarding the export of the
product that will come from Yeelirric. Matters
were proceeding very satisfactorily to a point
where Western Mining Corporation Ltd., as man-
ager of the project, was in a position to put into
place a replacement equity partner with whom
some discussions had been held. The support of
the Labor Party was needed; in other words, the
company needed some comfort because a poten-
tial partner needed to know why it should go into
this project just to be left high and dry.

We read what this bunch said. We read the
comments that the policy of the Labor Party
would be to prevent its proceeding. We need some
reassurance and that has been given. The
company was told both publicly and privately that
the Labor Party of this State would not stand in
the way of Yeelirrie. I have no doubt the Premier
will stick to that. HeI will not deny that at all be-
cause he will say. as he has now indicated publicly
in answer to questions. "Look, it is not me. I am

doing nothing to prevent Yeelirrie going. It is not
me at all. It is the Federal Government and the
Federal policy that is preventing it".

Mr Court: They said last year that they would
leave it to their own people and that they would
not be dictated to.

Mr PETER JONES: When the Uranium
(Yeelirrie) Agreement Amendment Bill was being
discussed in this House in May last year-this
very point was being discussed-the then Minister
for Education used the words, "We are our own
selves". When I questioned what the Federal pol-
icy would be and what benefit it might have at
Yeelirrie, he said on 13 May 1982, "Do not quote
Federal policy. We are our own selves".

Mr MacKinnon: Who said that.?
Mr PETER JONES: The present Minister for

Education. He made it quite clear. There was
nothing wrong with his saying that because sub-
sequently the present Premier, the present Deputy
Premier and the present Minister for Transport
all said the same thing; that is, that the Federal
policy would not prevail. That situation existed
immediately prior to the election. The indications
which were given publicly and privately did not
hold. Immediately, within a week, on 26
February, the Premier was quoted in the Press as
saying he had to ask Canberra about the situation
regarding the expiry of Veelirrie because he had
to check with the Federal Labor Party policy.

At that stage, there was not even that Federal
Labor Government, but he was also saying he had
to check with the Federal Labor Party in order to
establish whether the project could proceed. The
Deputy Premier said on 26 July that the future of
the Yeelirrie project was dependent on the Com-
monwealth review on uranium policy; in other
words, the review that is being undertaken by the
Federal Labor Party in Government as to whether
it will allow a project such as Yeelirrie. As I men-
tioned earlier, this involves not only Yeelirrie, but
also a project like Roxhy Downs. We know there
is significant commitment in that area.

Elements exist within the Labor Party which
are trying to prevent this commitment. What does
this Government do? The Premier made it clear
by interjection as well as in his answer to a
question: The reason for his asking the Federal
Government is that the Federal Government
issues export licences. That is prefeetly true, but
that is not what he is referring to. He is trying to
cover up. It is not necessary to wait for an export
licence. The project fits within the Labor Party
guidelines. We have been told that by the Govern-
ment. We were told that Veelirrie was one of the
projects which would fit within the More prag-
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matic view taken following the July 1982 confer-
ence of the Federal Labor Party when it changed
its policy and allowed projects that were already
committed to proceed. Yeelirrie came within that
policy. Therefore it was granted an export licence.

Meanwhile, the Labor Party in this State has,
to the best of the information I have been able to
obtain, not only done nothing, but also now moved
to prevent any activity. Far from hiding behind an
argument that "we have to wait, there is a re-
cession in the uranium market" the Deputy Prem-
ier has advised me quite Clearly in answer to a
question from me that, "We have to move to pre-
vent those associated with Yeelirrie from under-
taking any more discussions"

Mr MacKinnon: When did he say that?
Mr Stephens: It is absolutely disgraceful. It is

almost as disgraceful as the Fraser Government's
refusal of the continuation of the whaling indus-
try.

Mr PETER JONES: The Deputy Premier told
me on 26 July that approval had been withdrawn
for continued negotiation for the sale of uranium
from Yeelirrie. Despite the Premier's sub-
sequently saying, "We have to wait for a review
of policy and for a review of export licences". the
Deputy Premier is making it clear that the
Government has moved in a positive way to pre-
vent any further discussions or negotiations taking
place.

The Government has now gone a stage further.
Last week it gave no less than $82 690 to the En-
vironment Centre and the Friends of the Earth for
the employment of five people who will be ac-
tively ensuring that the Labor Party policy pre-
vails in the areas related to projects such as
Yeelirrie. One person will be employed for 26
weeks by the Friends of the Earth at a salary of
$420 a week. I do not know how the Government
can justify such a situation. It has used funds
from the wages pause which were supposed to cre-
ate employmcnt in order to get other people to do
its dirty work as far as Yeelirrie is concerned. The
Friends of the Earth are very much opposed to
Veelirrie. They are very much opposed to a whole
range of projects and they have stepped up their
campaign by assisting other bodies within the
community rather than acting alone.

What we are talking about-regardless of mat-
ters Pertaining to uranium mining, is a project,
although this has now evidently been accepted
within the safeguards that now prevail-we are
not talking about the processing or uranium, hut
the mining and export of yellowcake which was
accepted by elements within the Labor Party as
being necessary for a variety of reasons. The proj-

ect is not just pie in the sky; it is one on which a
basic feasibility and pilot study have been under-
taken.

Mr MacKinnon: How much did they spend?
Mr Coyne: About $13 million.
Mr PETER JONES: The project was covered

by the Australian Workers' Union. It saw the ad-
vantages to the eastern goldfields by way of em-
ployment, wages to be spent there, and the
investment the project would bring. The now
Minister for Transport said before the election
that the project would proceed. He even went so
far as to nominate the port and the system of op-
eration. Immediately following the election, the
undertaking given by the Premier to Western
Mining Corporation was revoked and nothing has
happened at all.

Lame excuses have been made that the decision
will come from the Federal Government: It does
not matter what the Premier or the Minister want
as far as this project is concerned. The decision
will be made by the Federal Government.

Mr Bertram: It is exactly the same in your
party.

Mr PETER JONES: Yes, but we are prepared
to fight against such decisions and policies, It
must be cold comfort for the people in the eastern
goldfields who were promised this project and the
support of the Labor Party. Not only are they not
getting the support, but also the Labor Party is
working positively against the project.

I support the amendment.
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [9.37

p.m.): The Government rejects the amendment
-and will do so in a short time. It is evident that
the Opposition does not want this matter taken
too seriously ju:dging by the number of its mem-
bers in the Chamber and the members who have
spoken to this amendment.

Mr O'Connor: A number of our members are
paired with your colleagues who want to be away.

Mr Rushton: A whole host of them.
Mr Court: And we do take the matter seriously.
Mr MacKinnon: We take the investment of

$650 million very seriously.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government rejects

the amendment moved by the Opposition and pre-
vails upon the Opposition to understand that it is
not simply a matter of what it describes as Feder-
al Labor Party policy or "Happy Hawke's" pro-
nouncements or other things that tend to
downgrade the Federal Government's policy
towards the mining and export of uranium. The
Opposition needs to understand very carefully and
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thoroughly that the national policy of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party is, in fact, the policy of the
national Government. We are not talking about
the policy of a particular national political party.
We are talking about the policy of the Federal
Government. The Opposition cannot simply say
that we are talking about the policy of a party not
in Government or a policy that can be lightly dis-
missed as not being capable of implementation by
virtue of the fact that the party whose policy it is
is not in Government.

Secondly, taking that fact into account it is not
simply the case that the constitutional authority
to license exporters of uranium lies with the
national Government in Canberra. I do not know
how much argument it will take from the Oppo-
sition in this Chamber to change the Constitution
in this regard. I suspect it takes far more than just
words on an amendment moved and words spoken
in a purely political context. It is not a matter of
how much the Opposition berates the Government
in this place. The ability of the authority to issue
export permits for uranium rests with the Com-
monwealth and not with the State Government.
Do members opposite understand that?

Mr Court: But if you argue in favour of the
project's going ahead, that would represent a
great boost to the industry. In the Eastern States
they do not know where they are at present.
Surely you could go out and say, "We want it to
go ahead"; that would probably make the differ-
ence.

Mr MacKinnon: Your colleague in South Aus-
tralia is very actively supporting Roxby Downs.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That brings us to the
next point which I presume the Opposition is
trying to stress in this amendment. It now con-
cedes that we simply cannot decide to mine and
export uranium from Veelirrie. I presume the Op-
position concedes that fact.

Mr Rushton: You can influence it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was coming to that

point, but let us finish this one First. Does the Op-
position concede that it is not competent for the
State Governemrnt to mine and export uranium of
its own authority without the necessary export
permits?

Mr Peter Jones: You are not mining it at all.
The project is the subject of an agreement-an
agreement which was passed by this Parlia-
ment-and the Government is obliged to support
the equity partners in pursuance of that agree-
ment. That is what the Government is not doing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to obtain
from the Opposition a clear understanding of
where it stands in the matter of the export of

uranium, and whether it is the Opposition's view
that this Government can unilaterally decide to
permit mining and support the joint ven-
turers-if they are in place, and that is another
question. I understand the Opposition's view to be
that the Government can assist the joint venturers
to mine in any practicable way and then authorise
the export of uranium.

Mr Peter Jones: No-one said that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to ascertain

exactly what the Opposition understands about
this matter. The Government cannot give the joint
venturers permission to export uranium ore. In
the absence of that permission, notwithstanding
the fact that the joint venturers are not in place,
that there are not assured markets, and that no
contracts have been signed-

Mr Peter Jones: There were contracts signed,
but you stepped in.

Mr ]BRIAN BURKE: That is not true at all.
There are no contracts and there are no assured
markets. The Opposition is attempting to make
people believe that somehow or other the Govern-
ment is delinquent in not giving an export permit
which it is not competent to grant.

Mr O'Connor: You should be Fighting the cause
for Western Australia. trying to get the project
going.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least we have arrived
at the point where the Opposition agrees that the
Government has not the authority to permit the
joint venturers to proceed of our own wish. That is
because we cannot grant export permits. The
same situation applies in the sugar industry.

Mr O'Connor: You have shirked your responsi-
bility here, just as you did with Kununurra. Why
do you not fight the case for Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have never witnessed
this Government lie prostrate before the Federal
Government as did our predecessors.

Mr O'Connor: That is wrong and you know it.
Mr MacKinnon: On what issue?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Fraser Government

trampled over the interests of this State.
Mr Peter Jones: I agree with you there.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: One member of the Op-

position is agreeing and one member is dis-
agreeing. The Fraser Government trampled over
the interests of this State at a time when, firstly,
the last Premier but one prior to my assuming
office, actively assisted the Fraser Government in
developing new federalism which was architect of
that confiscation of the financial autonomy of the
State.
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What right do members opposite have to talk
about standing up to the Federal Government
when, in this Chamber, Sir Charles Court ex-
pounded new federalism which was to become the
recipe for the bankruptcy of the States? To the
day that he left this Parliament Sir Charles
Court, with the support of the member for
Murdoch, was trumpeting the virtues of new fed-
eralism which saw Federal funding to the State
strangled and the State's competence to discharge
its responsibilities confiscated.

Mr MacKinnon: We will see how that develops
when we debate the Budget.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least we have reached
the point where this Opposition has scant credi-
bility with which to back up its claims in relation
to the delinquency for which it alleges the
Government is responsible in the matter of-

Mr MacKinnon: Have you made one statement
in support of Yeelirrie since you have been Premn-
ier?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We shall get on to the
internal processes of the Labor Party in respect of
its uranium policy in a moment.

I am making this speech and members opposite
will pardon me if I stop to remind them of some
of their own delinquencies: talk about the pot call-
ing the kettle black! Members opposite presided
over the period of the State's history in which this
State was assailed more thoroughly than ever be-
fore or since by the Fraser Government. The one
thing that was done to express any disquiet about
the marauding Fraser Government was on the eve
of the last State election when the then Premier
said to the then Prime Minister, "We do not want
you to campaign in our support in this State".
That is not much of a record about which to
boast.

Mr O'Connor: What you are saying is not true.
Didn't we battle over the Ord River sugar indus-
try? Didn't we push for that? You have just aban-
doned it. You have done nothing about it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the Leader of the Opposition reads the news-
papers, but we have been on public record-

Mr O'Connor: You have been as weak as water
on these issues.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is rubbish! The
Leader of the Opposition says we have been as
weak as water; however, there is no one weaker
than he on these issues. He was completely inef-
fectual. When the Leader of the Opposition was
Premier, he went to Canberra. got a whack be-
hind the ear from Fraser, and did nothing about

it. At least under this Federal Government we can
Fight them and get a fair share.

Mr O'Connor: You have abandoned Western
Australia.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition could not match it with the then Prime
Mi nister, and his predecessor, Car from matching
it with him, aided and abetted him in drawing up
this new federalism. When has the Leader of the
Opposition criticised new federalism?

Mr O'Connor: I have criticised the Fraser
Government's operations and I went over there
and, quite frankly, what you arc saying is not
true.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us hear the Leader
of the Opposition: let him tell us what he thinks
about new federalism.

Mr O'Connor: I shall get up and tell you in a
few minutes what I think of what you are saying.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I shall give the Leader of
the Opposition all the time he wants now and he
can have his 20 minutes also.

The silence of the Leader of the Opposition on
new federalism has been deafening and there has
been no greater incursion into States' rights than
that which was represented by new federalism.
Members opposite can talk about uranium, the
Ord River sugar industry, offshore mining rights.
and territorial waters. None of those things com-
pares with what the Fraser Government did to
this State in financial terms in the strictures it im-
posed on this State in the seven years it was the
Government of this country.

Mr Laurance: Get on to uranium.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We will, but members
opposite should not expect us to listen to their
nonsense and not remind them of some of the
things they did when in Government, because
they were as weak as water and, as a result of
their weakness, they suffered the biggest swing I
can recall in my experience against any incum-
bent Government.

As far as uranium is concerned, it may be of
interest to the Opposition members to know one
or two facts. The first is this: At the National
Conference of the ALP in Canberra in July 1982,
the national policy of the party in respect of
uranium was changed. I hear people refer to the
Premier of South Australia (Mr Bannon) and the
efforts he has made in support of Roxby Downs. I
support Roxby Downs very strongly, because the
policy of the Labor Party provides specifically for
the mining and export of uranium from Roxby
Downs.
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Mr MvacKinnon: What makes the uranium at
Roxby Downs different from that at Veelirrie?

Mr Rushton: What about having a policy of
your own?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A number of reasons
within the policy of the national Government
make it a different proposition.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If members opposite

want to hear, they should listen. The main differ-
ence is this: The policy of the national Govern-
ment provides for permission to be granted to
mine and export uranium when that uranium ore
occurs with another mineral which is the subject
of exploration. mining, and development,

Mr Peter Jones: That is the escape clause.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the truth. Mem-

bers opposite can call it what they will. The mem-
ber for Murdoch asked what was the difference
and I am answering himo. If the member for
Narrogin knows, perhaps he should have told the
member for Murdoch earlier; but that is the dif-
ference.

That is why, under the policy of the national
Labor Government, Roxby Downs is specifically
accommodated, because the uranium occurs con-
currently with that other mineral. Let us get down
to the truth of the matter.

Mr MacKinnon: That is ridiculous!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us get down to

Yeelirrie itself. Firstly, to my knowledge anyway,
no firm joint venture exists; that is. there is no op-
erating organisation capable of exploiting, mining,
developing, and exporting uranium from Yeelirrie
at the present time.

Mr Court: Under your policies there never will
be.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That may or may not be
true, but at present there is no joint venture in
place.

Mr Peter Jones: Because you stopped them.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Narrogin says that we stopped them. ESSO with-
drew at the time members opposite were in
Govern ment.

Mr Peter Jones: That is right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Since then, no joint ven-
ture has been in place. Therefore, there is no or-
ganisation to set about doing what members op-
posite say we arc stopping someone from doing.

Sccondly. no contracts are in existence with
buyers for ore from Veelirrie.

Mr MacKinnon: And in neither of those two
points have you done anything to assist the
company.

Mr Court: There has been a resurgence world-
wide in the uranium market.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not recall the pre-
vious Government's ever searching for joint ven-
turers to help major mining companies carry out
their operations. That has never been the role of
Government and were we, as a Government, to set
about finding joint venture partners to participate
in mining operations, the Opposition would say,
"That is socialist interference".

Not only would members opposite say that, but
also the truth is that, when they were in Govern-
ment, they never sought to do that; but now they
accuse us of being delinquent for not doing some-
thing they never sought to do. That is nonsense!

As I said, no contracts are in existence, to my
knowledge. I heard the member For Narrogin say
it was our fault; I am not aware of any develop-
ment that-

Mr Peter Jones: Your Minister stopped it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -can be laid to rest at
our door that constitutes any interference by the
State Government in the matter of contracts
being sought by Western Mining Corporation. It
was during the previous Government's term of
office that the joint venture collapsed, not during
our term of office, and I do not recall members
opposite searching for joint venturers to take the
place of ESSO;, nor do I recall any contracts being
signed in respect of exports from Veelirrie during
that period.

In conclusion, 1 indicate that we have serious
reservations about the way in which the Oppo-
sition seems hell-bent on mining and exporting
uranium ore to France to allow that country to
test its nuclear weapons on our doorstep. Let us
hear the Opposition state its position on exports of
uranium to France. Does it support those export
contracts?

Mr Court: I shall cover that when I speak.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Suddenly no-one wants
to answer.

Mr Court: I am quite prepared to.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me ask the question
again: Does the Opposition support the mining
and export of uranium-the completion of con-
tracts with France? The member for Narrogin
shakes his head as if he does.

Mr Peter Jones: I don't disagree with it.

2195



2196 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Narrogin agrees and that shows the delinquency
of the Opposition.

Mr MacKinnon: With safeguards.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What safeguards?

France is not even a signatory to the non-prolifer-
ation treaty.

Mr Court: As you know. France relies heavily
upon nuclear power, It is one of the few European
countries which does. It has to get its fuel some-
where.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know the point
of that interjection.

Mr Peter Jones: Nowhere yet have you said
what you have done to help Yeelirrie. That is
what we arc on about.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That may be the mem-
ber's point of view-

Mr Peter Jones: It is your point of view we
want.

Mr Trethowan: Isn't France a signatory to safe-
guard agreements and also an agreement which
concerns the whole of the European Common
Market'?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a signatory to
specific agreements, but it is not a si gnatory to
the non-proliferation agreement which we say is
absolutely essential.

Mr Trethowan: What are the provisions of the
safeguard agreements?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the member for East Melville is being deliberately
obtuse, but obviously if what he is trying to say i s
the safeguard agreement which was espoused
originally by the Fraser Government as being ac-
ceptable is the same as the non-proliferation
treaties which have been signed, he is sadly
lacking in his knowledge, because a signatory to
the second agreement I mentioned would not be
exploding nuclear weapons on our doorstep.

Mr Trethowan: I asked you: What are the pro-
visions of the safeguard agreement'?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that I can
accurately recount all the provisions, but what I
can say is this: We feel unease about the attitude
of the Opposition in its willingness to export
uranium ore to France so that tha t country can
explode nuclear weapons on our doorstep, and we
reject the amendment.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [9.57 p.m.]: It con-
cerns me that the Premier of this State has just
spent 20 minutes telling us that his Government
cannot put together a resource development proj-
ct, such as the Yeelirrie project. HeI has drawn

all the red herrings across the trail. He has said
export licences cannot be obtained; they cannot
get a joint venture together; and many other
reasons were advanced as to why the project can-
not get off the ground.

If the Government takes that sort of attitude
every time it has to put together a project,
whether it relates to resource development, manu-
facturing, or high technology industries, nothing
will ever happen. Of course obstacles must be
overcome in these matters.

What we are concerned about and the purpose
of this amendment is that this Government is
doing nothing to help get the Veelirrie project
under way. Obviously there is much division
within the Labor Party on the uranium issue. In
this State Parliament, we see tremendous division.
The Minister for Transport, as has been said
tonight, wants to see this project get off the
ground. Earlier this afternoon in an interjection,
the member for Welshpool commented that he
hoped we did not go ahead with the uranium proj-
ect. A number of times the Premier has tried to
explain his position and I think the best expla-
nation of it is one he gave on the Howard Sattler
show. I should like again to quote what he said on
that programme at the time he was visiting Japan
in relation to the iron ore industry. The quotation
reads as fol lows-

Our policy is very clear and we are not in
the business of exporting uranium from
mines that haven't yet been discovered. That
won't be permitted by the Federal Labor
Party's policy.

And as far as mines which are in the pro-
cess of operating now or in the process of ri-
nalising contracts, then the stage at which
they are at. when they seek the Government's
blessing, will determine whether or not that
proj ect goes ahead. For example, in South
Australia, there are two projects-one was
Roxby Downs a Labor Government passed
the Indenture Bill. I am sorry, a Liberal
Government passed the Indenture Bill with
Labor support and . . that ... mine
will .. go ahead and I understand John
Bannon's Labor Government is not changing
that . . . decision, but the other mine in
South Australia was one called Honey View
and that one is not to get the go ahead, so, it
depends on the stage at which, at which the
mine. ... has reached. ... when the appli-
cation is made as to whether or not it goes
ahead and quite frankly that policy is in
place simply because we accept the economic
difficulties involved in stoppi ng proj .ects or in
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when times are difficult, doing anything that
affects employment.

But you know, and the public knows, that
the Labor Party's policy is one which says we
are not happy about the export of
uranium..

What he was saying there continues to add to the
confusion. Any mining company currently en-
gaged in the uranium mining industry would not
know what its future is. It would all depend on the
assessments made by the Labor Party's policy
committee. Mining companies engaged in the
uranium industry throughout Australia are
certainly confused.

It was in this House last year that members of
the Labor Party said that they would be their own
people and would not be guided or controlled by
the Federal policy. That has turned out to be a
great myth, as has been shown by the Premier
this evening when he said that, because of Federal
Labor policy, the State could not go ahead with
these projects.

It is interesting to note that many of the Hawke
Government's senior Ministers have softened their
approach to uranium mining following their visits
to Europe since becoming Ministers. One such
Minister is Mr Hayden, who spoke to members of
the French Government and tried to get assur-
ances from them about ending tests of nuclear
weapons close to Australia. After Mr Hawke and
his colleagues returned to Australia, they seemed
to soften their attitude on the whole uranium
issue to the point where those Labor Party people
who were opposed to uranium mining are now
very concerned and are taking drastic action in
order to have Mr Hawke toe the party line.

When these Ministers visited Europe. they
probably saw the widespread use of nuclear power
in many countries. France is heavily reliant on
nuclear energy and is now a world leader in many
developments in high technology industries associ-
ated with the nuclear industry. It certainly has a
foot in the door to enable it to become a world
leader in many new industries. Something else
these Ministers would have seen in many
European countries is the first-class safety record
of nuclear power generation.

As I said earlier, the State and Federal Labor
Parties are in confusion. This morning's editorial
in The Australian was timely. It was headed,
-Time to bite the bullet on uranium" and it said
in part-

THE time has come for the Federal
Government to tell us where it stands on
uranium mining. The Labor Party may avoid
some internal disharmony by postponing its

decision on this vexatious question, but only
at the cost of causing damaging uncertainty
among Australian mining companies, their
employees and our foreign trading partners.

That sums up the existing ALP stance. I am sure
members opposite are aware of this confusion; I
am sure they are aware that the public do not
know what their policy is and that the mining
companies do not know what to do. Something
must be done. The ALP either supports the indus-
try or it does not support it. It should not have
this airy-fairy approach which leaves everyone not
knowing what is happening.

Last year's ALP Federal conference tried to
put the policy in different ways in an effort to
have the best of both worlds. Delegates thought
they had settled the matter by saying that existing
contracts would be fulfilled and that no more con-
tracts would be entered into. But companies just
cannot operate in that way; they require a long-
term view if they are to survive. The sort of policy
which has come out of the Labor Party is meant
to be consensus, and this is just not good enough.

Let us consider now how different senior Labor
Party officials, both State and Federal, feel about
this issue. The following is a quote from The Aus-
tralian Financial Review-

ABOUT 20 Victorian Federal Labor Parlia-
mentarians, including the Minister for Em-
ployment and Industrial Relations, Mr Ralph
Willis, yesterday voted unanimously to op-
pose further contracts for the export of
uranium from existing mines.

Apparently the Prime Minister favours a policy
option under which Australian exports will treble
by 1992. I quote now from The West Australian
of 17 September-

Labor's caucus has been staggered by a re-
port said to show that policy advocated by
the Prime Minister, Mr H-awke, would
almost treble Australia's uranium exports by
1992.

Next i s a report about the Victorian ALP, the
members of which met on the weekend. I quote as
follows-

FEDERAL Labor MPs from Victoria
yesterday supported to call by the State ALP
for no new uranium mines in Australia or
further uranium export contracts.

Our own Minister for Transport wants the
Yeelirrie project to go ahead, but the Premier
does not want it to go ahead. I quote now a report
of statements by Mr Michael Beahan. the State
Secretary of the ALP-
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WA Labor officials are to press their
national ALP executive this week to phase-
out the uranium industry.

The secretary of the WA branch, Mr
Michael Beahan, said today: -WA delegates
took this issue up in July at the national
executive and requested that discussions start
on developing plans for implementation of
Labor policy.

"We will be going to a further executive
meeting on Friday and we will be seeking an
explanation about what has happened," said
Mr Beahan who, with Senator Pat Bird, is a
delegate.

Mr Jamieson: That should be Pat Giles.
Mr COURT: I am going through and showing

the views of senior people in both the Federal and
State ALP; I am showing how their views differ
on this same issue. They all support different
ideas, and this causes tremendous confusion in the
minds of the public and the minds of people
involved in the industry. I would hate to be a
member of this crew if their ship were sinking;
they would not know how to launch the lifeboat.

It is interesting to note that in August the
Premier was trying to explain to us his policy on
Yeelirrie and why the project could not go ahead.
On the particular day, I had to meet a constituent
who owned a small engineering business which
was experiencing financial problems. I asked the
member for Murdoch to join me to discuss this
person's problems. We were sitting in the member
for Murdoch's office and we had the amplifier on
in order to listen to the Premier's comments. This
gentleman was outlining the type of business he
was in, which was supplying equipment to the
mining industry and other electrical generation
projects. As the Premier was talking about
Yeelirrie, this man was saying that he had geared
up his business to supply certain of the equipment
which would be required at the Yeelirrie project.
He had bought tooling in order to supply this
equipment. One of the reasons he was in financial
trouble was that the project had not gone ahead.
He had done his bit and geared up his factory to
produce the type of equipment Veelirrie would
need.

Of course, it was a commercial punt on his
part, but while we were lis -tening to the Premier
talking about why the Yeelirrie project could not
go ahead, we were talking to the owner of a small
engineering firm which was on the verge of bank-
ruptcy because it had not received a contract to
provide equipment for this project. He did not
have too many kind words to say about the Prem-
ier's comments.

As members know, there is quite an employ-
ment multiplier which comes from resource pro-
jects such as this, and this is a major resource pro-
j ect which could have done a great deal to help
the State's economy. Esperance is a port which
would benefit from the Yeelirrie project if it went
ahead. The port would benefit when the Muja
power line went to Kalgoorlie. Currently the port
has a lot of oil going through which helps, but it
would be nice, when the line goes through, if the
port could get the export materials from Yeelirrie.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Are you not aware of the big
gypsum export contract?

Mr COURT: I am aware of that; it will help
the Esperance Port.

Mr Rushton: What does the member for
Geraldton think about that Esperance exercise?
He wants it to go through Geraldton.

Mr Laurance: He did.
Mr COURT: The Esperance people put up a

good case as to why it should be exported through
Esperance.

However, the public perception of the ALP
stance on uranium is one of sheer hypocrisy. The
ALP should either support or not support
uranium mining; there should be none of this
wishy-washy, middle-of-the-road carrying on.

When the Premier was in Japan, he made a big
fuss about Australia's always being a reliable sup-
plier of minerals. It cannot be very reliable when
a Federal Labor Government and a State Labor
Government come to power and overnight the
whole uranium industry is thrown into confusion.
That is not reliability. The companies have been
unable to continue planning for Yeelirric to go
into production because of the Labor Party's poli-
ctes.

We have seen a resurgence in the demand for
uranium, so this is an ideal climate in which to be
negotiating contracts in order to get this project
going. I would be interested to hear the comments
of members opposite on the uranium industry,
particularly the views of the member for
Kalgoorlie. Does he believe this project should get
off the ground? The time has come for the Labor
Party, both in this State and federally, to come
out with a definite policy on uranium mining. I
urge members opposite to support the amend-
ment.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What about the situation with
respect to France?

Mr COURT: I said it had a heavy reliance on
nuclear power and that it had chosen to make this
its main source of power. It has to buy its fuel
from somewhere.
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Mr I. F. Taylor: What about Muroiroa Atoll?
Where do you think they get the uranium from to
test those weapons?

Mr COURT: I do not agree with that. Under
existing export contracts, the Federal Labor
Government has uranium currently being shipped
to France.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: We will make sure it does not
get any more. Do you support it?

Mr COURT: Does the member for Kalgoorlie
want me to debate what I think of France's poli-
cies?

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: I made it clear that I do not sup-

port that happening.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Uranium mining has a great

effect in relation to lung cancer and we have seen
hundreds of workers in the gold mining industry
who have suffered and died from silicosis. I do not
think we should allow hundreds or thousands of
workers to die because they have been involved in
uranium mining.

Mr COURT: I think it would be pertinent for
the member for Kalgoorlie to tell us his views.
Apparently he is concerned about all forms of
mining in Kalgoorlie and he should tell us about
it.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I am talking about the health
of workers. Are you trying to deny that uranium
mining has an adverse effect on the people
involved in that industry'?

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: Would you stop coalmining?
Mr COURT: I suggest to the member for

Kalgoorlie that he tells the House that he opposes
all forms of underground mining, and why he does
not want mining to proceed at Yeelirrie as well as
gold mining or any other underground mining.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: I support the amendment.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [10.17 p.m.]: I

support the amendment. It is proper that we have
this amendment before Parliament. It is about
jobs and employment and when one thinks about
employment, one realises it is a most important
issue. It was one of the most important issues at
the recent elections when this Government was
elected.

We know that employment needs to be created
in this country. So much is happening today and
it is the responsibility of Governments to try to
create employment and to create new avenues and
projects.

We have not seen this Government perform on
job creation. It took six months-and if it were
not so pathetic, it would be one of the funniest
things I have heard-for funds which were allo-
cated by the previous Government to be allocated
by this Government. The only change in the proj-
ct I was informed of was that this Government
changed the application form. It took six months
to change an application form! It is a bandaid ap-
proach to try to bolster up employment by job
creation. We need permanent jobs which will
come from major projects and will flow on to
small business and there are many opportunities
for this to happen. Western Australia's record is
second to none to any other country in the world
for the creation of employment through major
projects. However, this Government has no record
of that and the people of Western Australia will
be looking for some sort of record in the next elec-
tion-here is the first project it will not proceed
with.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The situation has changed
rapidly and world demands have turned around.
This project could be a goer if this Government
wanted it. The people do not want excuses; they
want results.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: We have employment prob-
lems and it is not good enough for the Govern-
ment to say it will not go a head with this project
because of associated problems. It will not go
ahead with Ord sugar either because Mr Kerin
will not allow it to go ahead. The Government is a
failing Government with bad results.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Let us look at this Govern-

ment's employment record in connection with
projects. This project is a goer and I could not be-
lieve my own ears when I sat here this evening
and heard the Premier of this State say that he
supports the Roxby Downs uranium project in
South Australia because it is part of the ALP pol-
icy. What about the workers? What are they
going to do about the lung cancer situation? Is it
all right for another State to have a uranium proj-
ect? It is not projects that the Government is
against; it is projects in Western Australia that it
is against. It is okay for South Australia to have a
uranium project, but it is not good for Western
Australia-what a record for the Premier to stand
on. I hope we can shout that from the rooftops be-
cause the people in Western Australia will like to
hear it. Here is a Premier who is doing all he can
to support job creation projects in South Aus-
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tralia-it would be laughable if it were not so
serious.

If we found another mineral, would it be all
right? Surely, the member for Kalgoorlie could
find another mineral and I am sure that it would
be okay.

The Premier should be saying this: The Prime
Minister of his country is prepared to come out on
a limb and say he will throw over the socialist left
wing of the ALP which is trying to get this policy
through. However, we have a pragmatic Prime
Minister who has been on the hustings in New
York saying that we have to be pragmatic-he
would not dare to say it here-and he has said
that if he, as Prime Minister, must make decisions
about policies that are pragmatic and follow the
policies strictly along party lines, he will be prag-
matic. He is saying that he is not following the
socialist left's policies. Our Premier says that this
project is a dilemma for his Government.- Even
though job Creation is important to Western Aus-
tralia, he will take a middle-of-the-road line.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Are you sure it was not down
the right-hand side?

Mr LAURANCE: No, it is a little bit on the
left and a little bit on the right.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: it could be all in between.
This is what the Premier is offering this State

at the moment. Why does not he act like the
Prime Minister and take a stand? He will not
take a stand on this issue because he has not got
the gumption. If there is one thing this State will
need in the difficult times ahead, it is a Premier
who knows where he is going and who has a back-
bone. He should not squib on the issue.

While referring to people squibbing on issues,
let us look at a couple of Ministers who are
involved in this issue. It has been highlighted
tonight that the Minister for Transport is heavily
involved in this issue and represents a large
portion of those people involved in the Yeelirrie
project. He tried to win over those people on the
hustings and told them he would get transport for
uranium through the Port of Esperance. When
asked about the ALP policy, he said, "We will
overcome this after the elections and Yeelirrie's
port will be the Port of Esperance". It rings hol-
low now and he is squirming on the hook and it
would be laughable if it were not sad for the
State. The present Minister For Transport has
been involved in the mining industry and he
knows that this is an industry for the taking if the
Western Australian Government wants to stake
its claim. He is being stood over by the socialist
left of the ALP and by his Premier. He knows

very well that charity will not work here and he
has to face up to some of the things he has said.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I refer now to the member

for Geraldton, the Minister for Local Govern-
ment. When this agreement was before the Par-
liament, he was on the hustings saying that he
wanted this project for the sake of Geraldton. He
said it would result in new roads through the
Murchison in order that Yeelirrie could use the
Port of Geraldton. This did not matter at that
time because there was a Liberal member in
Esperance-it was all right for the member for
Geraldton to say that his Government would
utilise the Port of Geraldton.

However, he went strangely quiet and dropped
the matter like a hot cake when it appeared it
might have been opposed by the ALP policy and
he could not afford to put one step out of place.
Geraldton went by the way when his colleague,
who is sitting next to him, said that the project
would rely on the Port of Esperance.

Here we had one member supporting the Port
of Geraldton and another saying that a Labor
Government would push for the project to use the
Port of Esperance. This was said by a man who
knows a lot about the mining industry in this
State and purports to represent the people of
Esperance. He knows that it is not right that this
project should not be proceeded with and he
knows that the problems can be overcome. He
knows also that the Prime Minister is going out
on a limb in order to negotiate further contracts
for uranium exports in this country, but he sits
behind a Government which has no gumption at
all on this matter. He is walking away from the
problem of employment.

Mr Grill: Why didn't your Government get the
thing off the ground?

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Transport
knows that the marketing situation has changed
rapidly. We got the joint venture together, but the
marketing difficulties forced one company to
abandon it.

Mr Grill: The joint venture fell to pieces under
you.

Mr LAURANCE: It did, because of the mar-
keting situation. The Government has seen a turn-
around concerning aluminium since it has been in
office. The demand for major metals has altered
completely. The Government knows that and
should do something about it.

Mr Grill: You must admit that you had nine
years to get it off the ground, but you were not
able to do it.
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Mr LAURANCE: Sure, but we got a lot of
projects off the ground in the meantime. I refer to
the Ord sugar project as well as Veelirrie and
suggest that the people will be the judge of this
Government's record which is one that has not
moved. The Government will ind the sugar in-
dustry difficult to get off the ground.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The member for Gascoyne
said that we will not get any projects off the
ground.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for
Kalgoorlie's eyes are too close together. I am
talking more rationally than he, and I would
suggest that he check Hansard. The Government
will be judged on its record. Why does not the
Government do something about it?

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I admire the member for

Esperance-Yilgarn because most people would try
to walk away from this situation. He said that he
agreed with the comments that have been made
and would like to get the project going, but can-
not get anyone to support him, not even his Prem-
ier. After last week's effort, I do not blame him.

The Minister should be doing more; he should
be standing up for the people he represents. He
was hoping to represent them when he made those
statements. He represents them now, so he cannot
go back on what he said and be strangely quiet on
the subject. HeI must stand up for the people who
put him in Parliament.

Mr Grill: You have admitted there are a lot of
problems.

Mr LAURANCE: The first thing the Minister
has to do is say that he supports the project. The
Government is looking for people for high tech-
nology industries: why is it not looking for people
to come into the uranium business? We want
sonic performance from the Mvinister: he is on re-
cord as saying he will try for performance.

The interesting aspect of the transport system,
as the Minister would know, is that the transport
factor is much greater coming into this project. It
is the reverse of most projects where there is little
input and a large output of product to take away.
That is usually the major transport task. In this
project, very little material will be shipped out;
most will be coming in. I mention that because it
was very much to the fore when we talked about
the way it should be handled through the Port of
Geraldton.

Mr Grill: I was going for the caustic soda. I
was letting the member for Geraldton go for the
other stuff.

Mr LAURANCE: That was because greater
tonnages are involved, but the Government would
not set up that system and transport the product
through another port.

Mr Rushton: It is quite likely to do that.
Mr Grill: Western Mining Corporation was

going to take it out through Fremantle.
Mr LAURANCE: That would depend on the

agreement the State made.
Mr Grill: The outward tonnage is neither here

nor there.
Mr LAURANCE: That is right. The big

tonnages which would be of value to the port
involved would be those coming in for the project.

Our Government did a lot to get companies
involved in a pilot project, and as much as was
humanly possible to get the marketing project
going. This Government has done precious little
to advance the project. It is not good enough for
the Premier to say he supports uranium projects
in other States, and the export of uranium accord-
ing to ALP policy, as long as another mineral is
associated with it. That is just another way of
rationalising it. He and his Government should in-
dicate they support this proposal.

Mr Bertram: Contrary to the policy?
Mr LAURANCE: The Premier said he was

going to stand up to Canberra, and we thought
that meant the socialist left as well. The Prime
Minister is standing up to the socialist left on this
issue, mainly in Victoria, and I think he will win.
He will also win public support, more so than this
Government will from the people of Western Aus-
tralia by its reneging on this project. It is not good
enough; we want more results from the Govern-
ment instead of its turning its back on a major
employment-creating project which Yeelirrie has
the potential to be. I support the amendment.

MR COYNE (M urchison- Eyre) [10.33 p.m.]: I
support the amendment. I want to recap on the
Yeelirrie uranium development, as I have
watched it virtually from its inception. The Prem-
ier has missed the boat in not supporting the
Prime Minister who has virtually gone out on a
limb against the left wing of the party to bring
some sense into thu uranium debate.

The member for Kalgoorlie mentioned the fact
that pneumnoconiosis and other diseases were in-
herenti in underground mining. Yeelirrie is not an
underground mine; it is one of the greatest shal-
low deposits in the world. It should be one of the
first cabs off the rank because it is the most ac-
cessible and easiest to develop. The Government
must take some initiative so that the great em-
ployment opportunities which could ensue from
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this development can be realised and bring pros-
perity to that part of the State.

I well remember the gloom and doom apparent
in the north-eastern goldfields following the elec-
tion which the Labor Party won. It was purely
and simply because people knew the Yeelirrie de-
posit was doomed, and that has turned out to be
the case because of the inaction of this Govern-
ment, One reason Ycelirrie should be developed
before Roxby Downs is that the latter is a deep
shaft-something like 3 000 metres-whereas
Yeelirrie is a job for D9s and loaders. It is easily
accessible and the treatment and disposal of the
product would be the easiest of all uranium de-
posits in Western Australia.

1 cannot help recalling that the Seltrust oper-
ation at Agnew was having problems in getting
started despite the fact that the companies
involved knew they had a nickel deposit of some
consequence. it was the biggest single deposit of
nickel in the world. The Minister at the time,
(Andrew Mensaros) went to Great Britain and
encouraged Seltrust to come back to Australia by
offering a loan of 510 million. That was the
trigger for the development of Agnew; it helped to
get it off the ground.

We need something like that today to revive
and give encouragement to the consortium
involved at Yeelirrie. 1'he negative attitude of the
present Government will not help to promote em-
ployment opportunities. Yeelirrie was classified as
the jewel in the crown of the north-eastern gold-
fields. The Veelirrie uranium deposit is 60 miles
from Wiluna and 120 miles from Meekatharra; it
is virtually equidistant from Esperance and
Gcraldton. This development could have brought
together all the mining developments in that area
in the last decade. I refer to developments such as
Teutonic Bore and Windarra, which were devel-
oped under a Liberal Government because a cli-
mate was created which enabled free enterprise
people to come and risk their money and produce
something of consequence.

That is needed to help the Yeelirrie partners. It
is needed to develop the $650 million resoure
that will bring great prosperity to that region of
Western Australia. I urge the Government
strongly to do something positive to try to bring
about that situation.

As I said. I had an association with the early
development of Veelirrie. It was a freak dis-
covery. The early developers of Yeelirrie station
were a family called Finch. Four brothers lived in
the region, and shortly after the war, when Geiger
counters were the "in-thing" and people were
looking for radioactive substances, the part-owner

of Veelirrie station (Jim Finch) decided he would
go to Rum Jungle where a uranium discovery had
been made. He bought a Land Rover and
equipped it and departed the scene. He was mur-
dered on the way to Darwin after he picked up a
young hitchhiker who, while they were camping
one night got hold of his gun and shot Jim Finch.

The sad part was that Veelirrie station con-
tamned the huge calerete areas which are the host
for uranium. Jim Finch was virtually sitting on
one of the biggest uranium deposits in Australia.

I mention that anecdote in this debate to relate
the local scene. It was a great disappointment to
the communities in the north-eastern goldfields,
particularly in Leonora and Mi. Magnet, which
expected to get some spin-off because the
transport route to Oeraldton, Kalgoorlie, and
Esperance passes that way and each of these
towns would reap enormous benefits. It would
have provided an incentive and reason for West-
emn Mining Corporation to proceed with the de-
velopment. That would have provided a further 60
miles of road through the Leinster-Agnew devel-
opment to Yeelirrie which would have left only
the last segment of road from Veelirrie to
Meekatharra, which is about 110 miles, to be de-
veloped. That would have brought development to
the area.

Yeelirrie is a major deposit, and there is
another major deposit at Lake Way which has
similar characteristics inasmuch as it is a shallow
deposit worth $356 million.

I support the amendment.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [10.43

p.m.]: This amendment highlights the dilemma in
which the Labor Party finds itself Australia-wide
as a result of the policy pressures of the socialist
left and other radical groups of the lay party and
the professed pragmatism, particularly of the par-
liamentary leaders. I was very disappointed this
evening to hear part of the litany of half-truths
and misinformation that has emanated, particu-
larly from the socialist left, being spewed forth by
both the Premier and the member for Kalgoorlie.

Misinformation about the facts contributes
little to the rationality of the debate. If a member
finds the political position he is in to be unsatis-
factory and not in accordance with his political
beliefs, he should stand up and vote for what he
believes.

Mr 1. F.: Taylor: You have never done that yet.
Mr TRETHOWAN: Many of the arguments

put forward on the Government side, some by
interjection, are not accurate. The member for
Kalgoorlie said he is pleased that the Veelirrie
project will not go ahead because it would eon-
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tribute to sickness, particularly in the form of
silicosis.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Lung cancer, and silicosis is a
possibility.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I ask the member Car
Kalgoorlie on what studies he bases his assertions
that uranium mining produces lung cancer.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is mentioned in the envi ron-
mental impact statement referred to by the mem-
ber for Welshpool and completed by Western
Mining Corporation in 1978.

Mr TRETH-OWAN: When were the studies
done, and in what country?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: That was in 1978; and it is
there in black and white.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Over what period of time
were the miners exposed, and in what countries?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: In the uranium mines of
Europe; and it has been going on for many dec-
ades. One of the great problems in uranium mines
is the level of lung cancer in contacts in the mines.

Mr TRETHOWAN: It was due to radon gas
exposure; is that correct?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Absolutely, and also the dust.
Mr TRETHOWAN: One of the principal

studies, from which most of the information has
been taken, was on miners exposed in the uranium
mines in the Rocky Mountain States of the
United States of America. The miners worked in
the mines in the 1950s and early 1960s. As the
member for Kalgoorlie would appreciate, it takes
a considerable lime for the diseases to show up.
The member understands the nature of the
mining carried on in uranium mines in both the
United States and Europe.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Certainly I do.
Mr TRETHOWAN: What kind of mining is

it?
Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is both underground mining

and open-cut mining.
Mr TRETHOWAN: In the cases where lung

cancer was prevalent amongst the mining work
force, what sort of mining was it?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Both open-cut and under-
ground mining.

Mr TRETI-OWAN: Do both involve exposure
to radon gas?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It was principally underground
mining. It was principally-

Mr TRETHOWAN: "Principally" can cover
all manner of things.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: As far as I understand the
situation, the significant effects were shown up in

relation to underground mining during the time in
which radon gas-

Mr TRETHOWAN: "Principally", "signifi-
cant"-the member should make up his mind.
Did it or did it not?

As far as I am aware, only underground mining
when uranium ore is produced-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: That is not right.

Mr TRETHOWAN: In fact, it was done at a
time when the detection of radon gas and the
understanding of the nature of radon gas was
relatively limited. It was at a time when venti-
lation requirements in the mines were insufficient.
It was at a time when uranium mining and pro-
cessing was at a relatively primitive stage. It is my
understanding that that did not occur with the
people who worked at Rum Jungle in Australia,
because Rum Jungle was exclusively an open-cut
mine.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: They made no follow-up
studies of the workers from Rum Jungle. They
disappeared into the blue.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That situation occurred
even with the relatively primitive processing plant
there. In an open-cut situation, exposure to such
gases is unlikely to be at a level which would af-
fect the work force.

Principally, the findings of the studies I have
seen relate to ventilation. As far as silicosis is con-
cerned, as the member is probably aware, that is a
problem of underground mines.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Not all underground
mining causes silicosis-only underground mining
that involves mining ores that give off the dust
that causes silicosis-a quartz-type dust.

Mr TRETH-OWAN: I cannot bring to mind
any mineral mined underground in this State that
would not provide that sort of environment.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Yes, the coalmines in Collie.
Mr TRETH-OWAN: I am not sure about that.

In other parts of the world, before the wet-mining
techniques were introduced, silicosis was still a
problem.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It was not in Collie, because
that is a different type of ore.

Mr TRETHOWAN: The point I am making is
that, in normal mines in which silicosis was pres-
ent, that was before the stringent wet-mining and
ventilation standards-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is still occurring, but not to
the same extent.

Mr TRETHOWAN: In fact, there are rigorous
checks for the people working in underground en-
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vironments, to ensure that any progression
towards the disease is monitored, and that the
workers are kept informed of it. The fact that this
occurs in relation to underground mining in other
areas means that it would occur also in relation to
the measurement of exposure in uranium mining
in an open-cut situation and in what would be, in
Yeelirrie's case, a highly modern and safe plant in
which to operate.

The arguments put up by the member for
Kalgoorlie, when looked at in detail, provide a
flimsy excuse for his not supporting a major pro-
ject which will have a direct effect on the people
of his electorate.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: That is not right. My reading
is contrary to what you say. If 1 could be con-
vinced that it did not pose any danger to the
health of the workers; if I could be convinced that
it did not pose a danger as far as nuclear prolifer-
ation is concerned;, if I could be convinced that
there were adequate safeguards as far as the users
were concerned-

Mr TRETHOWAN: In an interjection, the
member for Kalgoorlie admitted he was not con-
vinced that the problem of silicosis had been fully
overcome. He is not convinced about that so, fol-
lowing the logic of what he is saying, I take it that
he is opposed to all underground mining in this
State.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: That is nonsense, and you
know it.

Mr TRETH-OWAN: Exactly the same rigorous
requirements would apply to the mining of
uranium in relation to the dangers as applied to
underground mining at present.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Absolutely illogical.
Mr TRETH-OWAN: This is a flimsy argument

to get the member for Kalgoorlie off the hook. I
say the same of the Premier's argument in re-
lation to the export of uranium, in regard to
which the Premier came up with the argument
concerning European countries and, in particular,
France. The fact is that the Premier is obviously
not aware that there are many sources from
which countries in the European Economic Com-
munity-of which France is one-could continue
to purchase their uranium supplies. France has a
diversity of suppliers of uranium.

Our safeguards agreements, not only with
France, but also with other countries to which we
intend to supply uranium, specifically prohibit the
use of any of the material in weapons production
or weapons research. In his attempt to produce an
emotional argument. to get him off the hook
again for his lack of real argument on the banning
of the export of uranium, the Premier glossed over

the kind of restrictions, which I cannot support
wholeheartedly, imposed by France in relation to
the Mururoa Atoll. Those requirements are small
when compared with the requirements of the
nuclear power industry in France for the gener-
ation of power, which means jobs for workers in
France.

Mr Wilson: What do you mean by your state-
ment that you cannot wholeheartedly support it?
What does that mean?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Nothing.
Mr TRETHOWAN: It means that, until I see

the results of the investigation being offered to
this country by the French Government, I will re-
serve my judgment as to the possible detrimental
effect on the environment in that area of that par-
ticular level of research. I have great misgivings
about the effects; but I would like to know the re-
sults of the scientific study being offered to this
country by France.

I understand that New Zealand has already
taken up the offer to have an observer at the
Mururoa Atoll, to find out precisely what is hap-
pening. I do not wish to prejudge the issue, but
the fact remains that any country to which Aus-
tralia exports uranium has signed our safeguards
agreement which provides that none of the ma-
terial we provide shall go into the manufacture,
production, or development of weaponry.

Mr Bertram: Do such countries abide by the
agreement they signed?

Mr TRETHOWAN: I imagine they would.
Mr Bertram: You hope that they would, I sup-

pose.
Mr TRETHOWAN: The fact remains that

France could obtain uranium from other sources.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: That is not why we should pro-

vide it.
Mr TRETHOWAN: It is every reason, because

if we did not supply uranium to countries such as
Sweden, West Germany, Switzerland, the United
Kingdom, and Japan, all of which have some of
the highest safety records in nuclear power in the
world, and all of which have agreed to our re-
quirements, another country would supply it to
them. If we did not sell the uranium to those
countries, they would have no trouble obtaining it
from elsewhere. If they had trouble obtaining it,
jobs would be taken from the workers in those
countries. The nuclear power industry in West
Germany, Sweden, Switzerland, and the United
Kingdom means jobs and continual employment
for workers in those countries.

I am surprised that a Labor Government in
Australia would seek to undermine the working
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conditions and the long-term employment pros-
pects of workers in the European Economic Com-
munity. Those countries have proved for a long
time that they are responsible in relation to
international treaties. I am surprised that an Aus-
tralian Labor Government would not welcome
wholeheartedly the possiblity of exporting, to
those responsible, established countries which
have long-term friendships with our country,
products which we can sell to them and thereby
produce jobs within our own country. I am sur-
prised that a Labor Government in this country
would not follow the lead of the Labour Party in
the United Kingdom and the Social Democratic
Party in West Germany in sanctioning the use of
nuclear power. The prime fuel of nuclear power i s
uranium-the kind of uranium that our country
can produce and sell under the most stringent
safeguard agreement in the world. We can pro-
duce uranium and sell it in a manner that will
produce jobs and wealth for this country.

The State Government deserves to be censured
for its not standing up and fighting for what is
right-for its not fighting for the development of
the Yeelirrie project. The Government does not
show consistency in its attitude, compared with
the attitude evidenced by the Premier in relation
to Ord River sugar. The Premier made much
noise in his support for the development of a
sugar industry ini the Ord, for which the Federal
Government has refused export licences. Exactly
the same argument that the Premier used this
evening to justify the sugar industry could be used
for the development of Yeelirrie and uranium
mining in the State. It is the same thing.

Certainly the Federal Government issues the
export licences, but in both cases the State
Government should fight for the rights of West-
ern Australians. Why should the Premier fight for
the development of the sugar industry on the Ord
when he will not fight for the development of a
uranium mining industry at Yeelirrie? Why will
he seek to fight for the development of jobs in the
Ord and associated areas through the develop-
ment of a sugar industry, and not fight for the de-
velopment of jobs in the eastern goldfields
through the development of Yeelirrie? The reason
is that the Premier is subservient to and controlled
by the Federal policy. It is not just that he cannot
do anything because he cannot issue an export li-
cence. It is not conceivably proper for the State
Government to issue an export licence. However,
that does not prevent him from making a state-
ment and fighting for what Western Australia
needs.

Mr Bertram: What, in breach of his policy?

Mr TRETHOWAN: It is because he cannot
make up his mind. He cannot stand up for what
he thinks is right. The Minister for Transport said
what he believed was right; but I do not think the
member for Kalgoorlie has the strength of charac-
ter to stand up and fight for jobs in his region,
rather than putting up the flimsy arguments and
excuses for his lack of support for the develop-
ment of Yeelirrie.

If there is a certain pragmatism amongst mem-
bers of this House on the Government benches,
there is little of that pragmatism in their party or-
ganisation. It seems to me that the party organis-
ation must be controlled by the socialist left in the
State, because the policy issuing from there is
precisely the same as that coming from the social-
ist left in Victoria. The Government deserves con-
demnation by the people of Western Australia for
failing to fight for a major resource development
in this State. for failing to meet the needs of
Western Australia, and for failing to take a strong
stand.

Because of that, I have great pleasure in sup-
porting the amendment.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the
Opposition) [10.59 p.m.]: I support the amend-
mrent moved by the member for Murdoch, be-
cause as members of this House we should sup-
port Western Australia in what we do. It has been
a pity to hear the weak-kneed attitude of the
Government, and particularly of the Premier, in
connection with this matter. I say "weak-kneed"
because he virtually abandoned the State as far as
issues like Yeelirrie and the Ord River sugar in-
dustry are concerned.

Each time the Premier rose to his feet today, he
avoided the text of the amendment before the
House and dealt with other issues. For instance,
on the amendment to the Address-in- Reply relat-
ing to the Deputy Premier earlier today, the
Premier virtually abandoned the Deputy Premier.
HeI did not support him; he virtually left him for
dead. That is what the Premier has done to West-
ern Australia so far as Yeelirrie is concerned. He
talked of Liberal Governments not standing up to
the Commonwealth Government, but if this
Government would stand up to the Common-
wealth half as well as Liberal Governments of this
State stood up to the Commonwealth, we might
get somewhere. At least we went to see the Prime
Minister, and, on the question of the Ord River,
we obtained an undertaking from him that the
Commonwealth would not put obstacles in the
way of Western Australia developing a sugar in-
dustry in that area.
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We now have Senator Walsh denigrating West-
ern Australia. All he has done is knock the West,
and try to prevent the Ord River sugar industry
getting off the ground. We are rightly entitled in
this State to develop that industry. We stood up
for Western Australia, but this Government will
not do so. It must stand up to make sure we get
the things to which we are entitled.

The member for Esperance-Dundas made one
statement one day, and a different one the follow-
ing day. HeI said he was a supporter of the
Yeelirrie project, but that was to try to win his
seat. However, he said in this House, as reported
by Hansard, that he did not support the Yeelirrie
project.

Mr Grill: Haven't you got it the wrong way
round?

Mr O'CONNOR: I do not think so.
Mr Grill: I think you have.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will refer to it again. In
The Esperance Express of 16 September 1982,
the Minister was reported as indicating his clear
support of the Veelirrie operation, and that it was
likely the yellowcake would go through the
Esperance Port.

Mr Grill: I was keen to get the caustic soda to
go through the port.

Mr O'CONNOR: No.
Mr Grill: But wasn't that the idea?

Mr Peter Jones: No, it was a clear and concise
commitment.

Mr O'CONNOR: The report states that a
State Labor Government would allow the
Yeelirrie uranium project to go ahead. The Minis-
ter indicated clearly that he supported the project.

Mr Grill: The other statements you attribute to
me you said came after that, when in fact they
came well before that.

Mr O'CONNOR: I didn't say they came after
that.

Mr Grill: That's what you said. You said I
made that statement and then turned around and
said something else in Hansard.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister is going for
cover because he misled the people of Esperance,
as well as the people of Western Australia. He
tried to have it both ways. He tried to make out
he was the little God who would make sure the
yellowcakc went through Esperance, yet in
Hansard he indicated that the ALP, the party he
supports, would do the excact opposite. We can do
without that sort of change.

Mr Grill: It was at a much earlier date that the
party's policy was set down, and later there was a
policy change.

Mr O'CONNOR: It was not at a much earlier
date.

Mr Grill: The statements I made in this House
were at an earlier date.

Mr Peter Jones: For or against?
Mr Grill: The statements you say I made were

made prior to the statements reported in the
paper.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: This Minister indicated

clearly in this House that he did not support the
operation at Yeelirrie. As far as I am concerned,
he is not doing the right thing to increase employ-
ment and get the State on the move. Other Minis-
ters in this Government have abandoned this
State in the interests of some of their left-wing
people in this State and in the Eastern States.

Senator Walsh said that the Commonwealth
will not support the establishment of a sugar in-
dustry on the Ord River. Western Australia has
an entitlement to produce sugar and can do so
More competitively than can the Eastern States.
No doubt is in my mind that we should be al-
lowed tn produce it. The previous Liberal Govern-
ment had begun to organise the infrastructure for
sugar to be produced in that area, but this
Government has back-pedalled on the issue. It
will not tell the Commonwealth what the score is.
[I is time this Government came out to do some-
thing for this State.

Mr Evans: There is not a thing that can be
done.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister for Agriculture
should not talk about this, because he is the one
who backed down on the Shannon River project.
He is another Minister to do this sort of thing. He
let the State down. He even let his district down,
and those people will not forget him. Western
Mining Corporation Ltd. spent $1t3 million in the
Yeelirrie area. It found a product and started to
test it, and after spending millions of dollars was
told that was the end of the line for it. How can
people be encouraged to proceed with develop-
ments. in this State such as the development of'
mines if they are to be treated as we have seen
others treated by this Government? I appeal to
the Government to start doing something for
Western Australians instead of letting them down
in the way it has. I certainly include the member
for Warren, because he has let down the people of
his area.
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MR RUSHTON (Dale) [11.10 p.m.]: I support
the amendment. I will make only two points be-
cause considerable discussion already has taken
place. It is about time this Government' made a
commitment on its policies. We have listened to it
about visits by US ships, and on that issue the
Government hid behind the Federal Govtcrnment.
Now we find it hiding behind Federal policy on
the uranium issue. At the same time it claims
credit as we heard tonight for the transfer of land
at Rotinest from the Army to the State. What is
the difference between an approach to the Com-
monwealth on the issue of uranium and an ap-
proach on the issue of that land? That example
shows how hypocritical this Government is in
dealing with the Commonwealth, and how it will
hide behind the Commonwealth on issues such as
visits by US ships and manpower to H-MAS
Stirling, and the development of the Veelirrie
project.

The point I will make now highlights the lack
of consistency in the Government related to its
claim about its efficiency in the economic runni.ng
of its agencies, the use of transport, and the
Veelirrie project. At present, an opportunity
exists to use resources available in relation to the
standard gauge railway from Esperance to
Leonora. A port is available to take the product,
and a decision must be made. Again we realise
this Government is a Government of words. it
does not make decisions, and certainly does not
make it clear to the world about where it stands
on the development of this important industry. At
the same time we have an opportunity for
Geraldton to export the product. The member for
Esperance-Dundas made a comment about the ex-
port of this product through Esperance. and we
have heard about his contradictions. All in all, we
have a Government unable to make positive de-
cisions.

We have railway assets which could be utilised
efficiently. to bring down the deficit in the rail-
ways budget. To refresh the memory of the Min-
ister for Transport, I remind him that he referred
to the Yeelirrie project on 13 May 1982, a time
that highlights his dilemma-makes it
worse-because at that time he said the Labor
Party's policy was not to proceed with the project.

Mr Grill: That was right at tbat time.

Mr RUSHTON: I am just stating when. Later
he made a statement which was proved to be un-
true. This Minister has had two opportunites to
resign in two weeks. The First was when he let
down his team, and the second is as a result of his
misleading the people of this State.

Mr Grill: That's not true; there was a change of
policy.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister said the State
Government would allow the Yeelirrie project to
go ahead, but that was a blatant untruth.

Mr Grill: That was my opinion.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister should not
have had his personal opinion stated in that way;
he should have been echoing the policy of his
party. The member for Armadale made promises
to his electorate, promises which he knew would
not be carried out. Members opposite have made
false promises and now they have to answer for
them. It is about time they did answer for them,
and our task is to highlight the fickle way they go
about making promises to the people of Western
Australia with no intention to carry them out.
That is why I support this amendment, a worthy
armindment, which
Government.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Blaikic
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burlcii
Mr Carr
M r Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr H-odge

Ayes
Mr H-assell
Mr Mensaros
Mr Thompson
Dr Dadour

indicates the hypocrisy of this

and a division taken with the

Ayes 19
Mr MeNee
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
MrTubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 26.
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.1JSmith
M r A. D. Taylor
M r 1. F. Taylor
"MrTonkin
M r Wilson
M r Gordon H-ill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mrs Watkins

(Teller)

(Teller)

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
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Adjournment of Debate

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) 111.18 pm.]: I move-
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR OLAIKIE (Vasse) 111. 18 p.m.]: Although
the time is extremely late-

Mr Tonkin: Extremely late!
Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is only a quarter past eleven.

What is wrong with you?
Mr BLAIKIE: One is becoming very used to

the way the Government conducts the business of
the House and-

Mr Parker: Quarter past eleven!
Mr BLAIKIE: -the way it is running rough-

shod over private members' business in order that
the Government might exercie its mandate, what-
ever it is.

Mr Tonkin: You are a private member and you
are on your feet. What are you going on about?

Mr BLAIKIE: If the Leader of the House
would wait and stop frothing at the mouth as he
usually does. I would be able to continue and to
say that I thought he had arranged for the House
to rise at I I o'clock. Obviously he has changed his
mind.

Mr Tonkin: You cannot have it both ways. You
either have guillotine motions or you sit late.

Mr O'Connor: Co-operation!
Mr BLAIKIE: I hope that, although the hour is

late, members on the opposite side of the House
will at least be fair minded and allow me to make
the most of the 45 minutes which are available. I
certainly need every minute of that time and will
probably seek an extension of time if members
keep interrupting me.

Mr Wilson: You are a major interjector.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Address- in- Reply debate

gives me an opportunity to talk about items that
are important to the electorate. Tonight I have
the opportunity io cover a wide area of the Vasse
electorate.

Mr Tonkin: Move your amendment and be
done with it!

Mr BLAIKIE: The matter of education is very
important to ine. It is unfortunate that the Minis-
ter for Education is not in his scat.

Mr Tonkin: I will report to him.
Mr Wilson: I think he is very fortunate indeed.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is rather unfortunate that be
is not in his scat now because I would like to-

Mr Bertram: I see you have the ALP platform
booklet. How about that! Have you ever looked at
the Liberal Party one?

Mr BLAIKIE: I quote from the ALP platform
document as fol lows-

A Labor Government will give urgent pri-
ority to-

4. reducing class sizes in the first year of
primary school so that children having diffi-
culties in their basic learning can be assisted;

Many people voted for the ALP, certainly in
my electorate because of their understanding of
this platform document-

Mr Gordon Hill: Would you mind tabling that
document?

Mr Peter Jones: Has your sense of humnour re-
turned at last?

Mr BLAIKIE: There is a need for facilities in
the school area.

Mr Wilson: Didn't they exist under your
Government?

Mr Tonkin: Nine years and you did nothing!
Mr Wilson: Did those things exist under your

Government?
Mr BLAIKIE: If the Minister for Housing and

the Leader of the House will be a little patient-
Mr Wilson: Terrible patients!
Mr BLAIKIE: -1 will explain what happened

in the previous nine years and what has occurred
under the new Government. I will deal with pres-
ent requirements of my electorate.

Mr Wilson: As a result of nine years of Liberal
Government.

Mr BLAIKIE: It ill-behoves the Minister to
continue as he is doing. I am trying with some dif-
ficulty to get my message across to the other side
of the House. so I will direct my remarks to you,
Mr Speaker.

Mr Tonkin: An intelligent and receptive audi-
ece!l

The SPEAKER: I think that would be a good
idea.

Mr BLAIKIE: In my electorate there has been
a rise in school numbers which has been attri-
bunted to the large number of people coming to re-
side in that area. Whether these people are using
holiday homes or are on rural properties, an
interesting increase in the population of the
Margaret River district has been occurring.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr Tonkin: It is a very pretty place and it dle-

serves to prosper.
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Mr BLAIKIE: This increase in school numbers
has created accommodation problems within the
schools. Some 18 months ago, a series of
transportables were brought into the Margaret
River primary school to cater for an accommo-
dation problem that occurred at that time. Mem-
bers should bear in mind the fact that for a
number of years the school population had re-
mained relatively static, but in some previous
years the district population in fact had declined.

Mr Davies: I am not being facetious, but is this
because of the increase in grape growing?

Mr BLAIKIE: I will come on to that matter in
due course. That is the situation in which the dis-
trict has found itself. The population is growing.
The school which some four or Five years ago had
a population of 280 students now has in excess of
320 students. Next year we are looking at a
school population increase. It is probably quite
right for the Minister for Housing to ask what
happened during the nine years of the Liberal
Government. The nine years of the Liberal
Government saw an increase in the population of
that community.

Mr Wilson: That is pretty weak. How can you
blame a Government which has been in power for
six months for your problems?

Mr BLAIKIE: When I commenced my re-
marks, the Minister made fairly weak and inane
comments anyhow. I informed him that there has
been a population growth in this community.

Mr Wilson: In six months?
Mr BLAIKIE: I have already explained this.

There has been a population growth in the com-
munity over recent years. Some IS months ago-

Mr Wilson: While Liberal Governments were
in offi cc!

Mr BLAIKIE: -a series of transportable
buildings were brought to the school. There is a
need for a building programme at the school to
eater for present and future requirements. Surely
that is a reasonable request.

Mr Wilson: It would have been last year too,
obviously.

Mr BLAIKIE: And the year before.
Mr Wilson: Right, while you were in Govern-

ment.
Mr BLAIKIE: One of the most difficult prob-

lems one has had to deal with-

Mr Wilson: Is to deal with a Liberal Govern-
ment!

Mr BLAIKIE: -is to convince Government
officers, Government departments, and others
that schools in this district in fact have a growth
(70)

pattern and a growth factor. In addition to the
Margaret River School a private school,
Nyandamurra School, has opened, yet the
numbers attending the Margaret River School
continue to increase. So it is not simply a factor
that was evident 10 years ago because then the
district was in a population loss situation. As the
Minister for Cultural Affairs pointed out, the
wine industry and a host of small industries have
had a profound effect on the community and the
numbers are still growing. I note that the Minister
for Housing said that he will ensure that the Min-
ister gets the message of the need for this re-
building programme at the Margaret River Pri-
mary School. Adminiistrative facilities are re-
quired there. With this rebuilding programme.
school nurse facilities are required. Apart from
the other rooms that are required, remedial read-
ing areas and a library resource centre are necess-
ary. These are all part of ongoing programmes
that schools can reasonably expect. This school is
overdue for action. I repeat that numbers have in-
creased,' the school is growing rapidly, and we are
looking at a growth district.

The Minister was in the district some six to
eight weeks ago and visited the Busselton Primary
School and saw the situation of that school and
facilities and understood the requirements of that
school to bring it up to what would be regarded as
a reasonable educational standard for 1983. These
included new toilet and staff room facilities, an
administrative centre, and an area for a school
sick bay. It is also important that in the Budget
the school be given favourable consideration
which schools are entitled to have.

Mr Davies: Do you think they need fluoride in
their water supply down there?

Mr BLAIKIE: I will be mentioning fluoride in
water supplies in due course. Just wait and I will
get on to that matter when I am in better form.

Mr Davies: Seeing you drink that water, it re-
minded me of the poor suffering children down
there.

Mr BLAIKIE: I appreciate the assistance the
Minister is giving me. It is of great value.

Mr Davies: I do not think you need it.
Mr BLAIKIE I have asked questions of the

Minister for Health regarding the Augusta and
Margaret River Hospitals and he has indicated
that plans are proceeding for the Augusta Hospi-
tal. Not long ago, it was indicated that the
Augusta Hospital had a 7.1 daily bed average.
When it was built it had an eight bed capacity.
While it currently has I I beds in total, those ad-
ditional beds are in a solarium lounge area which
I believe is most unsatisfactory to patients and
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staff. Augusta is a high growth area and it needs
a building programme to cater for the health and
medical nceds of the community. This is most im-
portant and vital to the community.

The same situation applies to Margaret River.
By way of the answer to a question, the Minister
has said that he expects a report on that hospital
by the end of September and, provided planning
and the budgeting programme were able to pro-
ceed, work could commence on Margaret River
Hospital in the second part of the 1983 financial
yea r.

Both these projects are very important and vital
to the two communities concerned. I commend
the projects to the Government and congratulate
it on its attitude to them.

A further item to which I wish to refer, again
relating to the Margaret River district, concerns
Father Kevin Clover, the parish priest of the St.
Thomas More parish church. I compliment
Father Clover on the construction of the new par-
ish church and hall. The church has become a
focal point of the community and bears a sound
testimony to a very dedicated member of the com-
munity. Father Clover inspired his parishioners
and all members of the community to assist in the
construction of the church.

Mr D. L. Smith: Hear, hear!
Mr BLAIKIE: The church itself is of rammed

earth construction and is an impressive structure.
Extensive use has been made of local jarrab and
the ceiling is made of pine. Use has been made of
local pottery and the stained glass windows have
been locally manufactured. As those members
who have seen the church will know,' it is a sound
tribute to the Catholic community and is a lasting
record of Father Kevin Clover, the ma n who is
the inspiration behind it.

Mr D. L. Smith: Hear, hear!
Mr BLAIKIE: The work that has been put into

this project by Father Clover, not only on behalf
of his own parish, but also on behalf of the whole
community, should be recorded in Hansard. In
my view, the church will become an important
landmark and tourist attraction to people frmall
over Australia who will visit the church fo oher
than spiritual purposes.

By way of an aside, I indicate that, because of
the number of people who have been visiting the
area, the church has been able to employ two
young people to act as guides and to explain the
construction. That in itself has been an important
advantage to the community.

Another person to whom I wish to offer a high
commendation is Mr David Hohnan, the

winemaker and proprietor of the Cape Montelle
Vineyards Pty. Ltd. who recently won the Jimmy
Watson award which is regarded as the most
prestigious wine award in the viticu~ltal calendar
of Australia. It is a great credit to Mr Hohnan for
having won this award. It also reflects credit on
the south-west wineries, and the wineries of West-
ern Australia. This distinction will be acknowl-
edged by people not only throughout Australia,
but also throughout the World. Mr Hohnan has
been able to achieve for the Margaret River dis-
trict what many of the yachting community and
staunch Australians hope can be achieved in
Newport by Australia 11.

Mr MacKinnon: Will be achieved.

Mr BLAIKIE: The wine industry is a very im-
portant one. Although a new industry, it has been
of great importance to the electorate. The
achievements of the district's winemakers are im-
portant to the electorate in creating an attraction
for tourists and investors, not only from all over
Australia, but also from other parts of the world.

Mr D. L. Smith: Hear, hear!
Mr BLAIKIE: I refer now to the Leeuwin Es-

tate vineyards. On 2 October, new extensions
were opened to the winery. In my view, the
Leeuwin Estate vineyard is the most outstanding
vineyard in Western Australia; the setting, the fa-
cilities and the location are magnificent. The new
extensions further enhance this important winery.
It will lead to a new concept of wine in the area
and tourism appreciation. There is no doubt that
irrespective of whether one refers to Australia or
the rest of the world, the vineyards of the area,
and certainly Leeuwin Estate, are most impressive
and I believe as time goes by will be recognised as
important wineries even by world standards.

A further item to which I refer is the erosion
taking place in Busselton, the severity of which is
causing growing concern and anguish to the shire
council, the residents, and the ratepayers particu-
larly of Keally estate where church and youth
groups have a series of campsites which are leased
to them on a peppercorn rental basis. During the
storms in June and July severe erosion damage
occurred and the premises of the scout camp and
the Apostolic church both were threatened to the
extent of being in danger of falling into the sea.
Representations for assistance have been made to
the Government and to date the Government has
said it is prepared to pay 50 per cent of the cost of
relocating these buildings. That 50 per cent offer
has been made in previous years subject to other
claims, the last time being in 1975. Some eight
years later, I would have expected a much higher
figure to be available from the Government. The
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cost of removing these buildings (or the scout
group and the church will be some $20 000, so we
are not talking about large sums of money. It is
also important to realise that the Public Works
Department has adopted a policy of not protect-
ing the area with erosion control yet permitting
any improvements on the land to be lost rather
than protected. In adopting this policy, the
Government should accept a fair degree of re-
sponsibility when these buildings are damaged.
This is the second occasion on which it has been
necessary for the scout group to move a building
because of its falling into the sea. I qualify that
statement by saying that the last time the build-
ing was moved, the sea was then some 150 metres
away. That is the extent of the erosion and how
serious it has been. Over the years no action has
been taken to arrest the erosion.

I was critical of the former Government and I
am equally critical of this Government for the
paucity of funds it is offering to assist these
groups. These are voluntary groups working on a
self-help basis and I believe there is an important
need for the Government to be more sensitive in
its offer of assistance. I have asked the Minister
to meet a deputation in this regard and will also
be asking for a meeting with the Premier because
I believe exceptional circumstances can be proved
in this case. The groups are looking for a sym-
pathetic hearing and for the Government to re-
spond to the cause of the voluntary church and or-
gan isations.

The final point as far as my electorate is con-
cerned within my time schedule is the question of
boat harbour facilities in Geographe Bay. Over
the years that subject has been part of my main
theme in speeches on the Address-in-Reply. I am
not adopting another theme just because there has
been a change in Government. The subject has
been important in the past and its importance has
not diminished.

Mr D. L. Smih: Now you have a Labor
Government you may get it.

Mr BLAIKIE: According to the Minister
currently there are two sites under active con-
sideration--Castle Rock and Point Picket-and
the cost of the project is around $2.5 million.

.Mr Gordon Hill; What is the difference be-
tween "consideration" and "active consider-
ation"?

Mr BLAIKIE: That is what I want the Minis-
ter to explain to me.

M r Gordon Hill: That was your description.

Mr BLAIKIE: That was the Minister's descrip-
tion. The cost will be some $2.5 million. I am very
pleased that the local community has now

adopted a different attitude and the project we
are now looking at is a joint fishing and pleasure
boat harbour. Previously the community decided
it wanted a fishing boat harbour only and that de-
cision certainly caused problems.

The Leader of the Opposition can well recall
visiting Busselton as Minister for Works after
making an announcement to the community that
investigations were starting on a fishing boat har-
bour in Geographe Bay. He returned to the area
some two or three months later and asked me how
the community had received his announcement. I
said that two people wanted to see him. They saw
him all right. Both had petitions each containing
approximately 400 signatures opposing the pro-
posal. That has been the difficulty in the past;
that is, getting the community to agree to the lo-
cation of the harbour and the type of facilities
they required.

I hope that is now all behind us. Whether we
have a Liberal or a Labor Government in office,
my purpose is to see the project go ahead to the
benefit of the entire community. No doubt when
that happens, the member for Mitchell will be de-
lighted to accommodate his constituents down
there. If the Government takes the opportunity of
stealing a march by proceeding with this project, I
would be delighted to help. Perhaps it can provide
a special allocation in the coming Budget so the
project can proceed.

incidentally, what a venue that would be for
the next America's Cup. I could not think of a
better location than Geographe Bay.

Mr Gordon Hill: You are getting on the band
wagon.

Mr BLAIKIE: Not only that, but the Govern-
ment would also be getting into everybody's good
books by committing itself to that sort of venture.
I would be delighted to tell the local community
of the wonderful assistance it has received from
this Government. To my colleague, the member
for Nedlands, who is being so helpful to me, I say
that Geographe Bay certainly would be a better
venue than the upper reaches of the Swan River!

Mr Gordon Hill: If you are going to think
about a boating harbour, what about facilities for
launching boats at Cowaramup? Do you know
where that is?

Mr BLAIKiE: The other matter to which I
wish to refer is the-

Mr Gordon Hilt: He doesn't know where it is.

Mr'BLAIKIE: -recent announcement as to
the $335 000 approximately allocated from the
Federal Government's wages pause job creation
programme. Those funds will create 42 jobs in the
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Busselton and Augusta- Margaret River Shires.
The projects to which this money is going within
those shire areas are very important. One is the
Busselton Arts Council which will receive in ex-
cess of $250 000 which will enable it to complete
a project. I have no doubt the money will be very
gratefully received and well spent.

The wages pause programme has certainly been
very successful and beneficial. A series of projects
has been in progress in the Augusta- Margaret
River area and include the rehabilitation of
beaches in Margaret River, Harvey Inlet,
Augusta, and Cowaramup Bay.

The wages pause money allocated by the Feder-
al Government and which will create 42 new jobs.
is very important and I make a request to the
Government to ensure the communities to which
money has been allocated for job work projects
guarantee the jobs are filled by people from
within those communities. I am sure all members
would support me in this request. It is unsatisfac-
tory for work on projects of this nature to be per-
formed by employees who come from 100 or 200
miles away when people in the community are
ready, available, and keen to work. That is an im-
portant consideration. Unless my request is en-
forced, part of the benefit of the job work pro-
gramme will be lost to the community.

The projects involved are important, but it. is
even more important that the work be given to
people in the community in order that they might
have the opportunity to gain some degree of self-
esteem through employment. As a result, we will
finish up with the best of both worlds.

Mr Gordon Hill: Isn't that one of the criteria of
the allocation of the funds?

Mr BLAIKIE: If it is one of the criteria. I am
asking that it be applied rigidly.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is up to the local people.
Mr BLAIKIE: That may be the case, but it is

important the Government ensures funding is car-
ried out in accordance with the criteria which
ought to be implemented very strictly. In a com-
munity which has unemployed people with the
skills and ability to do the job, surely they should
be the ones to receive the benefit from this money
allocated as a result of the wages pause pro-
gramme.

I turn now to the establishment of a farm ap-
prenticeship scheme. Last year I had the oppor-
[unity to chair a Royal Commission which rec-
ommended that a dairy farm apprenticeship
scheme be investigated for introduction in West-
ern Australia. I have seen these schemes op-
erating in other States in Australia, in particular,
in Tasmania. They are most successful, especially

in times of limited employment opportunities. The
schemes also have the benefit of encouraging
young people to go back onto the land. Not only
does such a scheme relate to the dairy industry,
but also it can apply to farming industries in gen-
eral.

The Minister has had discussions with his Fed-
eral counterpart and the matter is still being con-
sidered subject to the provision of Federal
CRAFT funding.

There is considerable merit in our having a
farm apprenticeship scheme or a cadetship
scheme, as it is called in some of the States, op-
erating in Western Australia. We have an ageing
farming population and it is necessary that young
people are brought onto the land and, indeed,
many young people desire to return to the land if
they have the opportunity. Benefits can be pro-
vided in two ways: by creating employment and
by giving young people an opportunity to work in
the farming industry. Unfortunately, the Minister
is not in the House to hear my plea-

Mr Davies: I am sure he or his department will
read it.

M~r BLAIKIE: I hope he will read it. The
Government should consider fully the early im-
plementation of such a scheme which would be of
benefit to all Western Australians and, in particu-
lar,' to young people who desire to obtain a job in
the rural sector.

Mr D. L. Smith: This is the best speech you
have made since I have been in the House. Oppo-
sition must be agreeing with you.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am pleased by the comments
of the member for Mitchell who is not in the
House very often and I am glad this is one oc-
casion on which he is present.

Mr Davies: He is always in the House.
Mr BLAIKIE: I hope the member for Mitchell

will remain in the House to hear the next com-
ments I intend to make.

I turn now to the water boards in Harvey.
Busselton, and Bunbury which boards have been
in existence for many years, but, for the first time.
they are facing a real threat of being taken over
by this Government. The threat is posed, in par-
ticular, by the Minister. I hope the Minister for
Water Resources is somewhere in the House, be-
cause I would not want him to accuse me of say-
ing things behind his back when he is behind the
screen and not in his chair.

Mr Davies: There is nobody behind the screen.
Mr Gordon Hill: He might be under your chair!
Mr BLAIKIE: The local water boards are con-

cerned at the Government's threat to take them
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over. The Minister has indicated that the Govern-
ment intends to create a single water authority in
Western Australia. He has indicated also that, in
the course of doing so, he will be looking at taking
over the local water boards. Under the heading of
"Take over Plans Under Review", the following
statement appeared in the South Western Times
of Thursday, 2 June-

THE proposed State Government takeover
of Bunbury Water Board is being reviewed
after a meeting in Bunbury this week.

Board members were told last week that
the takeover would mean huge increases in
local water rates.

The group met Water Resources Minister
Arthur Tonkin and Public Works Depart-
ment officials on Tuesday 10 object to the
takeover.

But Mr Tonkin said after the meeting that
the independent country water authorities
had never been the target of the Govern-
ment's policy to set up a State water organis-
ation.

Further on in the article, the statement is made-
Mr Tonkin would not rule out the possi-

bility of a takeover.
Not only arc the water boards concerned about
this matter, but also I can say categorically that
ratepayers in the areas affected are concerned
about the Government's probable course of action
because, if the Government proceeds, the result
will be infinitely higher charges to all consumers.
I would have expected the local members to at
least indicate the attitudes of the ratepayers
within their electorates.

Mr D. L Smith: If you are an avid reader of the
South Western Times, you might know my views.

Mr BLAIKIE: What are the member's views?
Does he or does he not support the takeover?

Mr D. L. Smith: All that has been said at the
moment is that there is an investigation as to
whether the water resources of this State should
be taken over by one authority. There has been no
decision. It is just an overall study. If it is in the
interests of the ratepayers and the electors of
Western Australia that they should not be taken
over, I shall indicate that.

Mr BLAIKIE: What is the member's view?
Mr D. L. Smith: I am participating in the

study.
Mr Laurance: What does that mean?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am totally opposed to any
intrusion by the State Government into the water
supplies of Harvey, Busselton, or Bunbury, be-

cause, if that occurred, it would lead to a dra-
matic increase in costs and charges to the con-
sumers. If the Government puts its sticky fingers
in and takes over the water boards to which I
have referred, the people in those areas will have
to pay increased charges. I am categorically op-
posed to such a proposal.

Mr D. L. Smith: It is hardly "sticky fingers",
but I assure you, as a member of the Bunbury
Water Board until May this year-

Mr BLAIKIE: Who was a member of the
board?

Mr D. L. Smith: I was a member of the
Bunbury Water Board up until May of this year.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Mitchell may
welt have been a member of the Bunbury Water
Board, but he certainly is not acting in that ca-
pacity now.

Mr D. L . Smith: As you know, it is a very good
board.

Mr BLAIKIE: To indicate some of the concern
of residents in the south-west in this regard, I
shall quote from an article which appeared in the
South Western Times of 23 June, under the head-
ing, "Bunbury 2000 likely to be insulated"
against State Government charges. The article
reads, in part, as follows-

Authority chairman Dr Ernie Manca said
yesterday that be was confident the local
spending would be maintained in spite of cut-
backs to pay off the State deficit.

Mr MacKinnon: Who is saying that?
Mr BLAIKIE: Dr Ernie Manea.
Mr D. L. Smith: He is also a member of the

Bunbury Water Board-
Mr BLAIKIE: To continue-

He said that Bunbury 2000 and the cre-
ation of a second WA city were key aspects
of Government policy.

The first of the cutbacks announced
yesterday involve reductions in parliamentary
and senior public service salaries.

Earlier news on Government charges is
bad for most country people.

Water, electricity, gas, sewerage, State
housing, transport and hospital charges will
all go up by at least as much as the increases
in the metropolitan area.

In some cases, increases will be higher in
the country-although householders in
Bunbury, Harvey and Busselton will be
protected from water rate increases by the
system of local water board management.
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That statement is ever so prudent, because while
charges went up in other parts of the community,
the local board had its rates protected.

Mr D. L. Smith: The Bunbury Water Board
has not set its rates for the current year.

Mr BLAIKIE: I still claim that when the board
sets its rates for the current year, they will be infi-
nitely lower than the Public Works Department
charges.

Again by way of comparison, I indicate that a
special report was commissioned by the Bunbury
Water Board. That report related to the effect of
the Government's taking over Bunbury water ser-
vices. The report showed, for instance, that
Bunbury Regional Hospital would suffer an in-
crease of up to $17 000 compared with the rate it
is paying now. The table of charges in the report
listed those of a Woonar Street State Housing
Commission home in Carey Park as rising from
$224 to $622; those of a Crowea Street house
from $209 to $499; and those of a Richter Road
industrial property from $338 to $1 294.

The same applies to rates in Busselton, where
domestic charges for the average residence are
currently $101.02, whereas under the Public
Works Department assessment they would be
$201.88, an increase of 99.8 per cent. In the com-
mercial area, such as a shopping arcade with a
laundromat, the current figure under the local
water board is $353.81 and the figure under the
Public Works Department would be $1 366.'34, an
increase of 285 per cent. One can go on to show
that this is a very disastrous step for country
water board subscribers; it is a very tragic state of
affairs.

On 29 July it was reported that the Bunbury
Water Board was considering the use of fluoride.
The article reads-

The two Government parliamentary mem-
bers for the area-David and Phillip
Smith-have both opposed the takeover.

Mitchell MLA David Smith said yesterday
that the State's three local water boards
should be left alone..

Those members have shown great wisdom in sup-
porting the opposition to the takeover.

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendment-
That the following words be added to the

motion-
;however, we regret to inform Your Ex-

cellency that in the opinion of this
House the Government should not pro-
ceed with its proposal to take over the

Water Boards of Harvey, Bunbury and
Busselton as its effect will be to increase
costs and charges to consumers and
businesses of Harvey, Bunbury and
Busselton.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [12.03 am.]: I
second the amendment moved by the member for
Vasse.

1, too, support the public statements of the
members for Bunbury and Mitchell on our stance.
I refer to their published statements, because I
have not been able to pick up from the member
for Mitchell's interjections whether he now dis-
agrees with his public statements.

Mr D. L. Smith: I said that if the member for
Vasse had read the South Western Times, he
would know my views.

Mr PETER JONES: The member sub-
sequently referred to that newspaper and to the
statements of the member for Mitchell and the
member for Bunbury that there should be a
"hands-off" policy in regard to the water boards
and that the policy of the Government ought to be
to leave them alone.

Mr D. L. Smith: The policy of the Government
is to hold an inquiry, so "hands off the water
boards" will probably be the end result of the in-
quiry.

Mr PETER JONES: The member has made a
clear statement that he does not want the water
boards interfered with.

At the time of the last election, the present Op-
position indicated that as far as business and the
private sector were concerned, it intended to re-
lieve small business, particularly, of the terrible
effects of the impost of Government charges. The
present Government, when in Opposition, criti-
cised very strongly the effect on small businesses
of increasing Government charges. It singled out
water and energy rates, taxes, and payroll tax.
Criticism was made of the way sewerage charges
were levelled also, and the general thrust was that
one of the greatest harmful effects on small
business was the impost of Government taxes and
charges.

Mr Burkett: More small businesses went bank-
rupt in the nine years of your Government than in
any time during the previous five decades of this
State. We have been here only six months.

Mr PETER JONES: The point I want to
make-

Mr Burkett: You don't want to talk about that.
with your little beady eyes.

Mr PETER JONES: The present Government
said it would relieve small business of the impost
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of Government charges and would ensure that the
small business sector was able to operate in an at-
mosphere of competition. In the exercise of the
excessive prices legislation, we saw that the Labor
Party believed that controlling prices was good for
competition.

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr PETER JONES: The Deputy Premier

trumpeted about the small business sector having
to be protected against the impost of Government
charges. Last night I was in Mandurab at a small
business seminar.

The SPEAKER: Order! Perhaps the member
ought to concentrate on talking about the amend-
ment.

Mr PETER JONES: I am talking about the
amendment, because the takeover of these water
boards, if it comes to pass, will mean, as the mem-
ber for Vasse indicated, increased charges for
water consumers, the customers of the water
boards which are the subject of this motion.

Mr Tonkin: How do you know that?
Mr PETER JON ES: If the Minister had been

here earlier, he would have heard all the relevant
Figures.

Mr Tonkin: It is hypothetical.
Mr PETER JONES: How can it be?
Mr Tonkin: You don't know whether they are

to be taken over.
Mr PETER JONES: We are making it clear

and joining with the members for Bunbury and
Mitchell in saying that the boards should not be
taken over.

Mr Tonkin: Even if they are taken over, it is
not to say it will mean that charges will be in-
creased.

Mr PETER JONES: Will they be different
from the charges elsewhere in the State?

Mr Tonkin: The figures given, which I have
seen several times in the southern newspapers, inm-
dicate an enormously high consumption. The fig-
ures don't stand up.

Mr PETER JONES: The Minister does not
agree-

Mr Tonkin: With those figures.
Mr PETER JONES: -ith the examples

given by the member for Vasse, which indicate in-
creases of up to 100 per cent or more if the boards
are taken over.

Mr Burkett: He didn't say "could be"; he said
"would be".

Mr PETER JONES: These increases would
occur because the boards would be brought under

the same structure as the rest of the State. That is
the point I have been making. The Minister can-
not tell me or the people concerned who are
currently supplied by the boards, that, if the
takeover occurs, there will be a different pricing
structure for these areas. Why take them over
otherwise? As the member for Mitchell was say-
ing before, the Government should not take over
these boards. They are doing a good job now, and
this has been made clear by their customers, par-
ticularly people in the business sector.

When the Speaker suggested I should relate my
remarks to the amendment, I was referring to the
fact that the effect of the impost of Government
charges upon the business sector has been very
savage, despite the promises made by the Govern-
ment. No-one can deny that Government charges
needed to increase, but not at the level they were
increased, and certainly not in the area of water
supplies.

The member for Mitchell indicated that the
Bunbury Water Board had not yet struck its rate
for the year. However, he would have to agree
that by no stretch of the imagination could we be-
lieve that the board is likely to impose a charge
that will in any way approach that which has been
levelled by the Government on the recommen-
dation of the Public Works Department, as
applies elsewhere in country areas not served by
the water boards in question.

The member for Mitchell has indicated that the
review will ascertain whether a more efficient use
of the water resources would result from a ration-
alisation, a takeover, an incorporation of these
water boards into the total system. I fail to see
how their operations could be more efficient,
certainly in terms of cost, than they are at pres-
ent. They are certainly efficient operations.

Mr Tonkin: How do you know that?
Mr PETER JONES: The member for Mitchell

was a member of the Bunbury Water Board, and
he has said that it is an efficient operation. I ac-
cept what he says.

Mr Tonkin: Because it suits your argument.

Mr PETER JONES: Is the Minister saying
they are not efficient?

Mr Tonkin: You have made the statement that
they are efficient. I am asking what you would
know about it.

Mr PETER JONES: I have made that state-
ment on advice given to me.

Mr Tonkin: By the member for Mitchell.
Mr PETER JON ES: He has supported that ad-

vice.
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Mr Tonkin: I will be amazed at how often you
take the advice of the member for Mitchell.

Mr PETER JONES: He made it quite clear by
interjection that as a former member of the
Bunbury Water Board, his view was that it was a
good and efficient board. We were of that opinion
before his interjection, but we are happy to have
his support in the context of the argument we arc
putting.

My point is this: If we accept that the cost of
water to the customers of these boards will in-
crease if the boards are absorbed into the greater
system, not only will this be a further impost on
their customers, and particularly the business sec-
tor, but also it is a further example of the Govern-
ment's intention to centralise in order to bring all
control under the big umbrella in Perth. Members
will be aware it was felt that the branch of the
Public Works Department that controls water
supplies should be included in one water auth-
ority, a proposal that the Government is now
looking at. and the detail is proceeding down the
line. We had that in hand when we were in
Government. However, I am not talking about
that because, after all, that was administered
from Perth, anyway.

What I am asking now is: What is the point of
the Government's trying to do away with some-
thing that is controlled locally; what is the point
of its doing away with something that by all ac-
counts is efficient and providing a good service
that is not only acceptable in terms of efficiency
of service, but also in terms of cost and that is ac-
ceptable to the community it serves? Why must
consideration be given to bringing these boards
under one umbrella, unless there is something
radically wrong with them? If there is, and if it
can be proved that they are inefficient to a gross
degree, and are beyond repair at a local level,' per-
haps they should come under some other um-
brella, but that clearly is not the case.

We go back to the question: Why is this being
done and why is it being considered? We wonder
whether we have a situation which is similar to
the arguments put forward in relation to vari.ous
other reviews the Government has instituted and
whether it is able to make decisions. It is under-
taking a whole range of reviews and inquiries to
see what it wants to do.

As far as this is concerned, the answer is simply
that there is no need for it and no need for any
kind of review or examination which might well
lead to the Government's bringing it under the
umbrella of the State water authority. I hope the
Minister, when commenting on this matter, will
put everyone's minds at rest by stating that the

MWA is not likely to be involved. In the public
reports so far, the Minister has refrained from
giving that undertaking. He has been asked on
many occasions, but he has not given an under-
taking to the Press that the boards would not be
absorbed into the State water authority and from
the Press reports it appears he is not prepared to
give that undertaking.

Mr Tonkin: Who said that?

Mr PETER JONES: It has been quoted
tonight that the Minister is not prepared to say
that those boards will not be brought under the
umbrella of the State authority. In view of that
fact, there does not seem to be any criticism of
the performance of the boards.

Mr Tonkin: The fact that I have not rushed to
the Press, does not mean there are no problems.

Mr PETER JONES: If there is a difficulty and
the Government is not satisfied with the perform-
ance of the boards, the Minister should say so.
Perhaps there is some gross maladministration or
some bad function of the boards that does oc-
casion them to be brought under the umbrella of
the State water authority. Certainly the member
for Mitchell does not agree with that.

Mr Tonkin: Why should I tell you?
Mr PETER JONES: Tell everyone and those

people who will be affected by ic. Tell the people
that the Government has not yet told, and put
their minds at rest.

Mr Blaikie: One of the difficulties is the fact
that it has had a demoralising and destablisation
effect on the community.

Mr PETER JONES: Let us clear the matter
once and for all. I suggest to the Minister that he
should tell us if the authorities are to be brought
under the one umbrella. So far, he has refrained
from giving that information.

Mr Tonkin: Because negotiations are continu-
ing.

Mr PETER JONES: Why negotiate?
Mr Tonkin: To discuss the situation.

Mr PETER JONES: In other words, the
Government wants to bring them under the one
authority. If it is satisfied with the boards, why
have negotiations?

Mr Tonkin: I will explain that to you when I
reply.

Mr PETER JONES: I think the situation does
warrant the Minister's giving an indication. He
has indicated that negotiations are under way and
that the future of the boards is being discussed. It
is an ominous situation that it is subject to nego-
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tiation and one option being considered is that
they be brought under the one umbrella.

Mr Tonkin: That is one option.
Mr PETER JONES: The Minister has indi-

cated that it is one option that is being considered.
The water boards are fulfilling a role in the areas
they serve and are doing it efficiently, satisfac-
torily, and cheaper than the State water authority
would do. I support the amendment.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) [12.20a.m.]: With respect to
the Government's policy to have a State-wide
water authority, I find it absolutely amazing that
this State has not had such an authority before
this.

As members would know, this State is ex-
tremely arid with particular problems and I am
very impressed with the work of successive
Governments throughout this century, together
with the engineers and workmen at all levels of
the Public Works Department and the Metropoli-
tan Water Authority, in providing water. We
have a million square miles that is so arid we have
real problems, yet by world standards we have
high quality water in this State. It has been an
enormous job and it has been done without a
single authority. It is amazing to me that in the
year 1983 we do not have a State-wide water
authority. We have a State-wide education
system, Forests Department, Main Roads Depart-
ment, Energy Commission and so on, but water is
a particular difficulty and, so far, it has escaped
this kind of development that one would expect. It
is logical that the Government should be in favour
of a State-wide water authority.

Mr Rushton: Do you claim it is more efficient
or that other people are inefficient?

Mr TONIKIN: In answer to the member for
Dale, one of the real arguments is that we need
rational isation. I will explain one of the problems
experienced in Bunbury. In the case of one small
water authority with a limited area, what happens
when development takes place outside the areaP
For instance, the area of Gelorup is not served by
the Bunbury Water Board-what will happen in
this regard'? Quite obviously it is in the Public
Works Department area and, if it were to develop
a bore and treatment works, we would have, on
the one hand, the Bunbury Water Board system
and, on the other hand, the Public Works Depart-
ment system, and this would be inefficient. With-
out rationalisation, the cost to the people will be
greater, although it may not be greater to the
people of Bunbury. We cannot afford that type or
inefficient use and when we use the word
"inefficient" we cannot look only at cost. The

member for Narrogin referred to efficiency and
seemed to equate it with low cost. This is poor
economics. It is true that low cost can be econ-
omically desirable, but many factors must be
taken into consideration.

I will use a hypothetical example which does
not refer to the Busselton Water Board, the
Bunbury Water. Board, or the Harvey Water
Board. I want to make that clear and I hope
members will desist from misrepresenting what I
will say. Discussing the matter in theoretical
terms, quite obviously a water board which had
no proper provision for depreciation, which al-
lowed its assets to run down, which did not fluori-
date or chlorinate the water supplies, which al-
lowed the mains to run down, and which did not
have to provide water to more difficult, remote,
and uneconomic areas, could afford to charge low
rates. If such an authority existed in this State,
the costs to the ratepayers would be low.

Mr Blaikie: You did say that your example did
not apply to any of the three boards concerned.

Mr TONKIN: I am saying that when we have
detailed discussions with the boards, we may rind
that there are some problems along these lines,
but it is a hypothetical case, and is not meant to
apply to any particular board. If charges are kept
too low, the assets may run down, and eventually
the pipes will burst, the health of the people will
be endangered, dental care will increase without
fluoridation, and so on. Eventually a lot of money
will be spent on upgrading the system.

The history of this State is such that we have
had lots of water boards and one by one they have
run down because the local people could not stand
up to public pressure had the rates been in-
creased. Eventually the system has run down and
to get it back to a reasonable system-

Mr MacKinnon: Was that the case in
Bunbury?

Mr TONKIN: I said that I hoped members op-
posite would not misrepresent me.

Mr MacKinnon: I am not misrepresenting you.
I am aski ng a question.

Mr TONKIN: It is a slimy question because I
had already said that my comments do not apply
to any of these boards. The member for Murdoch
is not capable of staying at a reasonable level for
five minutes, and this has happened many times
in the past.

When the system has run down and local rate-
payers have not been able to rehabilitate the
system, the State has taken them over, and the
State's taxpayers have to bear the cost of the
upgrading.

2217



2218 [ASSEM BLY]

Mr MacKinnon: Have you an example?
Mr TONKIN: There have been many in the

past.
Mr MacKinnon: Can you quote one?
Mr Blaikie: Not only are the ratepayers of

Busselton, Bunbury, and Harvey meeting their
contribution, but also they are meeting the contri-
bution of all the losses of Government-run
systems.

Mr TONKIN: That is a fact, which I accept.
Mr Blaikie: Governments generally have not

really assisted the boards with capital loans, etc.
Mr TON KIN: The member for Vasse has indi-

cated that many factors need to be taken into ac-
count.

Mr Blaikie: You aught to keep figures out of it
and let the boards run because they provide an
important service to the communities concerned.

Mr TONKIN: The member for Vasse. has indi-
cated some problems that do occur, and this is
why negotiations with these boards are required.

There is a problem of rationalisation and this
matter must be taken into consideration. That is
why negotiations are continuing. Generally, tax-
payers, in a most inefficient way, provide water
to Gelorup although it is a continuation of the
Bunbury Water Board area. This aspect must be
considered.

Mr Blaikie: That is no different from what has
happened north of Bunbury.

Mr TONKIN: Negotiations are continuing and
I have been to Bunbury and Harvey and had dis-
cussions with those boards. Mr Hillman, the head
of the project group, has been to Busseiton; and I
will be meeting with the various boards in Perth
in the next few weeks. These are some of the mat-
ters we will be discussing.

I have given no indication of whether the State
will take over these water boards. If they are not
taken over, we obviously have a duty as the
Government of the whole State to ensure, firstly,
that existing ratepayers are being looked after in
the area of those boards, and, secondly, that
people in that region, but just outside the board
areas, also are looked after and are provided with
good water. Also, the people of the State have to
be looked after in the sense that we cannot have a
situation where undue subsidisation of low rates is
carried by the taxpayer.

Mr Blaikie: When you say "undue subsidisation
of rates by taxpayers" surely you are not applying
that to the three boards in question?

Mr TON KIN: No, I am not. I am saying this
point has to be satisfied. Negotiations must con-

tinue so that we can be satisfied on all those
counts.

The question of proper fluoridation also has to
be considered, as must the cost of water supplied
by the State to Harvey. At the moment the
Harvey Water Board is buying it-I am not sure
of the exact cost-at fairly close to 5c a kilolitre,
which is not very high at all. I do not believe it
would reflect the true cost of the water. If a board
is buying water at an extremely low rate, it is able
to sell it to its ratepayers at a low rate.

The question of chlorination and fluoridation
also arises. Some publicity has been given to the
fact that the incidence of dental caries is 45 per
cent higher in Bunbury than the average for the
State. Dentists say one reason is that water
supplies there are not fluoridated.

Mr Blaikie: On that point, if the Government
wants to implement that policy it should meet the
cost of the equipment. The Government has not
ensured that water supplies in Australind,
Carnarvon, Augusta, Margaret River, and prob-
ably 50 or 60 towns are fluoridated. I am not ar-
guing against fluoridation; I am saying the
Government has not implemented its policy of
providing fluoridation elsewhere. Be reasonable.

Mr TON KIN: I think the member Will find the
Government will be reasonable on this matter. It
is true fluoridation has not been extended to small
towns.

Mr Blaikie: Some of the towns have 5 000 to
6 000 people.

Mr TONKIN: It is very difficult to make a
speech when the member keeps parrotting on. I
am trying to answer the member's interjections,
and his only response to my courteous attempts is
by way of insolent interjection. He talks and
interrupts; it shows that some people do not
understand kindness.

The SPEAKER. Order! The Minister should
ignore interjections.

Mr TONKIN: I have been trying to do that,
but it is difficult when the member for Vasse goes
on in that rude fashion.

Negotiations are continuing with the boards. A
number of factors must be taken into consider-
ation, and the Government must have concern for
the welfare of the State as a whole; it must have
concern for the welfare of people in the towns. I
cannot give any indication as to whether the
Government will take over the boards because it
will depend on the negotiations.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [12.34 a.mn.I: I
support the amendment moved by the member for
Vasse.
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Bearing in mind that I was raised in the south-
west and have a continuing interest in that area, I
want to relate my remarks to the Bunbury Water
Board. I preface them with a couple of general
comments arising from the Minister's remarks.' In
nothing that the Minister said, has he given
reasons for any of those three boards to be exam-
ined other than that this Government has a policy
of seeking uniformity which supposedly is the
cure for all evils. The Minister has not indicated
whether any of the authorities or hoards is inef-
ficient. Hei spoke of mythical water boards and
mythical problems.

I venture to suggest he could not have given me
an example of any area where the Government
had to go in and rescue boards that were malad-
ministered. If the Bunbury Water Board, for
example, were in a state of disorganisation or
maladministration, surely the member fo r
Mitchell is jointly responsible. l am not saying the
board is in that situation. I would argue on the in-
formation available to me, as the member for
Narrogin has indicated, that he and other mem-
bers of the board have acted responsibly in the
past. There is no reason they should not act in a
similar way in the future.

Let us examine a few of the points made by the
Minister in relation to the Bunbury Water Board
and see whether any of the mythical points he
made are relevant. Let us first paint a little back-
ground. The Bunbury Water Board comprises 18
employees and has an annual rate collection of
$ 1.6 million; it sends out in excess of 9 000 rate
notices; it has 10 water treatment plants, and four
reservoirs. Obviously it is a reasonably sizeable
operation.

The Minister indicated that chlorination of
water may be one reason the Government would
wish to take over a water board. The member for
Mitchell might indicate by way of interjection if
my statements are wrong, but my information is
that to date the Bunbury Water Board has not
had any bacteria problem.

I understand some problem bores occur at an
area called Bolter's Heights and these will be
phased out over the next two years. That is hardly
an act of irresponsibility. I draw the Minister's at-
tention to a response to question 1044 asked a
week ago which sought information as to which
towns in Western Australia were not chlorinated.
These towns arc not supplied by a water board;
they are supplied by the Public Works Depart-
ment's Country Water Supply Authority, and in-
clude Capel which is close to the area we are
talking about, Dardanup, Dandaragan-towns
which are not particularly small to my

knowledge-and Quinns Rocks, which is close to
the city. None of those is chlorinated, but what is
the Government doing about it?

Mr Jamieson: Do they need chlorination?
Mr MacKINNON: I am not saying they do.
Bunbury is an area this Government is trying to

take over. I do not believe the words the Minister
used when he spoke about negotiations continu-
ing. Ifr the Government is negotiating, it is talking
about a deal. It certainly is not planning to leave
the boards alone; it wants to take them over so it
can get its hands on some of the money, as I will
indicate in due course.

The Minister instanced a mythical problem. It
does not relate to the Bunbury Water Board, but
to other towns in Western Australia under his
administration. I understand that the Bunbury
Water Board, in order to assist in dealing with the
problem of bacteria formation, has a funding pro-
gramme in each of the next four years to roof the
reservoirs it controls. Once again, that is a respon-
sible decision which has been built into its for-
ward planning programme. It is not the action of
an irresponsible body.

The Minister raised the question of fluori-
dation. What is the position in Bunbury and the
rest of Western Australia? The Bunbury Water
Board has just put in train a study on ways to im-
plemient fluoridation. That is under way, but the
Minister and his Government are seriously con-
sidering taking over that board on those grounds.

The member for Vasse asked what consider-
ation had been given to other towns in this State
which are not fluoridated, and which are under
the Minister's control. I will list some of those
towns, and if the Minister is going to take over
water boards and use fluoridation as the basis for
that move, what is he going to do about people in
Carnarvon, Kununurra, Wyndham, Augusta.
Boyanup, and Dunsborough where my poor
parents live? Why take over an authority such as
the Bunbury Water Board which is carrying out
its duties responsibly? Why take over an auth-
ority and increase costs to the consumer? I do not
think anyone has denied that will occur-the
member for Mitchell has not, and neither has the
Minister or the member for Bunbury. It is clear
the costs will increase.

Perhaps there is some problem with the rating
system, although the Minister did not mention
that tonight. I hope he will not say in due course
that the Government is going to take over the
boards because the rating system is wrong. The
member for Mitchell is a former member of the
board; I ask whether he is aware of any wide-
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spread complaints about the Bunbury Water
Board's rating system?

Mr D. L. Smith: There were numerous com-
plaints about the rating system.

Mr MacKINNON: How many is that-O, 20,
or 30 a year?

Mr D. L. Smith: About 50 a year.
Mr MacKINNON: I will ascertain whether

that statement is correct. The information I had
prior to this evening is that it is not correct. We
will ind out in due course.

The real reason behind the takeover bid is obvi-
ously the three per cent levy the Bunbury,
Harvey. and Busselton Water Boards do not pay.
This Government is desperate for money to fund
its election promises and to meet its extrava-
gances, although it would have us believe
otherwise. The real reason is to gain access to
more taxation.

The secretary of the Bunbury Water Board
(Warwick Carmody) carried out at the board's
instigation, perhaps during the time the member
for Mitchell was on the board, a survey to ascer-
tain the costs involved if the Government took
over the system. The member for Vasse gave some
of the Figures, and I will give three such compari-
sons. Two of those probably indicate why the
member for Bunbury and the member for
Mitchell are opposed to the takeover, as we are.

The regional hospital was referred to by the
member for Vasse, but the figures bear repeating.
Obviously the cost to the health system will in-
crease and in due course that will be passed on to
the taxpayers. The Bunbury water charge for the
hospital is $6 559.06 a year. Under a centralised
water authority, the charge would be $23 568.04.
The water board rate for the residence of the
member for Mitchell in Picton Crescent currently
is $219.95. Under the centralised water authority.
on Mr Carmody's estimate, not mine, the amount
would be $571.58, an increase of almost 200 per
cent. The member for Bunbury, in Dunstan
Street, pays $168.31. Under the new proposal, he
will pay $356.08. Perhaps that shows why those
members share our concern.

Mr Blaikie: I also live in an area in which the
levy is paid.

The SPEAKER: If the member wishes to
interject, he should do so from his own seal.

Mr MacKINNON: At this stage, they share
our concern in terms of the amendment. This
move will increase the charges to consumers and
businesses in Harvey. Bunbury, and Busselton. It
appears that the takeover runs contrary to what
the ALP promised prior to the election.

In relation to my final comment, the member
for Mitchell can correct me if I am wrong. The
.Minister tried to draw a red herring over the
question of the takeover. He indicated a problem
with Gelorup, and he said that the water board
would not take it over. That would create a prob-
lem with dual facilities, and the like. I think I am
correct in saying that last year the Bunbury
Water Board was offered funding by the PWD to
implement that scheme. Is that correct?

Mr D. L. Smith: It did not offer any funding. It
approached the board about taking over the
Gelorup area.

Mr MacKINNON: As I understand it, in due
course funding was discussed.

That is a way in which the matter could be
handled easily. In my view, it is not needed as an
excuse to take over the board.

The member for Mitchell has indicated that
only an inquiry has been instituted, and that he is
part of it. If that is the case, neither I nor the
member for Vasse nor, I suppose, the member for
Narrogin have seen any announcement of an
official inquiry. Has the member for Mitchell? I
doubt it.

Clearly, what is behind the minds of the Minis-
ter and the Government is a system of centralised
control-something dear to the heart of all mem-
bers of the ALP in all areas. In this regard, it is
merely a design, a system, or a scheme whereby
the Government can gain access to the funds to
further its own ends and, of course, to increase the
cost to the consumer.

Obviously the member for Mitchell and the
member for Bunbury have a great instinct for sur-
vival. I hope their instinct leads them to support
this amendment because, if it does not, it will suf-
fer a severe dent.

MR Db. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [12.50 am.]: It is
always difficult to follow a Minister who is so
much in command of his portfolio as is the Minis-
ter [or Water Resources. It is a great pity, in fact,
that some of the persons who purport to have been
raised in the south-west or who purport to rep-
resent it cannot share his knowledge of the topic
before us this evening.

From what has been said by speakers so far,
one is led to the conclusion that when the Oppo-
sition says that the local water boards are ef-
ficient and charge low rates, they must be
comparing them with some other organisation. I
presume that the organisation with which they are
to be compared in terms of rural water supplies is
the Public Works Department.
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Mr MacKinnon: What did Mr Carmody com-
pare them with'?

Mr D. L. SMITH: By inference, they say that
the Public Works Department is inefficient and
charges excessively. One should then ask who has
been in charge of the Public Works Department
for the nine years preceding February of this year,
and assess whether they are good managers and
are the appropriate people to make decisions on
whether the investigation into the takeover of the
three water boards is a good idea. If members op-
posite were inefficient managers, and if they were
in charge of an organisation which they say is in-
efficient and which rated excessively, are they the
proper persons to bring their minds to bear on the
topic before us?

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what I said. That
is not what any of our members said.

Mr D. L. SMITH: One should also inquire
whether the member for Narrogin receives his
water supply from a local efficient board or from
the PWD supply, If there are so many advantages
for local communities which provide their own
water supply, why do the people of Narrogin not
get together and provide a water supply for them-
selves?

The simple reason that has not occurred, as the
member for Narrogin recognises, is that the pro-
vision of water services in Narrogin could not be
done more efficiently by the local community be-
cause, firstly, it does not have the water resources
and, secondly, it could not finance the means of
bringing the water from its source to Narrogin for
use in that area. That is similar to the problem
now confronting us in the Bunbury-Harvey area,
and which has led to the inquiry into whether the
current arrangement should continue, or whether
we should have some changes. As Bunbury de-
velops, and as the areas surrounding it develop, as
they certainly will under the policies of this
Government, the water demands of Bunbury and
its surrounds will increase considerably. At the
moment, the whole of the Bunbury Water Board
supply is drawn from an underground water
source. As has been indicated, some of the older
supplies at Boulters Hill and some nearer the
coast have had problems of late, both from salt
water intrusion and because of the quality of the
water supply. As the demand for water from
underground rescrves grows, the quality will de-
teriorate. That means, in effect, that Bunbury will
have to look outside the geographical boundaries
of the municipality to source its water. It may
have to consider damming one of the more po-
table streams or rivers in the area to augment the
water supply. Obviously, if that is done, the cost
of constructing the dam and providing connec-

tions from the dam to the town water supply will
be considerable. In addition, it would have to op-
erate outside the present geographical area of the
water authority.

Obviously, that presents problems which the
Bunbury Water Board, on the basis of its current
constitution, cannot overcome and cannot attempt
to overcome. Another factor which must be con-
sidered is that the Bunbury Water Board is con-
stituted, basically, by the same personnel as is the
Bunbury City Council. When one is elected to be
a member of the Bunbury City Council, one is
ipso Facto elected as a member of the Bunbury
Water Board. The whole of the undertaking is
within the municipality. If, as was proposed by
the Public Works Department the year before
last, the Bunbury Water Board were to take over
the water supply in the Capel Shire areas of
Gelorup, Minninup, and Stratham, we would have
to change the composition of the Bunbury Water
Board or the Capel Shire would have to give up
certain of its local authority rights to the Bunbury
City Council. I do not believe that that would
have been easy to achieve. I am sure the Capel
Shire would have wanted representation on the
Bunbury Water Board, and the Act would have
had to be changed to enable that to occur.

Following that, something may also have had to
be done about some of the finance already ex-
pended by the present board in providing the
board's existing capital works being contributed
to by the Capel. Shire. These are some of the
problems which have made it necessary to look at
the situation in the Bunbury area and assess
whether the current arrangements are proper and
in the interests of everyone, or whether a change
should be made in the arrangements.

One of the possibilities, of course, is the
takeover by some State water authority of the
Bunbury Water Board. That is only one of the
possibilities being considered, but members op-
posite who have spoken tonight seem to be taking
it as read that a decision has been made that that
should proceed.

Mr Blaikie: It is not a matter of taking it as
read. It is the indication that came back to me. It
is the Minister who has left no doubt as to his
intentions. That is the difficulty.

Mr D. L. SMITH: All I can say is that that is
the member's view of what the Minister has been
saying. It is not my view. The important thing
about what members opposite have been saying is
that they do not care what are the results of the
study. They do not think the study should pro-
ceed, because everything is okay and there are no
problems such as the one with the constitution of
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the Bunbury Water Board and the future supply
to the Bunbury area. They say, "Just ignore all'
those problems. Don't think of them at all". If a
study is being held, they should not make a pre-
judgment before the results of the study are
known, and oppose it, as they are doing now and
as conservatives always do, without any knowl-
edge of what they are talking about, and without
any assessment of the information provided.

Mr Peter Jones: That is not true. I specifically
said it needs to be looked at in certain areas, but
that there was no need to have a takeover.

Mr D. L. SMITH:. Another problem that has
not been canvassed by members opposite is the
question of equity. This affects not only the resi-
dents or Bunbury, Busselton, and Harvey who
may want to go on having a cheap water supply.
but also the residents of Eaton, Capel, Iioyanup,
Dardanup and Dunsborough. Those residents are
supplied with their water by the Public Works
Department, and they do pay higher rates. How-
ever, they pay higher rates because of the way in
which the water is obtained and the way in which
it is serviced. If the Bunbury Water Board was so
efficient that it could produce wat& more cheaply
than anyone else, one would have expected that
the surrounding areas, instead of being supplied
by the PWD, would be supplied initially by the
Bunbury Water Board or the Harvey Water
Boa rd.

The Harvey Water Board is a good example,
because there is no reason that it could not have
extended its service throughout its municipality.
There is no legal reason that the Harvey Water
Board should not supply water to Australind or to
Binningup. It has not done so because the Harvey
Water Board knows that it could not produce
water for those places cheaper than does the
PWD.

If the Harvey Water Board had taken over
those areas, the rates in Harvey itself would have
increased, because of the problems in servicing
those areas. What they are really doing in
Bunbury, Harvey, and Busselton is servicing a
relatively small area with a scarce State resource
and saying, "Because we can provide it cheaply
over a limited area, we should be allowed to go on
doing it indefinitely, regardless of what impact
that has on the rates or efficiency of providing
services in the surrounding areas".

Mr MacKinnon: You just said the PWD could
provide it cheaper at Binningup. I do not follow
the logic.

Mr D. L. SMITH: The other fallacy in the ar-
guments of the members opposite is that they pre-
sume that, ipso faclo, if the PWD takes over the

Bunbury water supply, costs will increase. I re-
mind the member for Murdoch that the capital
works and the headworks. are there, the service
lines have been provided, and the water is flowing
through the pipes. The facilities of the Bunbury
Water Board are available, and they can be used,
so why would the costs go up?

Mr MacKinnon: It is because the three per cent
goes in.

Mr D. L. SMITH: of S1.5 million, three per
cent is how much?

Mr MacKinnon: You tell me.
Mr D. L. SMITH: The member should do his

maths. It should also be divided by the number of
rate assessments issued by the board. How much
is that per ratepayer?

Mr MacKinnon. You tell the people of
Bunbury you would like to increase their rates
tomorrow.

Mr D. L. SMITH: Why would the rates in-
crease at all? If there is no increase in the cost of
providing the water and costs are being covered,
there is no need for an increase in the rates, unless
we adopt a State-wide system of rating in the
board area. It cannot be presumed that this would
be the case if there were a takeover. In fact, if
there were a takeover, it could be a condition of
the takeover that the Current system of rating and
valuation should Continue.

Mr Blaikie: Now we know there will be a
takeover.

Mr DI. L. SMITH: The member should not try
to misconstrue my remarks. I know how long he
has been in the House and how hard he finds his
presence here, but he should not run away with
himself. I said that, if there were to be a takeover,
there was no reason for the current system of
rating and valuation not to continue, and, if that
were the case, there would be no increase in rates
at all. The entire case of the Opposition is based
on the idea that rates will be increased, when
nothing like that need occur.

Mr Peter Jones: If it is a question of equity,
does it interfere with your other question about
Bunbury so far as charges are concerned?

Mr D. L. SMITH: It does not destroy the argu-
ment; it is one of the considerations which re-
quired a decision as to whether there should be an
inquiry. The outcome of the inquiry could be that
the existing rating and valuation system remains
in place, and, if that Were SO, no increase in rates
would take place, and the arguments raised by the
Opposition would go out the window.

Mr Peter Jones: Your argument of quality is
interfered with.
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Mr D. L. SMITH: I will not debate the point if
the member wishes to debate it at that level.

Mr MacKinnon: He's losing now.
Mr D. L. SMITH: I am not losing. There is

also the question of whether the water supply is
satisfactory to all of Bunbury's residents, and the
truth is that it is not. We have a problem in
Bunbury with magnesium, and the year before we
bad a problem with tadpoles getting into the
supply. Women see advertisements about clean
washing, but in Bunbury the washing often comes
out brown as a result of the magnesium in the
water supply. These are part of the reason for the
inquiry, and the Government has done the right
thing in having one.

However, I emphasise that I stand by my Press
releases on this issue in that I still believe there
ought not to be a takeover, but I will not be like
members opposite, who are willing to prejudge the
results, of the inquiry and ignore all the infor-
mation that may become available because of it.
All that members opposite have done is to ask
themselves how they can embarrass the Govern-
ment. At 1.00 a.m. they move this kind of amend-
ment as part of the Address-in- Reply.

Mr MacKinnon: We are quite willing to do it
tomorrow.

Mr D. L. SMITH: I do not object to the time it
was raised; I object to its being raised at all.

Mr MacKinnon: Why did you mention the time
in the first place?

Mr D. L. SMITH: This amendment shows how
shallow are the issues the Opposition has raised in
this Address-i n- Reply. Many more important
issues race the people of this State, and in particu-
lar the people of the south-west including those
living in Bunbury, Mitchell, and Vasse. Those
other matters are the ones they should have raised
in the Address-in-Reply. They have not, and if
this is the attitude of the Opposition, it will be on
that side for a long time.

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [1.05
a.): I support the amendment of the member
for Vasse. My main objection to the takeover is
that costs will be increased for the residents of
Bunbury, Busselton, and Harvey. There is no need
to take over these boards, which since their incep-
tion have operated efficiently. A takeover of these
boards, as predicted, will mean at least a doubling
of the costs incurred by the residents of the areas.
At present we have efficient boards, and it is quite
logical that there is no need to take them over. If
they are taken over, it will be merely for the sake
of taking them over. Why should the residents
have their waler bills doubled?

An iniquitous situation arises in business, where
small businessmen bear a disproportionate share
of water costs. This situation will be even worse
following an increase in water costs as a result of
any takeover by the Public Works Department.
Businesses in the south-west and other country
areas have in recent years been going backwards
with the amalgamation of farms, the shift of
country people to the cities, and low prices in con-
nection with the south-west cattle industry over
the last six years or so. These people will suffer
another blow as a result of any takeover of these
water boards by the PWD. For the sake of these
people, the status quo should remain. I have been
led to believe by a senior PWD fellow that the
PWD has been given a takeover date.

Mr Tonkin: I wish they would tell me about it.

Mr BRADSHAW: I will not say who he is, but
he told me this about three months ago. He said it
was I July 1985.

Mr Tonkin: You are very confused; I July 1985
is the time the flew State water authority will
come into operation.

Mr RRADSHAW: I was not told that; I was
told it was the takeover date for the Harvey
Water Board.

Mr Tonkin: I am sure you misunderstood.

Mr BRADSHAW: He did not say anything
about a State water authority.

Mr Tonkin: He must have been in error.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is what he told me.

Mr Tonkin: I think you may have misunder-
stood him.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Murray-Wellington has the call from the Chair to
make an address to the Chair, not to other mem-
bers. In addition, interjections are highly dis-
orderly, and at 1.10 am, they are more than dis-
orderly.

Mr BRADSHAW: Just as the Government has
been confused over the question of uranium
mining at Veelirrie and our finishing time of
I1.00 p.m., it seems to be confused also in regard
to the takeover of water boards, as reported by
the South Western Times of 29 July. The article
states-

The two Government parliamentary mem-
bers for the area-David and Phillip
Smith-have both opposed the takeover.
Mitchell MLA David Smith said yesterday
that the State's three local water boards
should be left alone; providing they could
produce cheaper water for the ratepayers.
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"In Bunbury's case, there is a considerable
economy in the fact that the board can be
run as a joint enterprise with the city coun-
cil," he said.

"if there was a takeover I think we might
not only have increased water rates, but also
increased municipal rates because those
conomies would be lost."

Just as that will happen in Bunbury, it will hap-
pen in Harvey. The Harvey Water Board and the
Harvey Shire use the same plumber; the board
uses the plumber when he is not used by the shire.
A takeover not only will lead to confusion for the
poor plumber because he will not know where he
stands, but also will lead to the Harvey Shire's
having to work out whether it can afford to em-
ploy a full-time plumber. Perhaps the Minister for
Water Resources should concentrate more on
Australind's unsuitable water, which is a definite
health hazard. is undrinkable, and is unpalatable.

Mr Tonkin: What watcr is that?
Mr BRADSHAW' The Australind water. It is

time the Government gave a guarantee that this
problem will be fixed as soon as possible.

Mr Blaikic interjected.
Mr D. L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Just a few moments

ago I callcd for members not to intcrject.
Mr BRADSHAW The Government should

leave the Busselton. Harvey, and Bunbury Water
Boards as they are; it should not allow any
takeover or higher charg~s to be imposed. I have
lived in the Harvey area for 15 years and I know
that the Harvey Water Board provides first-class
water in a first-class service.

Mr Tonkin: Thc water is from PWD sources.

Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, and it is administered
by the board efficiently. While we have economic
boards, we should not interfere with them.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) 11.13 am.]: The
Opposition is encouraged by the support of this
amendment by the members for Bunbury and
Mitchell. They are members who do not want to
go along with the ALP policy of centralising
everything: they will stand up for their rights. It is
wonderful to see new members of' this Parliament

saigthat they do not want the Public Works
Department to use its overriding power to control
water boards from Esperanee to Wyndham. We
have the unique situation of water boards op-
erating efficienitly, and we want them to stay that
way. The stand of the members is applauded; we
will support their support of this amendment. 1
ask other members of the Government to search

their consciences to determine whether they will
Support the boards.

The individual boards bring benefits to the
people in the areas they serve, and no-one has
been able to demonstrate they are inefficient or
that any reason exists for them to be taken over.
The Minister for Water Resources went into a
langwinded explanation of hypothetical
cases-"What if ... ?", "What about that?" All
the conditions that might lead to a takeover were
gone through.

Mr Tonkin: I showed you some of the consider-
ations we had to take into account.

Mr LAURANCE: Exactly, and I wondered
why the Minister went through these.

Mr Tonkin: I did not say none of them applied.
These are considerations we have to take into ac-
count.

Mr LAURANCE: Sure, but the Minister gave
an assurance to the House that none of these con-
ditions applied to the particular principles he was
talking about.

Mr Tonkin: I didn't say that at all.
Mr LAURANCE: Are we misleading the

House if we say these are the sorts of things the
Government is considering?

Mr Tonkin: Yes you are. That is misleading.
Mr LAURANGE: The Minister has convoluted

thinking tonight.
Mr Tonkin: I haven't. You are not too subtle in

your thinking.
Mr LAURANCE; Perhaps it is the late hour.

The Minister does seem to be moving towards the
takeover of water boards by the Public Works De-
partment. and it has been demonstrated by the
Opposition th.'t this would not be a good thing. I
direct my rc arks, to other members of the
Government to see whether they will support their
colleagues, the members for Mitchell and
Bunbury. in opposing such a takeover and there-
fore give their proper support to the Opposition's
amendment.

Mr Bertram: Didn't you say they arc members
of the socialist left?

Mr LAURANCE: No. The member must be
confused.

Mr Clarko: That is not uncommon, is it'?
Mr LAURANCE: The member has not been

Following the debate closely enough and that is
excusable. Obviously the Government wants to
run this House by exhaustion. It indicated it was
not going to do so, but the Leader of the House
has now thrown that out the window by his tactic
tonight of keeping us here to all hours. Neverthe-
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less, that is no excuse for the member's not paying
attention to the debate.

Mr Bertram: I did,
Mr LAURANCE: It would be appropriate for

members of the Government to give serious con-
sideration to the Opposition's amendment because
this represents an opportunity for members to join
with their two colleagues-

Mr Tonkin: We are giving as much consider-
ation to it as did your Leader of the Opposition
and the member for Katanning-Roc.

Mr LAURANCE7 They thought about it
deeply and probably are still doing so.

Mr Tonkin: Very deeply.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: The member for Katanning-

Roe is dead.
Mr LAURANCE: They will be waiting to see

how many members opposite support the mem-
bers for Bunbury and Mitchell. They deserve a
great deal of support. We brought this amend-
ment to the House in order to take up their stand
in the hope that other members of the Govern-
ment will support them in the division on this
matter. We will benefit from this.

We must think about this matter. We arc
facing the takeover of small bodies which are
doing a good job in bringing benefits to the people
that they serve, and they deserve the Govern-
ment's support. Government members could leave
those two members stranded high and dry, or they
have the opportunity to comne across and vote with
them.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: High and dry, that's good!
Mr LAURANCE: No pun intended. 1 meant to

back them up. They have come out strongly in the
local Press in support of 'Bunbury 2000" and in
not bowing down to a takeover by the Public
Works Department. Members should give serious
Consideration to their position and should come
out strongly on this issue. We do not have to do
anything until 1985. There is no need to take over
these bodies. No advantages in taking them over
have been demonstrated. The Government has
taken great pains to ensure that it does not deni-
grate the water boards in any way. It has sup-
ported them and said they are efficient. When the
time comes for us to decide this matter, I ask
members opposite to support those two members.

I support the amendment.
MR SPRIGGS (Darling Range) [1.18 a.m.J: I

support the member for Vasse on this matter.

Mr Wilson: Only just.
Mr SPRIGGS: I support his amendment. If

nothing else, this proposition clearly illustrates the

Government's policy in regard to country areas. It
is embarking on a centralised policy. It clearly
shows what interest it has in the country and its
people. This efficient service has been serving the
people of those districts for I do not know how
many years.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Why are you talking about it
then, if you do not know how long it has been op-
erating?

Mr SPRIGGS: Perhaps the Minister might tell
me, but it has been operating for a number of
years. It is an efficient service run by people with
local knowledge and experience. This centralised
Government-

Mr Burkett: Socialist!
Mr SPRIGGS: -not only is prepared to take

away from the people of Bunbury, Busselton, and
Harvey that efficient service which has been op-
erating for many years, but also is prepared to
central ise-

Mr Tonkin: Are you a country member?
Mr SPRIGGS: I am.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Not for long.
Mr SPRIGGS: As I said earlier, the Minister

does not know where my electorate is. That shows
how little he knows about the country.

Mr Pearce: You live closer to Perth than I do.
Mr SPRIGGS: The Minister has clearly indi-

cated that when this service is taken over-

M r Tonkin: Do you want to bet?
Mr SPRIGGS: It will be taken over by this

Government.
Mr Tonkin: Do you want a friendly charities

ticket on that?
Mr SPRIGGS: The boards will be taken over

and this will result in huge increases to the people
of the towns concerned. I was interested to read
that the members for Mitchell and Bunbury are
opposed to the takeovers. Tonight, when the vote
is taken on this amendment, we will sec how
strong and how sincere is their opposition to the
Government's proposal. We will find they they
will vote with the Government and will not be
prepared to show their true colours or their sup-
port for the districts they represent. This is in line
with other challenges to the parliamentary system
in the last few weeks. This Government attempts
to take over and remove from the country any
representative that it can.

Mr Blaikie: Shame!

Mr SPR!GGS: This policy does that right
along the line. In the Government's opinion, no-
body who does not live within the combined
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metropolitan area, should have a say on this mat-
ter.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What has this got to do with
the water boards?

Point of Order

Mr BURKETT: This is a departure from the
amendment, Mr Speaker.

Government members: Hear, hear!

The SPEAKER: I think the member is getting
around to the subject before the Chair.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr Pearce: I wish he would speed it up a bit.

Mr SPRIlGGS: There has been no departure
from the amendment whatsoever.

This is purely a policy of the Government. The
Government has no consideration whatsoever for
anybody living outside the metropolitan area. If it
goes ahead with this policy, it will come unstuck.
The Government knows that. Perhaps that will be
the only thing that will relieve the people of those
towns from the added burden of increased costs
with which they will be faced if the takeover suc-
ceeds.

Mr Wilson: Are you winding down Now?

Mr SPRIGOGS: Yes, I have finished.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Blaikic
Mr Bratdshaw
Mr Clario
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Lauvance

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

and a division taken m~

Ayes 115
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr O*Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 26
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Melver
Mr Parker
M r Pea rce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J, Smith
Mr A. D- Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hitll

jib the

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Hassell Mr Bryce
Mr Mensaros Mr Terry Burke
Mr Thompon Mr Brian Burke
Dr Dadour Mr Barnctt
Amendment thus negatived.

Adjournment of Debate

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) 11.27 a.m.]: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion put and a division taken with the fol-

lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

Ayes
Mr Hassell
Mr Mensaros
Mr Thompson
Dr Dadour
Mr Tubby

Ayes 19
Mr Mece
M r O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 25
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Kill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
M r Terry Burke
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Barnett
Mr A. D. Taylor

(Teller)

(Teller)

Motion thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

(Teller) MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [ 1.30 a.m.]: I am
pleased to make my contribution to this Address-
in-Reply debate, although I would prefer to make
it at a time a little more conducive to the making
of succinct remarks.

Mr Parker: This is the appropriate time: The
death hour.

Mr Bertram: Stop apologising.
Mr LAURANCE: I am not apologising; it is

simply regrettable I could not make my contri-
bution at a more reasonable hour. However, that
will not prevent me from taking my allotted time.

(Teller) After the comments of the former Opposition
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about legislation by exhaustion, one would have
hoped for more rational sitting hours than these.

Mr Tonkin: You squeal every time there is a
guillotine, and you squeal when we sit late. It
must be one thing or the other.

Mr LAURANCE: There is no need to guillo-
tine the Add ress-i n- Reply, surely.

Mr Pearce: It is because of all the amendments
your members have moved,

Mr LAURANCE: This is only the second
amendment today.

Mr Tonkin: We have had eight or nine amend-
ments so far.

Mr Bertram: Introduce another three or four
amendments.

Mr LAURANCE: I am pleased (he member
for Balcatta is taking such a keen interest in the
debate; we have saved a few amendments for him.
The Leader of the House needs to take a good
look at himself, because he has fouled up every-
thing, so far. During the first week of the session,
he decided without any consultation at all to
change the sitting hours. It led to a very bitter
scene in the Parliament.

Mr Tonkin: That is because you did not realise
you had lost the election.

Mr LAURANCE: Members opposite were
offered the courtesy of consultation when they
were in Opposition. During the term of our
Government hours were changed only by agree-
ment. However, on this occasion we were not ex-
tended the same courtesy. The Leader of the
House came in with his great jack boots. He was
the very person who, when in Opposition, went on
so much about being stamped on and walked over,
yet he is now one of the worst offenders in this re-
spect. It is only fitting that we should be here
now, in the early hours of the morning, debating
the Address-in-Reply while the Leader of the
House sits opposite. The Leader of the House said
the Parliament would rise at approximately I I
o'clock each nigh[. Of course, there have been
times when we have gone past I11.00 p.m. so that
the Government could reach a particular stage of
a Bill; it was entitled to do that, and that was ac-
cepted by the Opposition. However, the Oppo-
sition cannot understand why the Government
wants to press on with thc Address-in-Reply.

Mr Pearce: Because we have a legislative pro-
gramine.

Mr LAURANCE: The Opposition believes
that, with [he earicr starting time, an 1I .00 p.m.
finish is reasonable. Of all the disasters for which
the Leader of the House has been respon-
sible-and there have been plenty of them-this

is one of the worst: Railroading the Address-in-
Reply, even if it takes all night. I am disap-
pointed-

Mr Tonkin: You would have been disappointed
if I had done otherwise, because you say you ex-
pect this of me.

Mr LAURANCE: We thought the Minister
might have changed, and become a bit more re-
sponsible; unfortunately, that is too much to hope
for.

I wish to deal with matters relating to the
Transport portfolio.

Mr Pearce: Have you cleared these remarks
with the member for Dale?

Mr LAURANCE: That remark was quite un-
becoming of the Minister for Education, and I
wIl come back to it in a moment; the point needs
to be made both to the Minister for Education
and the Minister for Transport.

Great things have happened in the transport
area in this State in recent years.

Mr Mclver: Certainly in the last six months.
Mr LAURANCE: Not at all. The whole thrust

of the previous Government's transport policy was
towards deregulation, which represented quite an
historic movement away from the existing regu-
lated system. The thrust of this policy of
deregulation was for one reason: namely. to ben-
efit the consumers, the users of transport. They
are the people who have made the biggest gains
out of a deregulated transport system. The chal-
lenge for this Government is to maintain that pol-
icy of deregulation, or go the other way and regu-
late the entire system once again.

If we are to return to our regulated system, it
will favour the people who work within the
system, rather than those who use it.

There have been historic reasons for the main-
tenance in the past of a regulated system, and it
was a very brave and innovative Minister in our
Government who decided to move to a
deregulated system.

That brings me to the matter of the former
Minister for Transport. We heard some cynical
comments from the Minister for Education. In re-
lation to the matter of cynicism, I was delighted
to read in the latest issue of The Civil Service
Journal comments about a former debating cap-
tain.

Mr Pearce: The CSA had its nose put out of
joint because I pointed to its lack of success in
getting benefits for its members.

Mr LAURANCE: I thought it was a very ap-
propriate comment about the Minister for Edu-
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cation, and proves he is not the only person who
can use cynicism in this way.

I wish to refer to the present Minister for
Transport, because he has made great play of
trying to denigrate the former Minister for
Transport. The record of thc former Minister for
Transport is a matter of fact; he has the runs on
the board, whereas the present Minister is only a
new boy, and has yet to establish himself as a
Minister of the Crown and as a person who can
run the transport system of this State.

Mr Grill: I have never denigrated the previous
Minister. Certainly, he has made a fool of himself
on ocecasions.

Mr MacKinnon: That is the pot calling the
kettle black.

Mr LAURANCE: The present Minister for
Transport certainly has done that on occasions re-
cent ly.

Mr Grill: If you claim I have done that, give an
example.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Transport
has only to look at his answers to questions.

Mr Grill: When and where? You cannot tell
me.

Mr LAURANCE: I have given the Minister
examples before in this House, and I will give him
another one now: I refer to the cynical comment
he made at the commencement of his answer to a
simple question, which he took some three days to
answer. The member seeking the information re-
quested that it be provided before the reopening
of the Perth-Fremantle railway line, and in reply,
the Minister for Transport commenced with the
cynical words, "I thank the member for his great
patience" and then provided the answers. This
Minister has never missed an opportunity to slide
the knife into the former Minister. However, the
former Minister for Transport has a record which
will live long in the history of this State, because
he had the courage to move towards a deregulated
transport system.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Why did you sack him as
shadow Minister?

Mr LAURANCE: I might ask the Minister for
Transport why he is not Minister for Mines.
Changes have been made on this side, just as
they have been made opposite.

Mr O'Connor: The member for Dale was not
sacked as shadow Minister. You do not know
what you are talking about to make such a
suggestion.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Of course he was.

Mr O'Connor: You do not know what you are
talking about.

The SPEAKER; Order! We will never get
home if interjections continue at this rate. I ask
the member to address the Chair.

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I
am not sure the Leader of the House wants us to
go home; I think the debate is proceeding exactly
the way he wants things to run.

It is unbecoming of Government Ministers, par-
ticularly the Minister for Transport, to take this
attitude to a previous Minister whose record will
live long in the history of this State because of the
deregulated system of transport he was able to
introduce. That system is a great credit to him
and the consumers of transport in this State will
benefit for a long time to come.

I pay tribute to the previous Commissioner of
Transport. It was a great pity he decided to retire
at this time. Of course, with the attack on retiring
people which has been launched by the Federal
Labor Government in recent times, I cannot
blame him.

I pay tribute to Mr Don Dyson for the great
work he did in implementing the policy brought
into being by the former Minister, Mr Rushton.
The commissioner handled his responsibilites par-
ticularly well and was the. person chiefly respon-
sible for running a deregulated system. He was a
very big man inasmuch as he was able to accept
change and implement the move from a regulated
system to a deregulated system. It will be to his
everlasting credit that he was able to do that
smoothly and effectively. It is a great pity he has
decided to retire. He is still a young man with
plenty to give to the State. I hope he finds a way
to contribute effectively to this State and our
transport system. I hope those who follow in his
place are able to do the job as effectively as he
did.

The policy of deregulation was well founded on
an extensive study known as the SWATS study. It
was the basis for moving to the new system. It
pointed out the benefits of the move and the ways
in which it could be done smoothly so that we
could have a step by step introduction to a
deregulated system. It was a great success and
benefited the people of this State. However, it ap-
pears the Government is losing its way and back-
ing away from deregulation. I believe it wants to
benefit those working in the system rather than
those using the system. I have nothing against
those working in the system, but we must remem-
ber that it is designed for the users. They must
take pride of place when we consider any policy or
transport system.
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I call on the Minister for Transport to give a
commitment to the deregulated system we have
now. He has made some remarks publicly that
would lead the industry to beieve he will main-
tain the deregulated system. Other statements he
has made in answers to questions in Parliament
indicate he may be bowing to the wishes of vari-
ous transport unions and will shift away from
deregulation. That is one area in which I believe
this Minister is losing his way in the Transport
portfolio.

The second area relates to the ballooning defi-
cits. Transport deficits are not new;, they have
been with us Car a long time, and will be with us
perhaps forever. Our concern is the level of the
deficit. The Minister already has seen the deficit
blow out, and the reason for it is bad manage-
ment.

Mr Grill: Under your Government.
Mr LAURANCE: No, under the Minister's

Government. It has blowp out in his time, and he
knows it. The Minister has made public state-
ments to that effect.

I believe he is confusing the public and the
transport industry by the indecision surrounding
his administration becuase every time a problem
arises in the Transport portfolio the Minister calls
an inquiry. A heap of inquiries already are under
way. That is consistent with the Government's
stance; it has instigated an enormous number of
inquiries in all portfolios. The Transport portfolio
like many others has been subject to too many in-
quiries in the short time the Minister has been in
the job. We are looking for some decisions from
him, rather than his referring everything to a
committee of inquiry. I do not want to weary the
House, but I will outline the inquiries currently
under way in the Transport portfolio.

Mr O'Connor: You have only 31 minutes left.
Mr Pearce: Why did your people hold an elec-

tion for deputy leader when the former Minister
for Transport could not run?

Mr LAURANCE: I have no doubt the member
for Dale will answer that. A number of changes
have taken place on the Minister's side of the
House, and some Ministers did not end up with
the portfolios they had as shadow Ministers. We
arc not denigrating the Minister because of that.

Mr Pearce: The former Minister for Transport
asked you to hold off for a couple of days so he
could run for deputy leader.

Mr LAURANCE: That is a different matter
entirely. HeI did a marvellous job. It will be
interesting to see whether this Minister or any

other Minister is able to match the length of time
he held the Transport portfolio.

Mr Pearce: Why vote him out of the deputy
leadership then?

Mr LAURANCE: I spoke about his perform-
ance as Minister for Transport. I will continue
this debate as long as the Minister likes provided
he agrees to give me an extension of time.

The transport inquiries currently under way in-
clude a land freight inquiry. A tremendous
change in policy took place 12 months ago and
already, under pressure from the unions, particu-
larly the railway unions, this inquiry has been set
up. It is of real concern to the transport industry,
and the Minister knows it. It has been clearly
pointed out to him by the private sector of that in-
dustry. We moved after much public discussion
and debate to deregulate the system. That was of
great benefit to the private sector of the industry
and to transport users in this State, but it has
been thrown back into the melting pot by the call-
ing of this inquiry which is stacked with union
representatives; and we know the reason they
want the inquiry-it is to pull back from the
deregulated system.

It is time the Minister and the Government said
publicly where they stand on the matter. They
have tried to sweep it under the carpet and to hide
behind the inquiry. If it were the only inquiry
being held, it would be bad enough, but it is one
of many and it is doing no good for the transport
system in this State.

The second inquiry is a strategy committee on
transport needs of the Perth central city area.
Here again, the Minister has caused concern and
confusion among transport people, local authority
administrators and central city traders. The third
inquiry is into industrial relations within Westrail.
Obviously, industrial problems exist within
Westrail and the Minister does not seem able to
get on top of them, so he has appointed Dr Norm
Dufty to inquire into the matter.

The fourth inquiry is a feasibility study of a
city bus terminal for tourist coaches. If the Minis-
ter had any nous he would call in the -people him-
self, and if a need existed for change he would be
able to size up the situation and implement the
change. The fifth inquiry is a review of the
students' travel subsidy scheme. This is causing
concern in rural and remote areas of the State. If
any reason exists for change, why does not the
Government give an indication of the changes it
wants? Where is its policy? Why not make a de-
termination rather than sidestep the issue and
hold yet another inquiry?
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The sixth area is a review or the future or the
Port of Albany. Nobody says we should not look
at the port's future, and I presume the member
for Albany would support some sort of inquiry. If
something needs to be done why does not the
Minister do it? If he is so keen to hold inquiries,
why not set up one into the future of the Port of
Esperance? It may be that additional freights
could go there, perhaps from the Veelirrie project
he is so keen about.

The seventh inquiry is one into the taxi indus-
try. The Minister has made a number of public
statements on the future of that industry, which is
causing concern. I have received representations
from people in the industry saying that they want
to know where they are heading. They are
running into serious trouble because of the re-
cession in the economy. The people want to know
where they are going and they do not want to
have what is in mind for this inquiry put to an in-
quiry. They are looking to the Minister to give a
lead, to give some direction in all of those areas.

The Minister has inquiries in process in seven
different areas. That indicates confusion in the
Minister's mind; it indicates a lack of policy and a
lack of direction on the part of the Government.
That is causing consternation and confusion
among the people involved in the industry. They
need to know where they are going. Obviously
they have decisions to make. They need to have
confidence in the administration of this Govern-
ment, and that is not forthcoming.

I make the point forcefully that the Minister
should get on top of his portfolio. He needs to
start giving some direction.

A further point relates to the ever-increasing
deficits. The Minister indicated publicly that he is
concerned about rising deficits. He would have to
be concerned as the level is reaching the point
where it is horrific. I agree that containing public
transport deficits is not an easy task, and it can be
done only by a relentless struggle against rising
costs. It must be a day-in-day-out operation to
make sure that the costs go down. It means sound
management decisions, and that is exactly what
we have not seen.

We have already seen that the Metropolitan
Transport Trust was the first organisation to
break thc wages pause, and the Government
sanctioned that action. That forced up the costs
by something over SI million. There may have
been a very good reason, but why was it that the
first break in the wages pause was in the public
transport sector? Then, of course, we saw the
crazy decision with regard to the Perth-Frernantle
railway. Something like $5 million was added to

the deficit there. The Minister indicated that was
a political decision, but I will point out to him the
consequences, in terms of the public transport
deficit, or' that crazy decision. The people of the
State will go on paying and paying for that de-
cision. The Minister cannot make crazy manage-
ment decisions here, there, and everywhere, and
then say to the public, "Oh, look, the deficits are
getting out of hand". We know they are getting
out of hand. The Minister is making them get out
of hand. That is the consequence of his decisions
in the public transport area.

If the Minister is not on top of the job, he will
come to the Parliament in a few weeks with a
total transport deficit of something like $120
million, as he has indicated. He is talking about
Westrail facing a deficit next year that could be
as high as $75 million. The figures will continue
to burgeon.

We should have it publicly on record early in
the life of the Government that these things are
happening, because we will be interested to see
what happens in the next 21/-year period. At the
end of the Government's three-year term, will we
be able to say, "Has the Government been able to
come to grips with containing the public transport
deficits or has it let them blow out?" In six
months, we have seen them starting to blow out,
and that is an indication of the way we are going.
The blame for that will be laid solely at the feet
of the Government.

Now I have raised the matter of the increase in
deficits, I will deal with an area that has caused
the biggest blow-out in transport deficits in the
last few months. That was the decision made
against all advice to reopen the Perth-F'remantle
passenger railway service. When one thinks of the
studies conducted over the years in order to find
out where we should be going in public
transport-sudies by various Governments, in-
eluding Labor Governments as well as the pre-
vious Liberal-National Country Party Govern-
ment-and all the advice that various experts
have given, that is a ridiculous situation.

If we go back as far as 1970, a study known as
PERTS-Pcrth Regional Transport
Study-recommnrded buses and busways to re-
place rail for the future transport needs of Perth
City. In 1972, another study was called PERTS 2.
That considered rail electrification, but it came
up with the same conclusion as PERTS I, that
buses and busways were the best option for Perth.

In 1974, Wilbur Smith & Associates were com-
missioned to do a study. They examined electrifi-
cation of the system and some undergrounding;
but they returned to the same result, that Perth
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should be looking at a system of buses rather than
any other form of public transport.

In 1982, a study done and released by the Di-
rector General of Transport called Transport
2000-A Perth Study gave the same result and
spelt it out clearly. I will refer to some of the con-
clusions in that report. Amongst other things, the
report said that users of the Perth bus service pay
33 per cent of the cost of providing the service,
and the users of the passenger rail service pay 14
per cent of the cost. It said also that unwise ex-
penditure can leave a legacy of mounting annual
deficits. That is what we have had this
year-unwise expenditure which will leave a leg-
acy of mounting annual deficits, while restricting
the transport options available in later years.

That report points out that there is no strong
economic case for the continuation of the existing
rail passenger service in the Armadale and Mid-
land corridors. That was the considered view of
the Director General of Transport in his
Transport 2000 study completed only last year.
He made the point that our rail system is the
smallest and least patronised of those in any Aus-
tralian capital. The report said also that 575
people worked on suburban rail, but the MTT,
with 3 / times the number of employees, carried
80 times as many passengers. The report said also
that an important issue in the next 20 years is the
integrity of the bus system to provide public
transport services appropriate to Perth's needs at
the least cost to the taxpayer.

Finally, even at the highest conceivable patron-
age levels, it is difficult to make an economic case
for an integrated rail-bus system for Perth's pub-
lic transport spines. These matters are well docu-
mented in the Transport 2000 study, which is one
of the latest studies to be published on the future
needs of public transport for this State.

A further study was conducted in 1982 by R.
Travers Morgan Pty. Ltd.-

Mr Wilson: That is a lot of inquiries.
Mr LAURANCE: It is not as many over a

period of 13 years as the Minister has instigated
in several months. That period takes in the period
of the previous Labor Government as well.

..Mr Rushton: The regrettable part is that the
work has been done, and all he has to do is to
make some decisions. He does not seem to be able
to do so.

Mr LAURANCE: The ft. Travers Morgan re-
port was commissioned to determine the impact of
the closure of the Perth-Fremantle rail system,
and whether is should be reopened. Among its
recommendations, the following appears-

A. The on-street bus system is the most ap-
propriate form of passenger transport
services between Perth and Fremantle.
We consider it unlikely that this con-
clusion would change for at least ten
years and probably not for the remain-
der of this century.

That is the latest advice that was available to the
Government. However, it chose to ignore that and
it has every right to do so. It was a political de-
cision. I am just reminding the Parliament and
the people of this State not only of the cost this
year, but also of the continuing cost of that de-
cision. The Transport 2000 study also spelt out
why buses were favoured by all the studies. It in-
dicated that, in 1981, the rail subsidy per passen-
ger for every passenger journey taken was $1.92;
the bus subsidy was 54c per passenger. By 1983
the rail subsidy per passenger journey was 32.50.
So every time a passenger hopped on to a rail ser-
vice the public of this State had to subsidise him
by $2.50.

The cost of reintroducing the Fremantle-Perth
service has been estimated by the Minister and
the Government as adding $3.7 million to the
deficit, but already there has been a considerable
blow-out in the costs of recommencing that ser-
vice and the Opposition has steadfastly main-
tained there will be a deficit of at least $5 million.
The public needs to be aware that the loss on the
service will be $5 million a year.

The original estimate for resleepering and re-
furbishing the line in order to reopen the service
was $8 10 000. By way of answer to question 249
of 28 July the Minister said, "The known costs up
to this stage"-these were not the final
costs-"wcre $1 133 000"' and there was more to
come.

Mr Grill: You have misread the answer.
Mr LAURANCE: That is the answer the Min-

ister gave.
Mr Grill: You just don't understand it.
Mr LAURANCE3: Is the Minister denying it

cost over $1.1 million to get the service reopened?
Mr Grill: I certainly am.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is open to the

charge of misleading the Parliament too.
Mr Grill; You have misread the answer.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is on public
record as saying that is the cost, and I make the
point it is one-third greater than the Minister esti-
mated just to get us to opening day.

Mr Grill: I am simply telling you, that you are
wrong.
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Mr LAURANCE: If there were any good
reasons for not reopening the service, they were
outlined clearly in the Minister's submission to
cabinet. I appreciate the open Government we are
getting in this State, because within a few hours
of the Cabinet minute's being presented to Cabi-
net, I had a copy presented to me.

Mr Davies: A stolen document!
Mr LAURANCE: Not at all. It was made

freely available after the Cabinet meeting. A
press release was circulated and a Cabinet minute
was distributed, so it very soon came to my atten-
tion and I was very pleased to have it.

The point I make is this: Here was a submission
to Cabinet for the reopening of the line and when
one reads it, one sees it gives many reasons that
the line should not be reopened. They are: "if we
reopen the line it will be a fairly rudimentary ser-
vice". That is a great thing for the Government to
promise the people of this State. That was said in
support of the Minister's submission to Cabinet.
It is unbelievable. I shall quote further from the
Cabinet document. It points out, "It will be diffi-
cult to introduce the service, rudimentary as it
will be, because it will compare very unfavourably
with the line bus service". It goes on to talk about
the line bus service as follows-

The question of service quality is of par-
ticular importance on the Fremantle line be-
cause, since closure in 1979, patrons have
been served by some of the most modern bus
technology available, with an exceptionally
high service frequency. The line bus patron-
age increased by 30 per cent between I1980
and 1982-a significantly higher growth rate
than the system average-and presumably
due to positive passenger response to the
technology and frequency.

That is the greatest accolade one could get for the
line bus service. In fact, one would swear this was
a Cabinet minute in favour of retaining that ser-
vice: but no, it is a Cabinet minute in favour of
reintroducing the Fremantle-Perth train service.

The minute refers also to "reduction in service
quality on the Midland and Armadale lines".
Therefore, people on those lines will have to pay
the price in terms of poor service. It goes on to say
that the apparent "blow-out" in the MTT's deficit
will be amplified by the decision to reintroduce
the Fremantle-Perth line. The following quote is
important and the Minister needs to know about
it-

It runs the risk of forcing the N4TT into
cou nter- prod uctive and unpopular cost
cutting measures throughout the system.

In other words, every user of the MTT service will
pay as a result of the reopening of the Fremantle-
Perth line.

In his Cabinet document the Minister also re-
lied upon a report prepared for' him by the Co-
ordinator General of' Transport (Dr Taplin). Dr
Taplin goes even further than the Cabinet minute.
Presumably it was necessary to water it down a
little to satisfy the submission the Minister was
looking for. However, the report by the Co-
ordinator General of' Transport is an indictment
of the decision of the Government to reopen that
service. Every page of the report talks about the
increased likelihood of breakdowns in the service
and the fact that it will be difficult to provide a
safe service which is of great concern to the
people of this State.

I do not have time to present all the details.
Page 2 of Dr Taplin's summary says-

... will necessitate the increased use of old
rolling stock with the consequent increased
likelihood of' breakdowns.

It was irresponsible of the Government to make
this decision, bearing in mind the weight of evi-
dence and the studies over the years, the Minis-
ter's own studies conducted at his direction, and
given to him by the Co-ordinator General of
Transport.

At page 12 Dr Taplin talks about the rolling
stock-that is the stock which will be used on the
service-and he says, "Wooden coaches are on an
underframe built pre-1900". Those coaches were
built last century. That indicates the type of car-
riage which is being put on the service. The
coaches have an underframe built pre-1900. To
continue-

Furthermore, eight of the wooden coaches
are currently not used for regular services
and are held on standby. Six of these car-
riages were originally scheduled to be
scrapped.

That is an indication of the magnificent transport
service the Government has reintroduced and to
which it is subjecting not only the people of the
Fremantle-Perth area, but also the people in Mid-
land and on the other lines. It is an indictment of
the Government to read that report.

Dr Taplin's report says also that, between the
census Figures of 1976 and 1981 the population in
the catchment area actually fell. The Government
is taking this action for a declining population.
The Government has taken a crazy decision which
cannot be backed up. Indeed, the decision has
been refuted and everything points against it. in-
cluding the information provided by the Govern-

2232



[Tuesday, 20 September 19831 23

ment's advisers and the Co-ordinator General of
Transport. As a result, we shall pay for that.

Opinion polls of the catchment area showed
that many people did not intend to use the trains.
The Government has closed off options for the
future. How can any future Government go ahead
and look at modern transport options for that line,
for the northern suburbs, or for any other area of
the State if we are saddled with this cost for an
outdated system? The Government justified its
decision by calling it a "social cost". What is
meant by a "social cost"? It was a political de-
cision.

Mr Parker: The member for Dale invented the
term 'social cost".

Mr LAURANCE: It was a political decision
which the Government tried to rob off as a social
cost. There is a cost all right; it is not only a social
cost, but it is also a cost in cold, hard cash and it
will be paid for by the people using the other
existing lines. I have pointed out already it will be
paid for by the northern suburbs which will have
to wait a lot longer for transport innovations.
Even 25 per cent of the Australian bicentennial
road funds which are to be made available will be
used to pay for new rolling stock that will be put
into service. Therefore, we will deny people who
are waiting for transport innovations and people
who could perhaps be satisfied by new and mod-
ern technology because of the cost and the waste
of public funds involved in the reopening of this
service.

Mr Pearce: You have a funny shadow Minister
arrangement: You are shadow Minister for
Transport and you are opposed to transport; your
shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs is opposed
to Aborigines.

Mr LAURANCE: This is a Government con-
trolled by people who work in the transport
system. I support a transport system that best
serves the users of that system. This Government
has completely forgotten the people who use that
system; it is besotted with the people who work in
the system.

Country people have to pay this social cost as
well, yet they have no chance of using this service.

Mr Parker: What about the Royal Show?
Mr LAURANCE: We have not had one since

this service was reintroduced. Nonetheless, the
Government increased country fares by 10 per
cent from I July. What about making country
fares a social cost to the Government'? What is
happening with grain freights? My colleagues will
point out to the Minister for Transport that grain
freights have increased. It seems the transport of
grain cannot be considered a social cost; every last
cent has to be picked up by the grain growers.
Why? Because the Government wants to remove

country representation; it wants country people to
pay every last cent so that the Government can
waste money on the Fremantle-Perth line. What a
great way to treat country people.

The decision to reopen this line was a political
pay-off to the railway unions of this State. It was
a sell-out of the taxpayers of this Stale, who have
to go on paying for this crazy decision.

I intend to move an amendment to this motion.
Mr Carr: No. 4 for today.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister should talk to

his leader and get him to call off the debate.
Mr Carr: You have been filibustering.
Mr LAURANCE: Does the Minister wish to

deny my right to speak to the Address-in- Reply?
It is his Government's decision that we should still
be debating at this time.

Amendment to Motion
Imove an amendment-

That the following be added to the mo-
tion-

;but it regrets the Government's de-
cision to re-introduce passenger rail ser-
vices between Perth and Fremantle on
the grounds that-
(I) The cost to the taxpayers of West-

emn Australia, with the addition of
at least $3.7 million to the MTT's
deficit, cannot be justified.

(2) The service will be sub-standard.
Initially carriages will be used
which have been either only used on
standby or were due to be scrapped.

(3) Many patrons have been disadvan-
taged by the withdrawal of the
Line-bus service when the Perth-
Fremantle rail service re-com-
menced.

(4) Passengers on the Armadale and
Midland lines will be disadvantaged
due to a lack of resources to ad-
equately handle the additional ser-
vice to Frenmantle.

(5) A much better alternative than re-
opening the Perth-Fremantle ser-
vice utilising old rolling stock would
have been to look at modern options
which may well have been able to
extend the service into the northern
suburbs.

(6) Country people who cannot take
advantage of the Perth-Fremantle
service have already been asked to
pay increased fares and freight
rates. It is inequitable to increase
the burden on country people in
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order to ocr-set the losses caused by
the re-introduction of an uneco-
nomic metropolitan service.

MR McNEE (Mt. Marshall) (2.14 a.m.J: Mr
Speaker-

Several members interjected.
Mr Laurance: Members opposite can laugh

about a 15 per cent increase in grain freight rates.
Mr McNEE: Members opposite will not laugh

for long. I am surprised they are so awake. It is
great to see, because this is important. It is a bit
like doing night shift, so I hope they can stay
awake for the next few minutes, because we will
be discussing rail freight and other matters of im-
portance to my electorate.

Mr Wilson: You would be good on stage.
Mr MeN EE: It is interesting that I was going

to ask the Premier earlier whether he was a mem-
ber of Actors Equity.

The SPEAKER: Order! Despite the fact that it
is 2.15 in the morning, I do not intend to tolerate
interjections; I certainly do not intend to tolerate
interjections from members who are not s.iting in
their own seats. I ask members to co-operate with
the Chair so that the member on his feet can ad-
dress the Chair and complete his speech.

Mr McNEE: It was most disturbing to note
that the Fremantle-Perth rail service was re-
opened at the expense of people in my electorate.
The people along this rail route had been served
by a modern line bus operation, but are now ser-
viced by old trains. I understand that the present
rail service is not as frequent as the previous bus
service.

Someone advanced the theory that the rail ser-
vice was reintroduced in order to get people to the
football. If that were the case, I believe it would
have been cheaper to arrange a taxi for every in-
dividual who wanted to attend the game.

I understand that the decision to reintroduce
the service was a social rather than an economic
decision; that is my clear recollection. The pre-
vious linc bus system appeared to be well pa-
tronised by the people of the area. Now that those
buses have been taken from the system, I imagine
the MTT has to pick up that volume of traffic
somewhere in the system, because if it reduces
one part of the system it reduces its income, so it
is necessary for it to pick up that income some-
where else. Incidentally, perhaps the Minister
could indicate whether those Iinc buses are now
up on blocks or are being utilised elsewhere.

I am concerned by the disastrous effect the
Government is having on rail freights, and the de-
cision to reintroduce the Fremantle-Perth line has

certainly not helped. The member for Gascoyne
spoke of a blowout, but it is something greater
than that. I am concerned for the electors of Mt.
Marshall, and the Minister should be similarly
concerned.

Mr Pearce: I am worried on their behalf.

Mr McNEE: Transport is vital to my elector-
ate; it is something which deeply affects the
people there. Farmers, through the Australian
National Shipping Line, in its transport of phos-
phate rock from Nauru to Australia, subsidise
220 seamen to the tune of $73 000 each a year.
The Federal Government is not helping, because
its fuel excise policy costs Westrail about $4
million a year. I understand that Westrail's loss
for the 1983-84 financial year is expected to be in
the vicinity of $73 million.

We realise we are a captive market, and
certainly we are treated as such by this Govern-
ment. I understand negotiations were to take
place under a scheme of goodwill and fair play.
Westrail is asking for an increase in the order of
14.98 per cent, which means some people in my
electorate will pay $25 a tonne or more in freight,
a totally unrealistic increase. It was interesting to
note in a recent edition of the Farmers Weekly, of
17 August, under the heading of "Westrail screws
farmers" the following statement-

The Grain Freights Steering Committee.
which was prepared to negotiate up to about
a 4.6 per cent increase, which would have
covered all formula cost increases incurred
since 1982, has approached the Minister for
Transport. Mr Grill, in an attempt to break
the deadlock in negotiations.

Mr Bob Griffiths, chairman of the com-
mittee, said, "We have gone to the nego-
tiations with a figure we believe is the maxi-
mum the grain industry of Western Australia
can afford to pay.

That article indicates the truth of the matter. In
the Farmers Weekly of 31 August 1983, under
the heading, "Westrail is slandered by growers",
this article appears-

The grain industry was in no position to be
loaded with increased grain rail freight costs,
the Transport Spokesperson for the Primary
Industry Association, Mr Lindsay Criddle,
has informed the Minister for Transport, Mr
Grill.

Mr Criddle supported his statement with
statistics, obtained from the Marketing and
Economics Division of the WA Department
of Agriculture.
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These showed wheat growers had slumped
from a net operating profit of $8.60 a hectare
for the 1977-78 crop to a loss of $10.90 a
hectare for the 1982-83 crop.

I will not blame this Government for that,' but
nonetheless the situation indicates the state of the
industry. It is reeling under increasing costs, and
this Government opened a line such as the Perth-
Fremantle line while farmers are expected to pay
increased freight charges.

We are tired of this situation and intend to seek
a better deal.

Mr Mclver: There was no line to be reopened:
it was functioning with freight services, and only
the passenger service was reopened.

Mr McNEE: I take the point of the Minister;
the line was opened to passenger traffic, but we
do not think that was necessary. It has not helped
farmers, it has only hindered them. I emphasise
that if this Government is to do the things it
claims it can do, it must look more closely at the
situations in which rural industries find them-
selves. We ask the Government to consider the
grain freight situation in line with the subsidies
already granted to other people.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.25 am.]: I
travelled on the Perth-Fremantle rail service from
when I was five or six years of age until I reached
15 years of age. Occasionally I would travel with
the guard in his carriage at the back of the train,
and sometimes I would have to run up the line, as
the expression was in those days. As a desperate
effort to get on to the train, I would allow myself
to be picked up by the collar and lifted on to it. I
can assure members that would be impossible
today, and I am not sure either that I could run
up the line. I am certain a few people here would
never have been able to do that. The Perth-
Fremantle rail service should be closed.

Mr Gordon Hill interjected.
Mr CLARKO: We are getting a few comments

from the $4 000 man. The Minister for Transport
copped all the criticism over this member's failure
as the Government Whip. I was the Whip for two
years and I did not lose a single measure, es-
pecially not an electoral measure.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO: In regard to transport, the pur-

pose of my speech, the Perth-Fremantle line
should be closed because of the dreadful incubus
of cost placed upon taxpayers. Whether that cost
is $4 million, $5 million, or merely $2 million or
$3 million a year, as costed by various people, it is
money that should not be wasted, particularly at a
time when the Premier has said we are in the

midst of an economic crisis and that his Govern-
ment cannot do all that it promised to do as a re-
sult of that crisis. Even 50 teachers could not be
employed, which would have cost only $1 million;
but $4 million or $5 million a year will be spent
on this line which should be closed. The line could
not pay its way and it will not pay its way for a
long time. The supposed 100000 people who
signed the petition in support of the line should
travel on it. They should use it regularly so that
no need exists to close the line; alternatively, the
people travelling on the line should pay an ad-
ditional $2.35 a trip. If either of those alternatives
were adopted, I would not argue for the closing of
the line.

In practical terms, the reopening of the line is
the result of the muddled thinking of this Govern-
ment. It has tried to say in the past few months
that it was appropriate for it to break its prom-
ises, particularly those in the area of education
because of the economic situation confronting us.
Yet it was not prepared to break its foolish prom-
ise made to its colleagues and the Friends of the
Railways-another rent-a-crowd group-who
merely wish to bludge on the community.

The simple facts are these: If the Government
were to get people to either travel on the train
regularly or pay the necessary Care, there would
be no need for all these Government gyrations
and subsidies. It always intrigues me that despite
the fact that these decisions have been made pub-
lic many times, the people of Western Australia
do not know that during the Tonkin Government,
this House and the Legislative Council passed a
Labor Party Bill to close the Perth-Fremantle
railway line. The public do not seem to remember
that. Many of them do not even know it hap-
pened. It did happen although the Tonkin
Government backed off by not promulgating it
later; but the decision was made in this House by
politicians that the Perth-Fremantle railway
should close.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: If you don't change your op-
inions you never correct your mistakes.

Mr CLARKO: That statement might stand up
on its own, but the situation is that the Tonkin
Government's advisers said that the railway
should close down because it was uneconomical.

Mr Mclver: You are not correct.
Mr CLARKO: What was the situation?
Mr Mclver: It was in relation to the Wilbur

Smith study on the underground. It was not for
the Perth-Fremantle railway. From memory, I
think it was for Cottesloe. The Hon. Colin
Jamieson would support me if he were here. You
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are not correct. You do not know what you are
talking about.

Mr CLARKO: Closing down half the Perth-
Fremantle railway system, for all practical pur-
poses, is the same thing.

Mr Mclver: You people have harped on this
now for years and you still haven't got it correct.
All you have to do is peruse Hansard. The Tonkin
Government did not shut down the passenger ser-
vice; that is the situation.

Mr CLARKO: The Labor Party decided to
close down a significant part of the Perth-
Fremantle railway line. I am informed by my col-
league that it was to Leighton.

Mr Mclver: Your colleague always presents
things incorrectly to the House as does your Party
generally.

Mr CLARKO: If one is to close down a work-
ing part of the Perth-Fremantle railway, whether
it be from Perth to Cottesloc, or Perth to
Leighton. it is the same thing. What is the point
in having a Perth to Fremantle rail way if it runs
only from the Ford Motor Company workshop to
the north wharf? It is a lot of nonsense. The
Government's advisers told it to close the railway
line down and that is what it did.

Mr Mclver: You are too embarrassed because
it has been patronised too well-33 per cent.

Mr CLARKO: The people are not paying their
fair fare.

Mr Mclver: Rubbish!
Mr CLARKO: They are not paying the fair

fare.
Mr Bertram: The fair fare? What are you

talking about?
Mr CLARKO: They are not paying a fair re-

muneration for the service. They are paying $2.35
less. That is like all the hocus-pocus about going
to the Royal Show. Why should not people go to
the Royal Show on the train if it will save them
money? It will not save the taxpayer money. It is
all right for the Royal Show to say it is a good
thing to do. but they are forgetting that the tax-
payer is paying out the money, irrespective of
whether a person thinks he is saving money by
parking his car and riding on the train.

Mr Tonkin: Like the salary For your extra poli-
ticians.

Mr CLARKO: I am happy to talk about the
salary for extra politicians, but I am sure Mr
Spcakcr would prefer me not to do so.

The SPEAKER: Order! Stick to the amend-
ment.

Mr MacKinnon: Well done!

Mr CLARKO: In regard to the people in the
northern suburbs and areas which I represent, the
Government is wasting $4 million or $5 million of
the taxpayers' money on a heap of broken-down
old trains which should have been chopped up for
firewood.

Mr Tonkin: They have never been on a fire-
place.

Mr CLARKO: They will give a reduced ser-
vice; it will not be the same quality of service. The
trains, and their carriages are in such bad con-
dition that they should have been thrown out. The
Government has provided a second-rate service.
The Government is providing a 20-minute service
by train whereas the line buses were 10 minutes
apart, so again it is giving the people only half the
service. Taxpayers of the northern suburbs are
funding this. Because of the pressure groups
within the Labor Party, they are paying out their
share of the $5 million per annum, but they are
not getting adequate services that they need or de-
serve. A great deal has been said about elec-
trifying the Fremantle railway. The Government
should electrify its members and give them a bit
of a charge. It should come out with a system
which does something about providing a proper
transport system in Western Australia.

Mr Tonkin: You are too brilliant for us.
Mr CLARKO: It has been shown quite con-

clusively that Western Australians primarily want
to use the private motor car as their main means
of transport. I read an article a couple of years
ago which claimed that Perth was the most
motorised city in the world, even above Los
Angeles. At the time, Western Australia had a
population of 1.2 million and there were approxi-
mately 650 000 registered vehicles in this State,
far more than one would find on an equivalent
basis in Los Angeles. The people of Western Aus-
tralia pay dearly for that privilege in terms of the
prices that they pay for gasoline. Thanks to the
Leader of the House, we have this "brilliant"
price control legislation which results in standard
petrol now costing more than super petrol-what
a farce! This affects people in the northern sub-
urbs and elsewhere. It is a devious type of price
control and these people are not getting any ben-
efit out of the railway lines. According to the
Minister in 1983-84 the rail loss will be $70-odd
million plus or minus $10 million. The people liv-
ing in the northern suburbs do not use trains so
they are a complete dead loss to them.

Mr Mclver: You are a dead loss for a member.
Mr Hodge interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The Minister for ill health is

about a quarter awake. Someone said he was
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looking a bit green, but perhaps it is his new
glasses. He should perhaps sharpen himself up a
bit.

Mr Hodge: I feel nauseous.
Mr CLARKO: H-e wants all the money for his

health area. He was very critical when he sat over
here last year. It is amazing how people have
turned.

Mr Gordon Hill interjected.
Mr CLARKO: This man Lets $4 000 more

than the rest of us.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO: The other day the Premier said,

-In the future, when we deal with an important
measure, we will ask members to sit in their seats
earlier". What rubbish! It has been done in this
House from time immemorial. The member for
Helena is taking $4 000 extra from the people of
this State.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will con-
fine his remarks 10 the amendment.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr Tonkin: You are wasting the time of the

House.
Mr CLARKO: The people of Western Aus-

tralia do not support a strong public transport
system which is what the Government's public
transport policy asserts. They do not want it be-
cause it costs too much money. They prefer to use
their private motor cars. The bigger the public
transport. system, the more it is loaded up and, of
course, presently all sorts of marvellous state-
ments are being made in terms of the major
routes. This is emanating from the bicentennial
road funding programme. Of course this will
come out of the pockets of each citizen.

Mr Bertram: Of course it will; the people south
of the river.

Mr CLARKO: The Government said it would
bring down the price of gasoline by 3c a litre. Ac-
cording to my friend from the hills, it has gone up
by 6c a litre. That is about normal for the
Government's promiss-'Put them up
Burkc"-and broken promises. We do not believe
that the Government should impose on the citi-
zens of Western Australia a huge transport
system which is inefficient and a tremendous bur-
den on all the people. This railway will serve only
those people who live in that narrow corridor
running between the Swan River and the Indian
Ocean from Fremantle to Perth. How can the
people pay what is a proper price if the Govern-
ment wants to indulge in playing trains? The
Government is just playing a little game. If the
Government wants to have a forward looking

transport system, it should do something about
the Mitchell Freeway. If it has the money to do
that and to make people pay the appropriate fare,
it will not have to provide one cent or have one
part or the metropolitan area which is heavily
subsidised by another area. The people in the
northern area-

Mr Hodge: You are changing your tune. The
other night you were talking about the people
paying the cost of night classes and now you are
saying people should pay rail fares.

Mr CLARKO: I was asking a question of the
Minister. As far as I am concerned, the Govern-
ment did not previously indicate it would put up
the charges. It is a smart trick of this Govern-
ment to create this economic crisis. The Govern-
ment has grossly misrepresented the people of this
State. It claims that it would make Government
charges cheaper and they are higher than ever be-
fore. The Government has done this at least 10
ti mes.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Because of the lateness
of the hour, I do not intend to let the standard of
debate deteriorate. On three occasions, I have
asked the Minister for Education that if he wants
to interject he does so from his own chair. I ask
the Minister to co-operate.

Mr CLARKO: It is interesting that those
interjections came from a man who dared to bring
in a Bill to legitimise homosexuality and another
Bill to legalise marihuana. I suggest to the Minis-
ter that, if he gives it, he should be able to take it.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I suggest to the member for

Helena that, if he is to do his job as Whip, he
should do it properly, or should cop the conse-
quences. It is not fair for the Leader of the House
to cop it.

Socialist Governments do not care about the
burden of the transport debt on their taxpayers.
This Government does not care that it has put up
grain freight rates by 14 per cent. The people
involved in the grain industry believe that it
should be only four per cent.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I have the Press article relating

to that matter before me.
Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: We have a situation where the

Government is using the people of Western Aus-
tralia to provide a railway service for its cronies in
the Fremnantle area. The taxpayers will be faced
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with an annual bill of $5 million plus an extra $60
million for the provision of carriages, and people
in the northern corridor will contribute to this ex-
pendi ture.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The member for Whitford may

be happy for her constituents to contribute to that
expenditure when they receive nothing in return.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: About Five years ago I read that

all metropolitan rail services in Australia ran at a
large deficit, the total for them all being in the
order of $400 million.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: What I am saying is that, when

a State has a transport deficit like we have-
Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: -it is an example of sheer in-

eptitude on the part of the Government. The
people have shown that they do not want to travel
on the Perth-Fremantle railway and they do not
want to pay the necessary fare.

The Government has wasted $5 million on this
project and I remind it of its promises to provide
extra teachers, which it has not done.

Mr Tonkin: Sit down, you mug.
Mr CLARKO: The Leader of the House would

know something about that-he is a jarrab head.
MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for

Transport) [2.45 a.m.J: The member For Gas-
coyne commenced this debate by making certain
remarks of a general nature and I want to quickly
reply to those before moving on to the actual
amendment.

The first remark he made-and I would like to
set the record straight in respect of it-is that I
have made a practice of denigrating the previous
Minister far Transport. That is simply not correct
and I am sure the previous Minister for Transport
would be the first to acknowledge that fact. He
would appreciate that on several occasions, and in
public, I have in fact praised him in the areas
where 1 thought he had done a good job.

If the member for Gascoyne is injudicious
enough to open a flank in Parliament I will
certainly take advantage of it.

The second area of general comment made by
the member for Gascoyne was in respect of
deregulation. He expressed the fear that perhaps
this Government may not carry on with the poli-
cies of deregulation brought about by the previous
Government.

Let me say this about deregulation: The Labor
Government has not, and will not, be a slave to an

economic or political dogma in respect of regu-
lation or to free marketing forces. We will take a
pragmatic line in respect of both matters and if
we feel that area can be left to the free play of
market forces, we will leave it to that free play;
but where we think regulation is necessary, we
will regulate. If the member for Gascoyne and
members of the Opposition are wedded to the idea
of deregulation in the manner they have
suggested, I would indicate to them that they are
making a mistake. There are certain areas in
which regulation is appropriate.

Where would our crayfishing industry be at the
present time had it not been for proper regu-
lation? The notion that regulation is something
evil or wrong is something I totally reject.

Mr Laurance: I know the point you are trying
to make. The crayfishing industry is not a good
example.

Mr GRILL: In respect to the operating deficits
which have grown at an alarming rate under the
previous Government and have grown more under
the policies we have inherited from the previous
Government, we are well aware of them; in fact, I
have gone to some lengths to make the public
aware of the way in which the deficits of the
Mrr, State Ships, Westrail and other agencies
have burgeoned over the years. It is necessary for
us to take a reasonably cool, calm and collected
look at those deficits to ascertain if we can rein
them in. We cannot rein in deficits overnight, es-
pecially before we bring down our first Budget,
and we are only half-way through this parliamen-
tary session. Rein them in, we will; and some
steps we take will be unpopular. I am aware of
that and I am aware that there are people in those
industries both at management and labour levels
who will not be happy with some measures I will
put forward over the next few years. However, I
do not think there is anyone on this side of the
House who would believe that we will not take
those steps-we will take them. If it means cop-
ping some flak, we will do that.

The last point of general criticism related to the
number of inquiries instituted by this Govern-
ment. We have set up a number of inquiries and I
am quite proud of the fact; I make no apology for
it whatever. The best way to make decisions is to
air problems and look at them in some detail, and
get the best advice that can be obtained across the
board. In the past, Governments have rushed in
through inexperience and taken decisions they
later regretted. Other Governments-and the pre-
vious Government was at fault here-have taken
steps out of sheer dogma. The previous Govern-
ment was so wrapped up and carried away with
the idea of bringing down a land transport policy
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which enshrined deregulation that it did little else
in relation to transport in the last three or four
years of Government. That worked to the detri-
ment of the State.

At times I have praised the previous Minister
for Transport for what he did, but many areas
were left undone. If he wants to say as he has in
the past that everything was left shipshape before
he got out, he is fooling himself. I do not think
anyone believes that.

A number of transport industries in this State
are in a perilous economic position. The trucking
industry is one; it is in a terrible state at present,
and the Opposition has not touched on that today.

Mr O'Connor: That will be our next amend-
ment.

Mr GRILL: We are looking at steps we can
take to alleviate the problems in that industry.
We have set up a number of inquiries, but at the
same time we have also taken concrete action. We
did not lack gumption in raising the taxes to en-
able us to bring down the biggest Main Roads
Department budget this State has seen.

Mr O'Connor; Next year it will be bigger; it
gets bigger every year.

Mr GRILL: The Opposition cannot have it
both ways. Members opposite were quick to criti-
cise us when we raised taxes and charges to bring
down the deficit. I was criticised and so was the
Government, although the increases were fairly
minimal.

Mr O'Connor: Are you referring to a 16 per
cent increase in electricity and gas charges?

Mr GRILL: No, I am talking about charges re-
lating to roads-registration fees and the fuel
levy. The Leader of the Opposition is not that stu-
pid.

Mr O'Connor: The fuel levy rise brought in a
fair bit of money in total.

Mr GRILL: Yes, but the Opposition was quick
to criticise the Government when we increased the
levy by O.25c.

Mr O'Connor: Yes, because you promised you
would not do it. You broke your promise.

Mr GRILL: It was not a broken promise.
Mr O'Connor: It was; I will get the papers.
Mr GRILL: I would like to pay tribute to the

Minister for Consumer Affairs because despite
what the Opposition said-

Mr Clarko: Are you happy with the price of
standard petrol being higher than that of super?

Mr GRILL: I have heard the member for
Karrinyup ad nauseam on this subject. I do not
believe sufficient tribute has been paid to the

Minister for Consumer Affairs for the job he did
in reducing petrol prices. He did something which
as far as I am aware no other Minister in this
State has done.

Mr Clarko: He raised the price of standard
above that of super.

Mr GRILL: He reduced petrol prices in most
country areas by at least 3c a litre. I know some
anomalies did occur.

Mr Blaikie: Name the towns.
Mr GRILL: I will name some towns in my

electorate. In Esperance, in one stroke the Minis-
ter reduced the price of petrol by between 4c and
5c a litre.

In Kalgoorlie he reduced the price by between
3c and 4c a litre, and in some places it was 2c a
litre. The Minister took on the oil
companies-which was something the previous
Government was not prepared to do-and beat
them.

Mr Clarko: That is why petrol is dearer.
Mr GRILL: Eighty per cent of the people in

this State benefited from the Minister's action.
Mr Spriggs: What a load of rubbish.
Mr GRILL: It is about time the Minister was

given credit for that.
This Government has ordered new rail coaches

for the suburban lines.
Mr Rushton: It was not your initiative.
Mr GRILL: The Government is in the process

of acquiring a new 22 000-tonne ship for the east-
west run.

Mr Rushton: It is still not your initiative.
Mr GRILL: This Government has extended the

tenure-and even the member for Gascoyne
should appreciate this-for State Ships by a
further five years so it can plan ahead. This
Government has finalised improvements to
Bunbury airport.

Mr Rushton: Cut that out!
Mr GRILL: The Government is planning a new

Australind service to replace the old one. This
Government opened the Perth-Fremantle railway
line, and I am proud of that. The Government
took a rational decision in reopening the line; let
me give some figures. We have been told tonight
of $3.7 million being added to the MTT deficit as
a result of the reopening of the line. The member
for Gascoyne inflated that to $5 million. The fig-
ure mentioned in the Taplin report was $3.7
million but-and I think many people have
missed this point, but it is clearly set out in the re-
port-that is not the cost to the Government and
the taxpayers. The true cost to the Government
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and the taxpayers was $810000. That figure was
mentioned in the Taplin report and it should be
taken when calculating the costs to the Govern-
men t.

Mr Clarko: Is that the annual expected loss
from the Perth-Fremantle line?

Mr GRILL: Thai is the loss to the Government
in the first year. It will come down in the second
year.

Mr Clarko: Your minute gives a figure of $1.6
million net.

Mr GRILL: If the member for Gascoyne likes
to give me a copy of the report which he has been
waving around I will quote the figures; but the
loss is $8 10 000, and that will reduce in the sec-
ond year.

Mr Clarko: Do you want me to quote the Cabi-
net minute you signed? The figure is in that.

Mr GRILL: I do not deny the MTT deficit will
be increased this coming year by $3.7 million; it
will increase by that amount. At the same time,
however-and this is the point members opposite
have missed and keep on missing-the Westrail
deficit will be decreased by that amount. We are
taking it out of one Government pocket-the
MTT pocket-and putting it in another-the
Westrail pocket.

Mr Clarko: The net figure is $1.6 million, ac-
cording to your minute. Even that probably is
false.

Mr GRILL: The $1.6 million includes an ad-
ditional amount of $0.8 million-

Mr Clarko: it is $810 000 exactly, according to
your minute.

Mr GRI LL: -for refurbishing of the line.
Mr Clarko: Don't you count that?
Mr O'Connor: No, because he has spent it.
Mr GRILL: No, and for two reasons: Firstly,

costs of that nature are capital costs which nor-
mally would be amortised over a period of years
by way of depreciation; and, secondly, those costs
in any event would need to be shared by the
freight, thc goods that actually travel on that line.
So. the true cost is $0.8 million-

Mr Clarko: That is not what it says on your
document, which you have initialled.

Mr GRILL: -because the line: needed to be
upgraded in any event.

Mr Clarko: The minute indicates a net loss of
$1.8 million, which is the Figure I quoted off the
top of my head: I have just checked it.

Mr GRILL: In addition, many people have not
appreciated that by reopening the Perth-

Fremantle line, the loss per passenger trip on the
total passenger rail network in the metropolitan
area has been decreased by between I15c and 20c.

Mr Laurance: That is like saying, "I am going
down to the supermarket and I will go broke
buying the bargains".

Mr GRILL: Economies are there to be made
and they are being made by having the three lines
operating, rather than only two lines. On that
basis, the reopening of the Perth-Fremantle line,
utilising all the rolling stock is a good, sound,
economic decision.

Mr MacKinnon: That is rubbish, and you know
it.

Mr GRILL: Those figures can be borne out by
reading the Taplin report.

Mr Clarkeo: It is an absolute dead loss of
money, whether it be $2 million or $5 million.

Mr Laurance: What about the social cost of the
grain freight rates?

Mr GRILL: As my time is limited, I turn now
to the matter of grain freight rates. In respect of
that matter, the situation is clear, and it is hard to
understand why the Opposition chose to attack
the Government on that point. The negotiation of
a grain freight rate has been left to the grain
freights steering committee which I reactivated
this year for that purpose. The committee in-
cludes representatives from the grain industry and
across the board representation of interested par-
ties, and it is negotiating with Westrail in respect
of the rate to be charged. Those negotiations are
in process at the moment. The Government has
not intervened in the negotiations and I hope we
do not need to intervene. I am fairly sure that
within a short time all parties will reach an ami-
cable agreement in respect of grain freight rates.
If they do not, I will be very surprised. So. no
problem exists in this area, and I was surprised
the Opposition raised the matter.

Mr Laurance: There is a problem; talk to the
people in the country.

Mr GRILL: What did disturb me about the
speech of the member for Mt. Marshall was his
propensity-

Mr McNee: It would disturb you if you had to
pay the freight rates. Your committee does not
seem to be working very well.

Mr GRILL: People representing the member
for Mt. Marshall are negotiating the rate without
any intervention by me. What disturbed me about
the member Car Mt. Marshall's speech was that
he promoted a dichotomy between the city and
the country. I am one of the greatest defenders of
country people in this place; I live in the country
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and represent a country electorate and I think I
understand country people. However, there are
many areas where city people subsidise country
people, and I shall name only a few: Electricity
charges, road building costs, fuel costs and, i-
nally, rail freights; because most of the rail freight
deficit is incurred in country areas. The city and
the country people all must live together; how-
ever, speeches like the one made by the member
for Mt. Marshall are simply divisive.

Mr MeNee: That is not what my electors think.
Mr GRILL: As for the member for Karrinyup,

he told us that when he was a young boy he used
to walk along the railway track, and if he was
running late for the train, the guard would pick
him up by the scruff of his neck and drop him
into the carriage. Let me say to the member for
Karrinyup that I do not believe him, and 1 do not
believe anything else he said, either.

Mr Clarko: You are a typical little man with a
little mind.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) 13.06 a.m.]: I had not
expected to have this early opportunity to answer
the points made by the Minister for Transport.
The first point I wish to make to the House is
that, in time, we will have the opportunity to
redress the mistakes this Government is making.
The previous Government made decisions in this
area not for party political reasons, but to en-
hance the urban transport system for metropoli-
tan Perth. History will show our decisions were in
the right direction.

The decision of this Government to reopen the
Perth-Fremantlc railway line will be at a cost,
which must be borne by the taxpayer. The pre-
vious Government instituted a number of reports
and inquiries into our public transport system,
and those reports now are to hand and are
available to the present Government. Our plan
was to replace the existing heavy rolling stock
with light railcars. The opportunity is still open to
this Government to follow our planning, and
adopt this course for the Future; that would be the
sensible thing for it to do. Of course, it would take
several years for the new technology to come into
operation, so that the old rolling stock could be
scrapped instead of continuing to operate at a
great loss which can be calculated in. millions of
dollars.

I wish to refer to a few comments made by the
Minister for Transport. I have attended functions
where he has praised the work I carried out as
Minister for Transport. I suppose the only area in
which one might become a little cross with the
Minister is that of questions because he can be
somewhat facetious when answering them. How-
471)

ever, he seems to be getting out of that tendency.
The Minister for Transport obviously realised
that the railcars he was able to order within days
of taking over the portfolio had been organised by
the previous Government. Tenders had been
called and, as a matter of fact, the matter was
under study by the Co-ordinator General of
Transport because I was concerned that we might
order the same weight of vehicle as we previously
had been operating.

At that time, we received an approach from
Comeng WA with a proposal to supply a much
lighter and less costly rail vehicle. Obviously, be-
cause of the haste to reopen the Perth-Fremantle
railway, the Minister decided to utilise the 10 car-
riages being ordered by the previous Government.
However, he would concede the orders were pre-
pared by the previous Government so that we
could scrap the derelict cais which now are being
used. It was part of our programme. Our objective
was to maintain the two existing lines in conjunc-
tion with the line bus service so that we could use
the new technology when it became available,
which would have been a big step forward in the
public transport system of this city. I hope the
Minister pursues this objective, even though some
millions of dollars will be lost by the reopening of
the Perth- Fremantle railway line.

I appreciated the Minister's praising remarks in
a number of areas. lHe could have added a few
more points, but that is his business; politics is
politics. For example, the Minister did not men-
tion much about the new terminal at Fremantle,
although he did mention I was at the meeting. He
did not mention the new crane was due to the
work of the previous Government. The people in
the shipping business realise that has all been
done before.

The Minister spoke about deregulation relating
to less than carloads; that was necessary because
it saved the consumers a tremendous amount of
money. It has saved, and will save, Westrail a
tremendous amount of money. The only thing I
deplore and regret is that, prior to the election in
February, the media printed information that
went right against Total West. That cut off after
the election, and everything is all right now, so the
printing Of that material was purely political
intrigue. In our society, that sort of reporting is to
be deplored, but it is a fact of our present life.

The Minister spoke about the deficit increasing
at an alarming rate during our term in office.
That is an untruth. He will know, from looking at
the figures for other States, that our deficit is the
best of any State. The figures show, by compari-
sons with other departments, that transport had
the lowest escalation of all last year. I was proud
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of that, and it w.as achieved basically by a ration-
alisation of the services within the portfolio. It is
deplorable that the Minister should alarm the
people about the escalation of deficits. Unless he
gets stuck into that item, he will find that it runs
out much raster than it has done so in the past.

In the year before this, Westrail started with a
deficit of $36 million on an estimate or $48
million, and it finished the year with a deficit of
$35 million. I do not yet know the structuring of
that deficit this year. Because of the extra grain
that came in. it should not have been as high.

The three segments of Government responsi -
bility in transport-Stateships, Westrail , and the
MTT-finished within budget or almost within
budget. Some members might recall a statement
in the paper about how it had blown out; that was
untrue. Still, this is what one has to live with, and
I suppose the Minister received support for that.

Mr Grill: I never ever said that. It was an
interpretation or figures by The West Australian,
which was taken up by the Leader or the Oppo-
sition. Then there was a fight between you, as I
understand it.

Mr RUSHTON: I know what happened, and
the Minister did not deny it. He allowed his de-
partment to wallow in the disgrace, instead of de-
fending it. As a matter of fact, Stateships, under
my administration, was on a programme of
breaking even in four to six years. The new ship of
which the Minister spoke-the one of 22 000
tonnes-will go into the east-west service; but
that was all sorted out before he became the Min-
ister. He was able to do it in the first week, so it
could not have been his decision. IHe finalised the
matter when it came up from Stateships after I
left the position.

Westrail should break even within six years,
and the MTT. which is a very difficult one,
should break even in 10 years.

The Minister indicated that he will rein in the
deficit, but not this year. I believe he will not rein
in the dericit if the unions continue dictating to
him what he will do. It is not a question of what
he wants to do, but a question of what he will do.
For instance, the Minister speaks about a saving
of money on Westrail this year on the suburban
train service which was arranged before he took
up office. I fought for the reduction or the deficit
within the Westrail-MTT service ror a period of
time, but that was before the reintroduction of the
Perth-Fremantle service. Many other things were
adjusted within Westrail and they appear to have
been passed on to the MTT. That should have
happened before, but it did take a great deal or
negotiation to achieve it.

The Minister stated also that he is proud of the
inquiries he has introduced. In our library, I
found two books, both of which were published in
November 1982. The first is titled Keeping our
State Moving, and it gives a brief summary or
what was undertaken in transport. All the points
raised by the Minister are covered by that book.
The second book is titled A Transport Check List,
and it sets out items of concern such as taxis, all
the work initially relating to transfer stations, linc
bus services, fare systems, clipper services, new
railcars and buses, and all of that sort of thing. A
tremendous effort went into the section on mar-
keting measures which have not been as success-
ful as we would have hoped. That is why the
necessary work could never be complete.

The real blow-out in the deficit came about in
years gone by when the Minister for Transport
(the late Herbert Graham) decided on the
phasing out of the private bus sector. Now we
have an inflexible system. I am firmly of the be-
lief-this is without party politics or dogma
intruding-that we will have to introduce private
buses into the public transport sector. Some
subsidies might have to be given, but that will
lead to a lowering of the deficit.

In relation to marketing programmes, we made
a tremendous effort. I give credit to the people
involved in that, and certainly to the Chairman,
Manager, and other staff of the MTT, and the
employees who got behind the iJimmy" pro-
gramme.

Those things have been of benefit to the people
using the transport services, but in a city with a
dispersed metropolitan area and a large private
car content, we will not have enough passengers to
run in an economic way, so I suggest that the
introduction of private buses should be made in
the future.

The Minister mentioned that the transport in-
dustry was in a terrible state. That is not so. HeI is
referring to the private trucking sector. The only
bad thing in the industry is the Transport
Workers' Union which has such a grip on it that,
by a blackmail system, it controls loading and
holds the owner-drivers to ransom. The owner-
drivers adopted my suggestion, and they have cre-
ated their own business or company called Apollo
which can obtain benefits for them by way of
cheaper tyres and fuel, and more work for its
members. The industry needs the least
interference possible. As a matter of fact, at one
time the proposal was that the number of people
entering the industry be restricted. My belief is
that the Government will finish up creating
greater problems if it does that.
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The Minister mentioned the biggest Main
Roads Department budget. Of course, the bicen-
tennial programme was created by the Fraser
Government and the money was due to be
pumped into the system. The Minister was able to
receive that money when he became the Minister.
We created the fuel franchise levy during my
period in office, and that allowed the Minister to
bring in the increases. I thought they were too
heavy-he did not need to make them as heavy as
he did.

I think the Minister shared with me the view
that the Fraser Government was wrong in its
changes to the fuel levy last year. That created a
tremendous burden for the road transport people,
and that is a matter that the Government should
pursue.

The Minister referred to the steps the Govern-
ment has taken, but one needs to look only at the
booklet to see that is false. It says, "Government
orders new railcar". I could have put my
signature to that initiative. Tenders had been
called and it was about to be done. In the first
week he held the portfolio, the Minister put it into
effect. Those cars were to replace some of the der-
elict cars and it is sad the decision was not made
to look more closely at the options available. The
Government should have considered purchasing
vehicles which are much lighter and less costly
and we would have been on the path towards
more economical running of our railcars.

Of course, the new ship has been negotiated
with Stateships. It received my approval and just
needed to go to Cabinet for finalisation. That
happened in the first few days of the new Govern-
ment's taking office, so the Minister had a good
time in his news releases during the first few days
he held the portfolio, because everything was
sorted out for him.

The Minister talks about the programme of
Stateships and this is a concept we introduced
which is progressing. The shipping market is flat
at the moment and Stateships is negotiating the
best position.

Through the Transport Commission, we put
money into the Bunbury Airport and more is to be
done there. As far as the replacement of the Aus-
tralind is concerned, research was done under my
direction. I took the initiative and set the time-
table. The news release was made prior to
Christmas 1982 and 1986 was the date for the
new replacement train to come into operation.
That certainly was not an initiative of this
Government.

"Bunbury 2000" was a good packaging of all
the initiatives of the previous Government, but
this will unfold in due course.

We come then to the Government's irrational
decision in relation to the Fremantle-Perth rail-
way line. The Minister made the decision based
on social reasons. H-e certainly did not have econ-
omic reasons for that decision, but if one looks at
the in-depth study, one cannot find any social
reasons either.

If members examine the social reasons, they
will find the line buses were the more Favourable
option.

Mr Grill: I think you have been rather sur-
prised at the way we have been able to use the 88
railcars.

Mr RUSHTON: The people certainly don't
have the same sorts of conveniences they had pre-
viously.

Mr Grill: It is so popular; there have never been
so many people travelling on the trains. If this ser-
vice were so bad, people would not be travelling
on it.

Mr RUSH-TON: The numbers of people
travelling are a figment of the Minister's imagin-
ation. I would not like to suggest he gets the fig-
ures from the MTT and adds on a few thousand,
but that is the sort of thing that is going on. The
Minister is in dreamrland if he believes the re-
opening oF the Fremantle-Perth line was a good
decision.

Mr Grill: A few weeks ago you were telling me
the Public Service was doing a hell of a good .ob.
Now you are trying to tell me public servants give
us bogus figures in respect of the Fremantle-Perth
line.

Mr RUSHTON: The Public Service is not al-
lowed to do the assessment. The MTT inspectors
are not allowed on the Fremantle-Perth railway
service. The railway unions are giving an estimate
of the numbers and the Minister puts the latest
figure onto them. That is why I am questioning
the figures.

Mr Grill: Not only are the figures for the
Fremantle-Perth line up, but the other two lines
are up as well. They are all up.

Mr RUJSHTON: The decision in respect of the
Fremantle-Perth railway line was very sad. Had
practical decisions been made in line with chose of
the previous Government, Perth would have had
the best public transport available. I just hope
that, in time, the service will be brought back to
what we had planned for it and there will be light
railcars on these three lines as well as a Wanneroo,
line. In .the meantime, as far as Wanneroo is con-
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cerned, we need only a vehicle like the linc bus, on
rubbers, to do that trip.

The Government has made a sad decision for
purely party political reasons. The 20 minutes I
have had tonight have not allowed me to go into
the Government's decision in great depth, but I
have taken the opportunity to answer the Minis-
ter's point of view. The programme I have pre-
pared for myself will be delivered at another time.
I feel mast people would realise the Government
had a commitment which was based on the advice
of people like those who belong to Friends of the
Railways and Mr McCaskill who is a discredited
railway officer from way back. He was dis-
credited when he was a mechanical engineer at
Midland Junction. He had a great run with the
media over a Period. HeI defamed me and others
from time to time.

Mr Davies: You defamed him! It is absolutely
untrue, scurrilous, and scandalous for you to be
saying these things which are completely untrue.

Mr RUSHTON: Mr McCaskill has been com-
pletely discredited. The Government made the de-
cision to reopen the Fremantle-Perth railway for
purely party political reasons and that is a dis-
credit to this Government.

Mr Davies: It was scurrilous for you to drag
him in like that, because he was too good for you.

MR MeIVER (Avon-Minister for Works)
[3.26 am.]: I support the remarks of the Minister
for Transport and defend the actions of the
Government in reintroducing the passenger rail
service between Fremantle and Perth. The com-
ments of members op3posite tonight were nothing
new. We have heard that sort of verbiage from
the now Opposition for the last few years. Mem-
bers opposite have been opposed strongly to the
reintroduction of the Fremantle-Perth passenger
service and the reasons advanced by them for the
Government's deciding to reopen the line are utter
nonsense, particularly when one bears in mind
that the decision has resulted in great spin-offs.
One of the spin-offs has been enjoyed by the
business sector in Fremantle and Perth. When the
Fremantle-Perth railway line was closed by the
Opposition, the business houses in close proximity
to Fremantle Station-the large stores in
Fremantle and the emporiums in Perth such as
Boans Ltd. and Myer WA Stores Ltd.-suffered
greatly. They experienced a downturn in their
economics as a result of the closure.

Now that the Fremantle-Perth passenger ser-
vice has been reintroduced, the profitability of the
business sector in the areas concerned has begun
to pick up. The same situation applies to business
enterprises located along the line.

I concede that the service will run at a loss, be-
cause we do not have the population in this State
to enable it to run at a profit.

Mr Peter Jones: One spin-off from it was that
you got another drive.

Mr McI VER: That set a very good pattern for
others to follow. Irrespective of the figures
brought forward by members opposite, what they
are saying is nonsense. The majority of people in
Western Australia wanted the Fremantle-Perth
railway line to be reopened.

The shadow Minister for Transport said
country people did not want this service. He is
completely wrong on that point and that is borne
out when one looks at the carpark at Midland
Station and sees the number of country people
who drive from the southern and central
wheatbelt areas to Midland, leave their cars at the
station, and travel to either Perth or Fremantle.

The Royal Agricultural Society welcomed the
reintroduction of the service. This year the figures
for the Royal Show will be up, so that factor
alone is important. The reopening of the line will
be a tremendous boost to the economy of the
Royal Agricultural Society.

Mr Rushbon: It would have been cheaper to
give the Royal Agricultural Society some money.

Mr Mel VER: That may be so; but we are pro-
viding a service to country people. There is no
substance in the argument advanced by the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall and I shall turn to that in a
moment.

The member for Karrinyup criticised the
Government because it has dilapidated railcars,
but that is entirely in the lap of the Opposition.

Mr Rushton: No, it isn't. It was not our de-
cision.

Mr Mel VER: During 12 years in Government,
followed by a further nine years, the Opposition
allowed the rolling stock of Western Australia to
get into the present situation. We have not been
able to correct it in the short time we have been in
Government, but as will be noted from the re-
marks of the Minister for Transport tonight, in
time the position will be improved. At present,
however, the people of Western Australia are pre-
pared to cop that because the Fremantle-Perth
railway line has been reopened.

The Opposition is so hypocritical in its use of
figures. It has never been honest enough to tell
the people of Western Australia that the reason it
closed the Pcrth-Fremantle service was that it
didn't have the railcars to replace those needed
for the Armadale corridor when it introduced its
high frequency service. That alone is the reason
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the previous Government closed the Perth-
Fremantle service. All these other red herrings
about cost are absolute nonsense. I commend the
Minister for Transport for taking the action he
did.

I am sure the business people of Fremantle and
Perth, the people who perhaps used to give money
to the Liberal Party, will allow their cheque books
to remain in their pockets at the time of the next
election when they remember what this Govern-
ment has implemented.

The member for Mt. Marshall is genuinely con-
cerned about grain freight increases because he is
involved in the industry. His concern is shared by
many producers. However, if over the years his
colleagues in the industry had been prepared to
utilise the rail service for the transport of grain
rather than to use other means of transport, many
of which are illegal, things might be different.
The member knows as well as the former Minister
for Transport knows that thousands of tonnes of
wheat arc carted to our ports illegally.

Mr Old: It is not illegal.
Mr McI VER: Of course it is. Many farmers

hire carriers to cart their wheat. Even the farming
Press has asked farmers not to do this.

Mr Peter Jones: You can cart your own grai .n.
Mr McI VER: But a farmer cannot cart his

neighbour's grain.
Mr McNce: That is not an excuse.
Mr McI VER: Farmers now want to deregulate

the carting of wool. This could mean a reduction
in income to Westrail of between $3 and $4
million which would have to be picked up else-
where. Such action would have the effect on
people in the Mt. Marshall area of increasing
their grain rates. Farmers cannot have the best of
both worlds; they cannot treat transport as a
sacred cow and milk it, but never feed it.

Mr McNee: We are the ones being milked.
Mr MOIVER: Over the last few years, thou-

sands of dollars have been spent on upgrading the
member's line so that it could be run with greater
economy and reduced costs. Surely, an
instrumentality such as Westrail is entitled to a
return on that money. It is the Government's aim
to provide a service which pays and which reduces
the deficit.

The Minister has said that, where possible,
deregulation will be allowed if it is to the advan-
tage of the people generally, but the former Min-
ister should not harp about the nonsense that we
must deregulate the wool traffic just to satisfy a
small sector of the industry. This applies also to

timber, so members must take a broad view and
not be selfish.

The Fraser Government must accept blame for
increased fuel costs, because it took away the sub-
sidy and increased costs for Government
instrumentalities which have to purchase fuel.
The costs involved here amount to $6 or $7
million.

Mr Peter Jones: It took away the exemption,
and in the last Federal Budget the Hawke
Government increased the cost of that fuel.

Mr MOIVER: As the Minister has said, this
situation must be examined by an appropriate
committee. It is no good members opposite
shouting and opposing the Government at all
points; this Government has been in office for
only a few months. In time these things will be
ironed out, but members opposite must also play
their part. I can remember that a few years ago
primary producers received a subsidy on fuel.

Mr McNee: The Federal Government is fid-
dling with that, too. I will bring the figures in
tomorrow. I would not talk about that; it is
dangerous ground.

Mr McI VER: The farmers used to cart their
fuel and then cart the empty drums back to the
rail sidings to obtain the subsidy.

Mr Old: What is wrong with that?
Mr McI VER: They used the service as a com-

mon carrier.
Mr Old: It was quite legal.
Mr McI VER: Not now. Surely the member

does not think Westrail should tolerate that sort
of rubbish. Farmers could co-operate in many
other ways. Superphosphate is one example. The
farmers could co-operate by not just leaving doors
open and tarpaulins lying all over the place, so
that in the middle of the night Westrail staff have
to fold the sheets, put them in the trucks, and shut
the doors. The farmers seem to say, "To hell with
that; that is in the Government's lap".

Mr McNee: We would do many things.
Mr McIVER: Prove it.
I compliment the Minister for Transport, be-

cause the previous Minister would do nothing
about the problem of highways. I refer now to the
allocation of funds for national highways and to
the shocking Fraser Government's demand, when
a new national highway was to be built, that the
Main Roads Department should go to private ten-
der. This had a great detrimental effect in country
areas. Contractors were going broke and were un-
able to pay their staff. I compliment the Minister
because he went to the Brisbane conference and
highlighted the problem. Legislation is now going
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through the Federal Parliament to overcome that
problem.

Mr Rushton: It will mean an impost on us by
the Federal Government.

Mr Mel VER: The legislation will mean things
will revert to what they were so t hat the Main
Roads Department can construct highways, as it
can do well with all its expertise.

Members opposite should change their carping
record about the Fremantle-Perth rail service.
The people wanted the service reintroduced and I
compliment the Minister for doing so. After we
have been in Government for 25 years, it will be
shown that our advances in the transport area, in-
cluding the reintroduction of the Fremantle-Perth
service, were the right moves.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.39 a.m.]: I support the amendment
moved by the member for Gascoyne. Over the last
six months I suppose that most of the criticism of
the Government I have heard has involved the
reintroduction of the Perth-Fremantle rail service.
If that criticism has been beaten, it has been
beaten by criticism of the Government's appoint-
ment of advisors in so many areas.

We have a Government which talks about the
economy, and how it is running the State better
than it has ever run before. The Government talks
about performance auditing and all those types of
things, but it reversed its attitude in regard to the
Pcrth-Fremantle line. No doubt is in my mind
that the line should never have been reopened.
There never was the demand for it. The Minister
responsible might say the traffic is increasing all
the time, but the people of this State are paying
$2.50 every time somebody sets foot on that ser-
vice.

Mr Grill: That's not so. By reintroducing the
Perth-Fremantle line itself we are reducing the
figure by I 5c.

Mr O'CONNOR: I do not accept the figures
given by the Minister for Transport and I will be
proved to be right in due course. I will refer now
to his Cabinet minute. It was said that it was pre-
pared in consultation with the Metropolitan
Transport Trust, the union, and Friends of the
Railways-which I find strange and amus-
ing-but it did not necessarily incorporate their
views.

I venture to say the views expressed in this min-
ute are probably the views of the Friends of the
Railways and the union, not of the MTT. We
know that cooked-up figures have been provided
before by some of these people. It is all very well
to give completely off-beat Figures, but they must
be proved. The cost of the line will be substan-

tially more than indicated by the Minister, a cost
which will have to be borne by the public. In the
last financial year that the service operated.
which was 1978-79, the line showed a substantial
loss. The Minister complains about increases in
the deficit of our transport system, yet without
doubt it will increase this year as a result of the
reopening of the Perth-Fremantle line. The min-
ute goes on to say that the reopening will add a
further $3.7 million-odd to the public urban
transport deficit. This was said in the Minister's
own minute.

The reopening of the line should initially lift
patronage to the same level it was four years ago,
which will add a further $3.7 million to the public
transport deficit.

Mr Grill: There is nothing new about that. Let
me say this: Everything you are quoting comes
straight out of the Taplin report, which was made
completely public. Copies were given to the Press.
You are not saying anything new.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister said that the
loss on the line would be $800 000. Even from
someone like him that Figure is incredible. I can-
not believe that even the Minister would be so far
out.

Mr Grill: Let me explain it to you again.
Mr O'CONNOR: I do not want the Minister to

explain it again. I am speaking now.
Mr Grill: You don't want to hear.
Mr O'CONNOR: The toss on the line will run

into millions of dollars a year, and the people of
this State will pay for it. How many people does
the Minister think will travel on the line?!

Mr Grill: Patronage at the present time, on fig-
ures given by the MTT, indicates that it is well
above our best hopes.

Mr O'CONNOR: Will it be above one million
for a year?

Mr Grill: It is well above our best hopes. I can't
put a top figure on it.

Mr O'CONNOR: Very well, what is a bottom
figure? Will there be more than 500 000 people in
a year on that l ine?

Mr Grill: I don't know.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister does not know
even within 500 000 how many people are likely
to use this line.

Mr Grill: At ihe moment we have over 50 000 a
week on it.

Mr O'CONNOR: If that is so the Minister
may still have to admit losses of millions a year.
The minute I have refers to the involvement of the
union, Friends of the Railways, and the MTT, but
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said that the minute did not necessarily incorpor-
ate all thcir views. Whose views were not incor-
pora ted?

Mr Grill: You are talking about the Taplin re-
port.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister has said that
the minute does not incorporate all their views.
Whose views does it incorporate?

Mr Grill: It doesn't incorporate all their views.
M r O'CON NOR: Very well, I will-

Mr Gordon Hill: Try again.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Government Whip

should worry more about getting his numbers
right. The Minister was not at fault the other
night, it was the Government Whip.

Mr Tonkin: IHow was he at fault.?
Mr O'CONNOR: He gets paid to keep the

numbers right.
Mr Tonkin: Do you want him to drag the mem-

bers down one by one?
Mr Clarko: That's his job.
The SPEAKER: Order! I must insist the

Leader of the Opposition direct his remarks to the
amendment.

Mr O'CONNOR: I was trying to do that, but I
had to handle some disorderly interjections from
the other side of the House-from the man who
let the Government down.

Mr Bertram: He didn't let the Government
down at all.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: I hope I will be able to ob-

tain an extension of time. I am not getting much
of a say at this stage. Already the Premier has
stated that he has a committee reviewing all
Government functions. Obviously this committee c
will review the Perth-Fremantle railway line to
determine again whether it should remain open.*
We will have a further inquiry into this line which
has just been re-opened.

The Premier stated quite clearly and repeatedly
here today that an inquiry will be conducted into
all Government operations. The Perth-Fremantle
line is one of the Government's operations. He
makes these statements, as silly as they may be.
The Minister is laughing. If the Premier did not
mean this, he ought to tell the House.

The Minister for Transport made a statement
regarding fuel prices and indicated that no prom-
ise had been made in regard to fuel prices, but he
was quite wrong. We have taken the Government
to task on this point. I refer again to The West
Australian of 22 December. The Minister will re-

member that edition because we will show it to
him a number of times. In an advertisement by
the Labor Party, the promise was made by the
Premier, the then Leader of the Opposition, that
Labor would seek to freeze Govenment taxes and
charges during the period of the wages freeze. In
addition, it was promised that no increase would
lake place in the petrol tax, but of course there
has been. Do members opposite claim the Premier
or the Government as a whole did not make state-
ments of that nature?

Mr Grill: I thought you said we had not de-
creased the price of petrol.

Mr O'CONNOR: I said a promise was made
that there would not be an increase in the price of
petrol.

Mr Grill: We reduced the price of petrol.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Government did nothing

of the sort. When we left Government. the price
of petrol was 41 .9c a litre; it is now 46c a litre.

Mr McNee: It is 46.9c in Southern Cross.
Mr O'CONNOR: The reduction is from 41.9c

to 46c a litre. That is how the Government works
out its figures. It has done nothing but financial
bumbling since it has been in Government. I make
the point that that sort of cost increase together
With the 2c a litre imposed by the Commonwealth
makes a tremendous difference to the transport
system of this State. The railways and the MTT
must also pay that extra 2c a litre the Common-
wealth imposed.

Mr Grill: That was a Fraser impost and you
didn't criticise it at the time.

Mr O'CONNOR: The heck I didn't! The
Government put up other charges.

Mr Grill: No, it was legislated for by the Fraser
Government and you said nothing about it at the
time.

Mr O'CONNOR: Did I not indeed? I certainly
contacted Fraser over that issue and complained
bitterly about it. What is more, I put it in writing
to him.

Mr Grill: I do not think you said anything pub-
licly.

Mr O'CONNOR: I certainly did because it
was an impost. We have a large State with
tremendous problems. Our railway system costs
millions of dollars a year. We complained also
about the SEC fuel cost increases at the time.
This matter was well publicised.

Mr Grill: It is a separate question. I worry
about you. You are all over the place. It is a com-
pletely separate question.
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Mr O'CONNOR: We complained bitterly
about it to the Fraser Government. The Govern-
ment continually carries on about this matter.
Look at the way the Government carried on the
other night when it could not get the numbers.
The Minister will probably nullify this again.

Mr Clarko: He mucked them up tonight.
Mr Peter Jones: He is embarrassed.
Mr MacKinnon: Under false pretences.
Mr Clarko: He will do it again, mark my

words.
Mr O'CONNOR: The issue he made this

year-
An Opposition member interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: I see the Speaker does not

want to take notice of the member's stupid
interjections, so I will carry on with the amend-
ment before us. As far as we on this side of the
House are concerned, the opening of the Perth-
Fremantle railway line is a disaster to the
finances of this State and will place an additional
burden on people who can ill-afford to pay it. The
Government talks about looking after the econ-
omy, but it disrupts it totally by the appointment
of advisers and the millions of dollars paid for in-
quiries, etc. It is obvious that the Government
does not care about the finances of this State or
about how much it rips off the taxpayer. The
Government does not care whether a person earns
enough to cat properly. It keeps imposi .ng new
sorts of penalties. The railways are a further bur-
den on these people.

I support the amendment.
MR SPRIGGS (Darling Range) [3.53 am.]: I

rise to record my support for the amendment
moved by the member for Gascoyne and to place
on record my utter contempt of the only promise
the Government has ever attempted to keep since
its election to office.

Mr Clarko: Hear, hear!
Mr Gordon Hill: The Opposition is very selec-

tive. It is now complaining because we kept a
promise.

Mr Old: You hit the nail on the head.
Mr SPRIGGS: Much to its regret, the Govern-

ment made the promise that it would reinstate the
Fremantle-Perth railway. It made that promise
knowing damn well that it would cost the State
and the Government heaps of money. We hear all
sorts of figures quoted, but the truth is that it will
not cost $5 million a year. It is a dead loss. It is a
form of transport which does not cater for a sub-
stantial number of passengers. In fact, the Figures

quoted are a complete sham. Out of curiosity. I
put my grandchildren on the train recently. There
were only 10 passengers on that train.

Mr Peter Jones: How many?
Mr SPRIGGS: Ten, and that number included

my grandchildren.
Mr O'Connor: Was that a good day?
Mr Court: How many grandchildren have you

got-eight?
Mr SPRIGGS: So much for the grand total of

50 000 a week!
Mr Old: You have done your bit with eight

grandchildren.
Mr SPRIGGS: If there were 50 000 passengers

a week, it would mean that Fremantle would be
cleared out every day; everybody would get on the
train and come up to Perth.

Mr Clarko: They have got nothing else to do
down there.

Mr SPRIGGS: There would be nobody left in
Fremantle. The Government's figures are rubbish.
The Perth-Fremantle railway is a fantasy railway
which travels through no-man's-land.

Mr Old: The highest valued part of the State!
Mr SPRIGGS: It is a shame that it costs every

family in this State at least $20 a week to subsi-
disc it.

Mr I. F. Taylor: Twenty dollars a week? You
really are a dill.

Mr Hodge: You look much better when you
have slept every night, you know.

Mr SPRIGGS: They manage to allow them
to-

Mr Wilson: He sleeps during the day.

Mr Hodge: He only comes out at night-time.
Mr SPRIGGS: The Midland service, which

could have been of some use, deteriorated so that
it is now not the service it once was. The Govern-
ment has done the same with the Armadale line.
That is what it has achieved.

Mr Gordon Hill: You people did that.
Mr SPRIGGS: The only thing the Government

has achieved is that it has kept one promise out of
50. Ever since Parliament has been sitting, we
have listened to comments about the wonderful
job it did about fuel. Even the Minister respon-
sible for that now does not try to defend it be-
cause he knows it is absolute rubbish. Fuel has
gone up from 40.9c a litre to 46.4c a litre, or a
cent a month, since this Government has been in
office.

Mr Tonkin: That is untrue.
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Mr MacKinnon: Most of it was in Government
tax.

Mr Court: It is a fact.
M rTonkin: That is untrue.
Mr SPRIGGS: It is completely and utterly

true.
Mr Tonkin: Untrue.
Mr Clarko: You would not recognise the truth.
Mr SPRIGGS: Nowhere in this State does the

price of fuel resemble the price it was when this
Government came into office.

M r Carr: It is cheaper in Geraldton.
Mr Tonkin: It is still cheaper in the country.
M r Watt: Ir is not.
Mr MacKinnon: Which country?
Mr Court: Try Norseman and see how dear it is

there.
Mr SPRIGGS: Try anywhere. We do not have

to worry about where we try.
Mr MeNee: They think consumer affairs is a

bit of a joke in my electorate.
Mr SPRIGGS: We were called back here to

discuss a Bill to reduce prices.
Mr Old: The great white hope!
Mr SPRIGGS: One piece of action we have

seen from that legislation was an absolute disas-
ter. The Government had to admit that it made
mistakes when it made overall increases, It was a
fizzer.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr SPRIGGS: The Government is a sham. It

governs on gimmicks. It is not capable of
governing properly. All it can do is to keep only
one promise and reinstate the passenger train
going from Fremantle to Perth which costs this
State $6 million a year.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [3.59 am.]: I also wish
to comment on the amendment moved by the
member for Gascoyne. Part (1) of the amendment
states that the cost to the taxpayers of Western
Australia with the addition of at least $3.7 million
to the MTT's deficit cannot be justified. It has
already been amply demonstrated from this side
of the House that this expenditure cannot be
justified. Apart from the Government's going out
on the hustings and making a grandiose commit-
ment, it shows it is utterly irresponsible. When
the Government took office, without justification,
it complained bitterly about how bare the
Treasury cupboards were. The Government
claimed poverty because of the state of the
financial affairs left to it by the former Govern-
ment. None of those claims have proved to have

any foundation. Nevertheless, despite the com-
ments made by the Government on taking office,
tt went ahead with a grandiose election promise
which it says will cost in the vicinty of $3.7
million, but which I believe will cost more.

I was one of those people who used the train
last Saturday and it was interesting to note that
no-one bothered to take a fare from me.

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Did you use your gold pass?

Mr BLAIKIE: If the member for Kalgoorlie
will listen, I will repeat that I went onto the train
at the Perth central station and no-one was
checking passengers' tickets.

Mr Jamieson: They would not check you, be-
cause you are so well known to the public.

Mr BLAIKIE: No-one else had his ticket
checked. When I alighted from the train, no-one
checked the tickets either. My question is, "Is
that the normal state of affairs as Car as the
Perth-Fremantle railway is concerned?" In other
words, has the Government put on a train that
provides a free service? Is that correct? I have
used the service on only one occasion, but I will
definitely use it again to ascertain whether that is
the normal procedure. Certainly no-one checked
the tickets when I went on to the train and no-one
checked them when I alighted.

Members must bear in mind that the train was
well patronised by football followers, and I
suggest that on that day the Government lost
hundreds of dollars in revenue. If this sort of
thing is occurring, I would suggest that the esti-
mated deficit of $3.7 million will be exceeded.

I ask the Government: What is its policy in re-
spect of the Perth-Fremantle railway and who are
getting free rides and who are not?

Mr Tonkin: You got a free ride.
Mr BLAIKIE: So did everyone else on the

train, as far as I was aware.
Mr Tonkin: Did you own up?

Mr BILAIKIE: I am owning up now.

As far as the $3.7 million deficit is concerned,
the Perth-Fremantle railway will service only a
small group of people. It will not service the
people of Burrendah, Wanneroo, Rockingham,
and Mandurah, and certainly not the people of
Margaret River or the Busselton, Bunbury, and
Harvey Water Boards. However, they will pay the
price of this Government's political whim. That is
how selfish this Government has been. It is all
very well for the Minister for Housing to look so
concerned.
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Mr Wilson: Every time you speak I am con-
cerned.

Mr BLAIKIE: I noticed that and I am con-
cerned that the Minister is looking more con-
cerned than before.

Several members interjected.
Mr BLAI KIE: The $3.7 million could well have

been used for a host of other Government activi-
ties including improved housing, etc.

I go back to the point that country people are
paying a very heavy price for the Perth-Fremantle
railway and they gain no advantage from it. Prob-
ably 80 per cent of the residents in the Perth
metropolitan area have no advantage from it, but
they are expected to pay the price.

The member for Gascoyne, when moving the
amendment, said that the expenditure cannot be
justified. We have put forward arguments tonight
which indicate not only that the expenditure is not
justified, but also that the Government is
absolutely irresponsible.

I believe the amendment is desirable and should
be carried by the House. I therefore support it.

MR WAT (Albany) [4.07 am.]: I join this
debate because the sixth part of the amendment
concerns country people and I represent a country
electorate.

It is probably common knowledge that some
years ago Albany had a rail passenger service
which was enjoyed by all, especially pensioners.
Many of these people travelled at a concession
rate and it certainly was a convenient way for
them to travel. Many of them had disabilities and
travelled to Perth for medical reasons and they
were able to sleep on the train overnight.

The people or Albany have been quite incensed
about the unjustified reopening of the Perth-
Fremantle railway.

Mr Hodge: What happened to the wonderful
service you told us about?

Mr WATT: The people did not patronise it suf-
ficiently.

Mr Hodge: You mean your Government closed
it down.

Mr WATT: Yes, for the same reason it closed
the Perth-Fremantle line, but the ALP, before it
became the Government, made a commitment
that it would open the Perth-Fremantle railway.
It was an election gimmick.

Several members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: How do you distinguish between a

gimmick and a promise?
Mr WATT: I cannot dispute that the Govern-

ment made a promise.

Mr Tonkin: You said a gimmick.

Mr WATT: The promise was a gimmick.

Several members interjected.

Mr WATT: It was not designed to win any par-
ticular seat, but do not tell me that the ALP was
not rather hopeful that it might win a few votes.

The point is that everyone knows this rail ser-
vice has been a shocking waste of money and is
discriminatory. The people from the country dis-
tricts receive no benefit from it. It is an absolute
farce when members of the Government say that
the railway line is useful when people want to go
to the football and to the Royal Show. All I can
say is, "Big deal".

Other transport services are as efficient and it
is an absolute shame and waste of money that this
service has been reintroduced. It is a fact that the
Government said it was introducing this service
for other than economic reasons and it was taking
into account social factors.

I wrote to the Government and said that, if this
were the reason, all the people in my electorate
would like the rail passenger service reintroduced
to Albany.

I accept without reservation that it would never
be an economic service. I pose the question: What
is different about the Perth-Fremantle line and, I
might add, the Perth-Bunbury line? Bunbury was
wooed for the purposes of the last election and
people there have been promised improved trains
and new rolling stock obviously for other than
economic reasons.

Mr Tonkin: For the "Bunbury Arrow".

Mr WATT: But a place like Albany which is
held by a member of Parliament who does not be-
long to the Government, does not get a look in.
We have been promised inquiries and I have no
doubt those inquiries are being carried out. Any-
body with half a brain will know that, when the
results of the inquiries come out, they will show it
could not be justified on economic grounds. That
reason will be given to say it is not necessary.

This Government needs to be consistent in its
approach. It is either open season for the whole of
the State to benefit from these things for social
reasons, or political reasons, or the Government
should get dinkum and follow a pattern that dem-
onstrates some measure of economic responsi-
bility. For these reasons, I support the amend-
men t.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-
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Blaikic
Bradshaw
Clarko
Court
Coyne
Crane
Girayden
Peter Jones
Laurance

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

Ayes
Mr Hassell
Mr Mensaros
Mr Thompson
Dr Dadotir
Mr Tubby

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Ayes
Mr Hassell
Mr Mensaros
Mr Thompson
Dr Dadour
Mr Tubby

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
M r Terry Burke
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Barnett
M r A. D. Taylor

Motion thus negatived.

Ayes I8
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
M r Rushton
M rSpriggs
M r Trethowan
Mr Wall
Mr Williams

Noes 25
M r Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D). L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Barnett
Mr A. D. Taylor

Amendment thus negatived.

Adjournment of the House

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.16 am.]: In view
of the hour. and in the interests of the staff, I
move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Motion put and
lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw,
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Batemtan
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Hender~on
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 19
Mr Mece
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
M r Tret howan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(Tefllc4
Noes 25

M r Tom Jones
Mr McIver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
M r D. L. Smith
Mr P.I. Smith
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Telr)
Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.20 aim.]: It is a
little disconcerting that I have to give my Ad-
dress-in- Reply speech at 4.20 in the morning.

Mr Tonkin: You should not have moved four
amendments then.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Bateman: You will sit here all tomorrow
morning, too.

Mr COURT: I thank the electors of Nedlands
for the tremendous support they gave me in the
recent State election. I regard it as a great honour
and a great responsibility to represent the elector-
ate of Nedlands in this House.

It would not be appropriate if I did not start my
Address-in- Reply speech by mentioning one of the
most significant events to have happened from the
Nedlands electorate for many years. I refer to the
challenge for the America's Cup by the Royal
Perth Yacht Club. It is a great effort for the State
to become leaders in the world of yachting; and I
wish Alan Bond and his dedicated team every suc-
cess in their challenge.

I was optimistic about the previous six Aus-
tralian challenges, and this challenge is no excep-
tion. Many of my friends and many constituents
from the electorate are involved in what has
turned out to be a very professional team effort.
They have taken "years" of leave from their dif-
ferent professions as lawyers, accountants, school
teachers, and the like to try to win that pres-
tigious event. If ever there was an example of high
technology from Western Australia at work, it is
in this particular challenge. I look forward to the
team's winning.

Mr Tom Jones: Are you going to offer Graham
Moss commiserations?

Mr COURT: It was an unfortunate football re-
sult on the weekend.

Mr Bertram: They are like you. They burned
out at three-quarter time.

Mr COURT: I congratulated Graham Moss on
his effort, and I wrote to John Todd to congratu-
late him on his fine achievement.
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The demographic structure of the Nedlands
electorate is such that a large proportion of the
population is made up of senior citizens. These
people are mature, aware, and concerned citizens
who still contribute a great deal to the welfare of
this State. They have special needs and it is our
responsibility to cater for them.

The Federal Government has sent shock waves
through this section of the community with its
changes to superannuation lump sum tax scales
and the proposed introduction of assets tests for
the pension, which the people see as harming
those who have worked hard and saved hard for
their retirement years.

The Nedlands City Council has a home care
support scheme for which it receives Federal
Government finance to pay for half the cost of the
officer running the scheme. Federal assistance is
also-available for operating the home care support
scheme on a 2:1 basis, with the Federal Govern-
ment paying $2 for the State Government's $1.
Apparently the State has not put in its share, and
consequently the council does not receive the Fed-
eral funding for the scheme. That is a matter of
some concern.

The home support scheme is a first-class con-
cept; and I would like the Government to move
quickly to ensure that local government has this
source of funds available.

Mr Wilson: You mean to do what your Govern-
ment did not do in the past?

Mr COURT: My next area of concern is the
personal care subsidy. This used to be a two-stage
subsidy and people over 80 years of age received
it automatically. The sum available was $30.
which had been raised from $20 in the Fraser
Government's last Federal Budget. People who
were not over 80 years of age, after assessment by
a nurse from the Commonwealth Department of
Health, could also receive a $30 subsidy.

If a person were knocked back for the Com-
monwealth subsidy, he could apply to the State
Government for a State frail aged subsidy, which
has criteria applying to it different from those ap-
plying to the Commonwealth subsidy. In the pro-
posed Federal changes to the provisions of the
personal care subsidy, the recent Federal Budget
removed the automatic entitlement; and a $40 per
week subsidy will be granted after a person is as-
sessed under a new system. The concern that the
people of Nedlands have expressed to me-as I
mentioned earlier, there are many of them-is
that many of the people currently receiving the
subsidy will not meet the requirements laid down
under the new assessment procedure. That could
cause considerable hardship.

The Minister for Health is not here, but I am
sure he understands the problem. I would like to
know whether the State Government proposes to
alter the frail aged subsidy. Will the Government
make representations to the Federal Government
to make sure that the elderly people currently re-
ceiving the subsidy will not be disadvantaged by
the new assessment procedure?

I move to another local issue; that is, the
question of traffic and cycleways. Traffic prob-
lems have always been a concern of mine, and the
situation in the Nedlands electorate is de-
teriorating. Stirling Highway, and Winthrop
Avenue which becomes Thomas Street, carry a
large amount of traffic. The many medical and
educational institutions in the electorate attract
large inward flows of traffic in the mornings and
outward flows in the evenings. The north-south
traffic coming into the electorate meanders
through many side streets; and if members of the
Government do not believe that such a problem
exists, some mornings they should travel along
Selby Street or across the bridge at the
Claremont Showgrounds to see what congestion
occurs.

The other area of congestion which is becoming
quite serious is the west-east traffic coming
around Riverside Drive to the university. The
Nedlands and Claremont campuses of the West-
ern Australian College of Advanced Education,
the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre, and the
university cause a large number of people to move
into the electorate between eight and nine in the
morning. It may well be that the starting times
for people at those institutions should be stag-
gered so the traffic flow can be relieved.

As the Minister for Transport will be aware,
the Government has done considerable work in
trying to change the traffic light patterns in the
vicinity in an endeavour to overcome a great deal
of the problem.

The main reason I am concerned about the
traffic in this well-established area, which covers
the suburbs of Dalkeith, Nedlands, Hollywood,
Shenton Park, and much of Subiaco, is that it is
becoming increasingly difficult and more danger-
ous for people to walk and to cycle around the
electorate. Those are things which we take for
granted in the newer, more modern suburbs which
are planned to handle, in a safer fashion, ped-
estrians and cyclists.

Mr Watt: Do you think the Minister for
Planning agrees with you?

Mr COURT: I am sure he does.
Mr Parker: I rode all over the electorate when I

was young.
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Mr COURT: I have already called for safer
cycleways and pedestrian walks in the area.

The Minister made a good point. In my youth
in the area, it was relatively safe to ride around
the district; but now it has become far too danger-
ous. One has to think twice before allowing one's
children to ride to school, because they must cross
many busy streets.

Mr MacKinnon: And railway lines.
Mr COURT: I am pleased that a start has been

made to try to improve the position; but much still
should be done. A very good cycleway experiment
was carried out in Victoria Avenue which has
proved to be most favourable. I believe the exper-
iment should be extended into other areas. In the
experiment, a cycle lane was painted on each side
of the road. In the mornings, the left-hand lane
heading west is a cycleway for the children
travelling to schools in the Claremont region; and
in the afternoon, when they are returning from
school, the right-hand lane becomes a cycleway.
The ears are not allowed to park in the left-hand
lane in the morning or the right-hand lane in the
afternoon during the hours when the children go
to and return from school.

Surprisingly very few cars park incorrectly and
the cycle lane has been a great success. Any mem-
bers who travel that route would agree with that.
I put the success down to two reasons, the first of
which is that the gentleman who must take credit
for this cycleway, Peter Gralton, is on the State
Government's cycleways committee.

Mr Carr: He is the co-ordinator of bicycle pol-
icy.

Mr COURT: He personally visited all the resi-
dents along this road and explained to them how
the cycleway would work, so they were well in-
formed and they supported the project. The other
people who have been policing it are the children
themselves, and, as reported in last week's Daily
News, if a car parks in the children's cycleway,
they have the habit of leaving a rather rude note
on the car which seems to have the effect that the
car owner does not offend again.

It is pleasing that the Nedlands City Council
has agreed to extend the cycleway around to Sun-
set Hospital where it will meet up with the
cycleway which already goes around Riverside
Drive and which it is proposed will be going
around the river foreshore; so one will be able to
ride from Perth right around the river to
Claremont.

I believe further cycleways should be built, par-
ticularly on the roads to the Hollywood High
School where a number of children travel on

dangerous roads, and, most importantly, on
Thomas Street which is virtually a freeway.

On another local issue, I mention briefly the
Nedlands baths marina. I am very keen that some
action be taken to resolve the Nedlands baths
stalemate. The proposal for a marina and small
restaurant seems to have come to a halt and it has
left an eyesore for local residents.

I am sure the Minister for Transport is aware
of the problem. I should like some immediate ac-
tion taken to resolve this situation so that the
baths are restored immediately and the eyesore is
removed. The Nedlands City Council has some
very far-sighted plans for upgrading the foreshore
in that region and I believe the restored baths
would fit into those plans. The Subiaco City
Council has done much work around what could
be called the -Qantas" ramp, which was recently
opened officially and that is becoming a very
popular foreshore area where the public can go
and enjoy the superb river.

In recent debates in this House, I have dis-
cussed the problems of local government rating
and the water, sewerage, and drainage rates. The
rates produced this year have created some
serious anomalies in the areas of the Subiaco and
Nedlands City Councils. The very real problems
that have been created for the elderly or, indeed,
for any people on fixed incomes or pensions, need
immediate attention. The Nedlands and Subiaco
City Councils are handling individual cases of
hardship sympathetically, but fewer anomalies
should have been created in the first place.

I move now from the local issues which I have
just covered to concentrate on a subject which
concerns me greatly;, that is, the proposed
introduction of a financial institutions' duty by
this Government-a duty which could have quite
serious ramifications on the Perth money market.

Today when the Premier introduced the Bill in
relation to the SGlO, we heard him say he
wanted more money market activity in this State.
I believe the proposal to introduce a FID will have
serious ramifications on our money market.

It is interesting that, in March, the Premier de-
nied he had given any consideration to a FID, but
it appears now that he has changed his mind and
will introduce such duties.

I should like to give a little background on this
issue. Most of the original research work on this
duty was carried out in New South Wales. Before
introducing this duty in its Budget last year, the
Government in New South Wales had been work-
ing on a proposal for approximately 12 months.

The Victorian Government introduced a duty
of that nature a week or so before the New South
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Wales Government took that action in its 1982
Budget. Basically, this duty is in two phases.
Firstly, there is a receipts duty which is charged
on receipts of Financial institutions at a rate of 3c
per $100 with a maximum of $300 per single re-
ceipt.

Supposedly this is to increase to 4c per $100 in
tine with the recently announced rates in South
Australia. I believe the NSW and Victorian
Budgets came down this week and it is understood
that the rates will go to that 4c per $100.

The second side of it is that a special rate of
duty has been developed for the short-term money
market and that is 0.005c per month applied on a
basis completely different from the formula used
for the receipts duty which is charged on receipts
of financial institutions. Instead of a receipts tax,
short-term dealings which comprise short-term
liability are subject to duty assessed by the use of
a formula which is applied on a national basis.

Without confusing members, I indicate that the
formula comes out with what is commonly
referred to as the "one-third, two-thirds rule"
where one-third is dutiable in Victoria. one-third
in NSW, and the other third is not dutiable.

When FID was introduced in NSW and Vic-
toria, a number of stamp duties were abolished.
The Governments there abolished stamp duty on
discount securities and cheques and they also
abolished a loan duty which is based on a
threshold intercst rate.

The effect of FID being introduced in NSW
and Victoria on Western Australia has been quite
marked, but the most damaging eff .ect is that rev-
enue and turnover are being lost in this State due
mainly to the transferring of major discount se-
curity transactions to those States. A common
example-one that is easy to follow-is that a
$10 million loan on bills drawn for 90 days in
Western Australia will attract stamp duty of
$9 000. In the FID States it attracts a maximum
of only $300; so it is rather easy to see, when one
has to pay only $300 in receipts duty in another
State, those bills tend to be drawn in the other
States.

South Australia has introduced its
0.04c in the dollar and, as I mentioned ,and NSW will be increasing theirs to that

FID at
Victoria
level.

I believe an arrangement has been made be-
tween the Labor Premiers so that there wvill be a
uniform rate among all those Labor States.

Mr Burkett: What do the Tasmanians have?
Mr COURT: I do not know. I think the

Tasmanians arc introducing a different one again
in their Budget this year.

Mr Burkett: They have brought it in already.
Mr COURT: I cannot answer that.
The revenue which is currently being raised by

the relevant stamp duties in Western Australia is
not all that great and I believe the Premier will be
tempted to bring in FlO to help add to the cof-
fers, but I shall go further and say I believe that,
not only will the Premier introduce duties similar
to those which apply now in NSW, Victoria, and
South Australia, but also he will continue the
stamp duty on cheques and the threshold interest
rate which is called a section 11 2K loan duty.

In other words, the Premier will abolish the
stamp duty on bills which raises just over S1
million a year, but he will keep the stamp duty on
cheques and the section 112K loan duty which
raises some $30 million a year. It is believed a
FID in this State would bring in an additional $20
million, so by doing this the Premier would in-
crease the Government's coffers by approximately
$20 million.

The end result of all this is that if the move is
to keep certain stamp duties as well as Fl D. our
money markets in Western Australia will become
even less competitive than they are now and we
will have no chance to build up our money market
centre. The receipt side of FID is difficult to ad-
minister. It has been in operation in the other
States since December. so they have had eight
month's experience. The banks do have a com-
puter facility to collect such a duty, but the build-
ing societies will have to outlay considerable funds
to be able to collect the receipt side of this duty.
It will involve quite massive costs.

It is interesting that there has been no growth
of money markets in Western Australia in the last
12 months, and the issuing of bills in this State
has dropped drastically. Instead of talking about
getting a supposed extra $20 million for the State,
I believe we should use the introduction of FID in
the other States as an ideal opportunity to create
a competitive advantage for the money market in
Western Australia. Introducing a similar FID to
this State, would simply lock us into mediocrity
and a quite ineffective money market. There
should be incentives in a system to wrest the
money action away from New South Wales and
Victoria, which are the States considered to be
the money market headquarters.

We must give the money market in this State
preferential treatment. The loss of stamp duty
would be met by a much more positive contri-
bution to the economy that an increased money
market would bring and the employment
opportunities that would follow with it. The
Government should look further into the future
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instead of just looking at the short-term income it
can get. It should carry out a iwo-phase plan to
try to build up Perth as a major money market
centre and as a major share market centre by
cutting stamp duties and having them cheaper
than the other States in order to drag the action
to Western Australia.

The important point would be that local man-
agers of finance companies would be lending local
money. We now have the danger that all the lend-
ing people-and when we are after a loan from
meaningful people, the finance companies, we
find they are all in the east-do not service the
Finance industry in this State.

Mr Burkett: And all the head offices of the
banks are in the other States, so we will never be
a monetary centre of Australia.

Mr COURT: I will get to the point of the funds
being continually transferred from this State to
the other States. The large Western Australian
operators would be encouraged to keep their
money in Western Austalia if the receipts duty
were kept out of FlO. They would not send their
funds to the East, and we would find that our
money market would grow overnight. National
companies are currently getting their funds lo-
cally and immediately they TT it across to their
banks in the other States. They would be encour-
aged to keep the money in Perth because they
would be able to loan it out at cheaper rates.
Their stamp duty being less, they would do it all
from Perth. The other States have tried to make
extra money out of F1lD. We should take the other
tack and make it work for us. Queensland is doing
this, and this will increase its money operations
and its portion of the share market.

Mr Burkett: There is no bank with a head
office in Western Australia.

Mr COURT: The banks will do their
transactions in this State.

Mr Burkett: I am talking about the entire
banking system of the nation.

Mr COURT: The member misses my point. I
said that the majority of the money market
transactions-70 per cent-are done in Victoria
and New South Wales. I am trying to suggest
something whereby the action from Western Aus-
tralia. which is currently taking place over there,
would be done in Perth. We should offer an incen-
tive to bring that action to Perth.

I mention now the subject of venture capital.
which the Deputy Premier spoke about when he
was explaining the incentives for new high tech-
nology industry. Last week's announcement by
the Federal Government of a 100 per cent tax de-
ductibility for venture capital in high risk, high

technology industries is most welcome. However,
both the State and Federal Governments must re-
alise that the development of these new tech-
nology industries will come from the private sec-
tor, provided the Government ensures the correct
environment for the companies to get off the
ground.

Last year I made my position on the protection
issue very clear a number of times, saying that the
old style industries which proliferate in the east
were now unacceptable and had become a strain
on our economy. It is pleasing to hear the member
for Ascot agree with me that we have to take
positive steps to phase out the protection on those
industries and support the development of some
new technology industries. It is also interesting
that Mr Hayden has also now got the message
and that he gave quite a telling speech on this
subject recently. However, his colleagues on the
east coast cringed at the very thought of cutting
protection. He seemed to be silenced very quickly.

I sound a note of warning to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology, who is
encouraging this particular area with a lot of zeal:
It is all very well to rush headlong into these in-
dustries and it is all very well to encourage the
introduction of new technology into existing in-
dustries, but he must realise there will be a prob-
lem if he does not combine that campaign with a
campaign to expand those existing industries
which are so good to us. I refer to those primary
industries which traditionally involve the areas of
mining and agriculture where we do have a great
international comparative advantage. We must
continue to encourage and expand those industries
because the business of servicing those industries
employs a lot of people.

This whole question of technology and employ-
ment must be attacked on two fronts because we
know that, as new technology is introduced into
existing businesses, it tends to cut the labour
force. If we are to make the iron ore industry
more competitive, remembering that if new tech-
nology is introduced the labour force is cut, we
must try to expand the overall industry so that we
can get some real growth in employment. A grow-
ing iron ore industry means more money will be
spent on maintenance, housing, financial services
and more tourist facilities for the workers. This is
what we should aim for. A crippled, strike-torn
iron ore industry has the reverse effect. This is
something that the industrial relations policies
can affect. The fact that this Government seems
unwilling to step into crippling disputes is a very
serious matter.

To return to the question of venture capital, I
stress that there is a large demand for capital by
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well-established private companies which are not
large enough 1o become listed public companies. I
am sure members opposite know of the helpless
position these companies get into. They often have
a first-class track record. They are expanding rap-
idly at home and abroad, yet they do not have ac-
cess through the Stock Exchange to the capital
funds they require. I realise that in Australia we
have many small companies that are listed on the
main boards of the Stock Exchange but there
needs to be some sort of secondary market to de-
velop similar to that in the United States. I know
the Stock Exchange is working on developing a
junior listing proposal, and I hope it proceeds.
These companies, which have a lot to offer, are
the companies we should be encouraging when we
talk about moving into high technology areas and
some of the new resource projects, whether agri-
cultural or mining. They have a proven track re-
cord, so they can offer so much to the State.

The Premier and his Government can fool most
of the public some of the time by their smooth
manipulation of public opinion, which is done by
their advertising and super slick media pro-
ductions to which we have become accustomed.
But eventually the truth will catch up with them
and they will need to perform on the job front,
where I believe they have not performed. They
should offer all Western Australians the chance
to improve their standard of living, but they are
not. They must protect the basic democracy we
cherish in this State, but they do not. Members

opposite would agree we live in one of the most
democratic States in the world, and this Govern-
ment most importantly must defend Western
Australian industry and our workers against the
damaging effects of industrial disputation now oc-
curring in this State in what we would have to
agree are quite serious economic times.

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendment-
That the following words be added to the

mot ion-
-but we regret to advise Your Excellency

that the Government refuses to defend West-
ern Australia's industries and workers
against the damaging effects of industrial
disruption.

MR O'CONNOR. (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the
Opposition) 14.53 am.). I rise to formally second
the amendment moved by the member for
Nedlands. In doing so I express our concern at the
industrial disputation in the Pilbara.

Leave to Continue Speech

I seek leave of the House to continue my re-
marks at a later stage.

Leave granted.
Debate (on amendment to motion) thus ad-

journed.
House adjourned at 4.54 a.m. (Wednesday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Northampton District: Contract

977. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) What progress has been made towards

the letting of a contract for the
redevelopment of buildings at the
Northampton District High School?

(2) (a) Is consideration given to increasing
budget allocation;

(b) if not, are fresh tenders to be called
on original plans?

(3) (a) If "No" to (2)(a) and (b), are fresh
plans proposed for the complete
redevelopment, or, are present plans
to be amended to delete some
portion;

(b) if present plans are to be amended
10 delete some portion, what area
will be affected?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Redocumentation is in progress and ten-

ders will be called as soon as possible.

(2)

(3)
(a) and (b) No.
(a) and (b) New plans are 'to be drawn
based on an adjusted scheme which is
expected to retain some elements of the
old plans.

LAND

National Park: Jarrab Park

1033. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) As he personally has not had discussions

with Alcoa regarding a proposed north-
ern jarrah forest national park, will he
please indicate what Government de-
partments have been involved in dis-
cussions referred to in the answer given
to question 960?

(2) Does he support the announced proposal
to seek such a national park?

(3) Is the proposal supported by the Depart-
ment of Forests?

(4) Is he aware that a proposed location for
such a national park has been delin-
eated, notwithstanding his answer to
part (3) of question 960?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Arrangements were originally made for

me to hold discussions with representa-
lives of Alcoa in respect of this matter,
on Thursday, 15 September- Preliminary
discussions have been held with Depart-
ments of Forests and Resources Devel-
opment. The mining and management
planning liaison group, which also in-
cludes representatives of the Department
of Conservation and Environment,
Mines, and Public Works, and the
Metropolitan Water Authority, has been
kept generally informed.

(2) The Government is examining the most
appropriate way to implement its policy.

(3) The proposal has yet to be finalised.

(4) A number of options are being con-
sidered.

SHOPPING: CENTRES

Leases: Inquiry

1034. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:

With reference to his answer to question
962 respecting shopping centre leases,
would he please indicate what fees are
considered "normal", and what are the
specific fees being paid to Mr Clarke?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The total cost of the inquiry has already
been provided. Mr Clarke's remuner-
ation has been arranged with the Public
Service Board and is the normal con-
sulting fee for barristers on this type of
inquiry.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE

Aborigines: Texas Downs Station

1051. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal A ffairs:
(1) Have there been any Aboriginal land

claims for whole or part of Texas Downs
station in the east Kimberley?

(2) If so, what area of land is involved?
(3) What Aboriginal person or community

is making the claim?
(4) For what purpose is the claim being

made?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Approximately 50 000 hectares.
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(3) The Warman Community of Turkey
Creek.

(4) The claim is based on a desire to main-
tain traditional custodianship over the
land, but also includes use of the land
for residential and economic purposes.

HEALTH

Heart Attlacks

1069. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What are the latest statistics available in

respect of the decrease in the number of
Australians dying fromt heart attacks?

(2) Are such figures available for Western
Australia, as distinct from national stat-
istics, and if so, what are they?

(3) To what does his department attribute
the decrease in deaths from heart at-
tacks'?

(4) Is it planned to give wider publicity to
the decrease and the probable reasons
for same?

(5) If not, why not?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) Death rates rose year by year in

Australia and Western Australia until
1967 when they began to fall.

Aged 35-64: death rates (death/ 100 000
population)

1965-67 1977-78 1900-81

Wescit n A.,a Ia
g.i~dv,

379 286 (no

121 88 (f n
avaJI lableI)

329 242 218
97 71 64

(3) The reason for the decrease in deaths
from heart attacks is not known, but
there are two factors which are thought
to contribute to the decreasing rate-

(i) changes of lifestyle including
reduced cigarette consumption,
reduced fiat consumption, and in-
creased regular exercise;

(ii) improved medical care.

(4) Yes. Wide publicity will be given
through the healthy lifestyle programme
to be offered by the health education
unit.

(5) Not applicable.

HOUSING

Energy Conservation

1098. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Has the Minister received a submission

from the Flat Glass Industry Council of
Australia about energy conservation in
domestic housing?

(2) If so, does the Minister approve the
recommendations contained in the sub-
missions?

(3) If "Yes" to (2). will the Minister-

(a) remind the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to implement those under its
jurisdiction; and

(4)
Mr
(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)

(b) implement recommendations where
the State Government is competent
to act?

If "No' to (2) and (3). why not?

BRYCE replied:
Yes.

No.

(a) and (b) Not applicable.
I am advised that some parts of the
council's submission significantly
overstate potential energy savings. I
have suggested the council contact the
Energy Commission and the Solar
Energy Research Institute to review
their estimations. I have also sought ad-
ditional information from the council
with regard to other sections of the sub-
mission-

GOVERNMENT CHARGES
Concessions and Rebates

1099. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
What is the total estimated cost of the
social benefit contribution to disadvan-
taged people against their State Energy
Commission. Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority, country water undertakings, etc.,
accounts for 1983-84, and how is it
borne by the consumers of the respective
Government owned utilities?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Presumably the member is referring to
the $50 utility consumption subsidy an-
nounced recently.
The final cost of this measure will de-
pend on the number of eligible persons
applying for this assistance.
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The associated funding will be provided
from the State's Consolidated Revenue
Fund.

A PPR ENTI CES

Country Contractors

1100. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Regarding the recently publicised

schcme to give preferential treatment to
country contractors employing appren-
tices, could he please say if the'scheme
covers-as reported-Public Works De-
partment contract work only, or is it
uni form for Government departments
and instrumentalities such as the State
Housing Commission, Westrail, the
State Energy Commission, etc.?

(2) Was it correctly reported that "it op-
erates where a head Contractor or his
subcontractors have their principal es-
tablishments within 100 km of the Perth
GPoll?

Mr McI VER replied:

(I) The scheme applies to all Public Works
Department Architectural Division con-
tracts.

(2) Yes. However, after I November, the
arrangement will also be applied to head
contractors and subcontractors whose
principal fixed establishments are within
1I5 kilometres of the official post offices
at Albany, Bunbury, Geraldton, and
Kalgoorlie.

APPRENTICES

Country Contractors

1101. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minster for
Works:

Could he please table a detailed descrip-
tion, as it is part of the tender and/or
Contract document, of the scheme to
give preferential treatment to country
contractors employing apprentices?

Mr McIVER replied:

As requested by thie member I now table
the required information.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 2 74.).

TAXATION

Land Tax

1102. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

(1) Has he received a report from the Urban
Development Institute of Australia
(W.A. Division) Inc., re land tax?

(2) If so. which of the four recommen-
dations does be accept?

(3) When is he going to implement the
recommendations he approves?

(4) If he does not approve of any or all of
the recommendations, what are his
reasons?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) to (4) The report is currently being con-

sidered by the Government. No de-
cisions have yet been made on the four
recommendations.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS

Gifted and Talented: Programme

1103. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

Is he going to implement the resolutions
reportedly carried by the annual State
School Teachers' Union conference re-
garding the Education Department's
present programme for gifted and tal-
ented children?

Mr PEARCE replied:
A committee has been established under
the chairmanship of the Hon. Garry
Kelly, MLC. to look at the effectiveness
of the programme and to recommend
ways in which the programme could be
improved. The committee has been
asked to report to the Minister for Edu-
cation by 15 December. The Govern-
ment will consider the further develop-
ment of the programme in the light of
the recommendations.

WATER RESOURCES: RATES

Payment: Special Arrangemenis

1104, Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) How many applications have been re-

ceived by the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority for special arrangements for pay-
ments of rates and charges during a
specified period (say one month) since
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the Metropolitan Water Authority
(Rates and Charges) Amendment By-
laws (No. 2) 1983 have been gazetted?

(2) How does this compare with appli-
cations made during the same period
last year under the then prevailing by-
law No. SA?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) 12.8.83 to 15.9.83
by-law 8A.

(2) 12.8.83 to 15.9.83
by-law 4.

298-made under

179-made under

WATER RESOURCES. RATES

By-laws (Rates and Charges) Amendment No. 2

1105. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Has the Metropolitan Water Authority
advertised in the printed or electronic
media the new By-laws (Rates and
Charges) Amendment No. 2?

M rTON K IN replied:

The new by-laws were published in the
Government Gazette No. 56 on 12
August 1983.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE

Millstreanm Station: Cattle Muster

1106. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What were the proceeds so far from

mustering and selling cattle at the ac-
quired Millstream Station?

(2) How many head of cattle were mus-
tered?

(3) Who did the job physically before the
tender was let to L. W. Brown in July
1983?

Mr MOIVER replied:

(1) $ 15 7 962 gross.

(2) 1 593.

(3) Mr L. Parsons and stockmen from
Cootawanyab Station with assistance
from Public Works Department person-
nel.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE

Millstream StatLion: Camfe Muster

I1107. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:,

For what period and under what broad
conditions was contract number 23369
in July 1983 let for cattle muster at
Milistream Station?

M rTON KI N replied:
The contract was awarded on 21 July
1983 for the mustering! branding, and
loading onto transport oF I 500 cattle
from Millstream Station.
The contract is due for completion by 31
October 1983.
The estimated contract value is $72 240.

HEALTH: ALCOHOL AND DRUGS

Aborigines

1108. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware that a senior Northern Ter-

ritory Supreme Court judge (Mr Justice
Muirbead) has called for a national task
force to investigate alcoholism and pet-
rot sniffing among Aborigines?

(2) In view of the fact that the judge said
that-
(a) It is not a problem which could be

successfully tackled piecemeal by
States and Territories, Aboriginal
bodies or by church groups;,

(b) it is a task that involves a host of
factors, including advertising and
marketing, sales control, outlet con-
trols and legislation;,

(c) it justifies a carefully composed
national task force to identify and
report on critical problem areas and
to make recommendations on ways
and means of doing something posi-
tive to safeguard a rae of Aus-
tralian people;

will he press at national level for the es-
tablishment of such a task force?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes, I have read a Press report.
(2) (a) to (c) There arc national level bodies

examining these problems, notably a
working party of the Health Ministers'
Conference and the drug education
subcommittee and its parent group, the
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Commonwealth-State health committee
on drugs of dependence. A booklet pre-
pared by the Public Health Depart-
went's Health Education Unit on
"Inhalation of Volatile Substances" has
been tabled for information,

HOSPITAL

King Edward Memorial: ANco-nata) Nursery

1109. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it a [act that the intensive care neo-

natal nursery at King Edward Memorial
Hospital is working at 100 per cent and
above capacity, yet another nursery at
the hospital is not used except as a store-
room?

(2) Is it a fact that additional staff and
equipment are required at the hospital in
order to cater for, and avoid the fre-
quent overload of, seriously ill new-born
babies?

(3) Does the number of staff employed at
King Edward Memorial Hospital remain
basically static or fluctuate with require-
ments?

(4) Are casual staff employed when the
need for extra staff arises?

(5) Is it [act that at one stage in the last few
months, every available neo-natal venti-
lator in Western Australia was in use,
and a potentially dangerous situation
arose?

(6) If so, will more neo-natal ventilators be
purchased to avoid such a situation aris-
ing again?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes. The nursery has been fully occu-

pied on 109 days in the past 12 months.
The uncommissioned nursery has 45
places and it would take 79.35 staff to
commission.

(2) Yes.
(3) Staff establishment is a static figure.

Hospital can hire temporary staff to
deal with fluctuations. Problems exist 'in
recruiting sufficient medical and special-
ised nursing staff.

(4) Yes.

(5) Yes. This occurred on a single occasion
on the weekend on 25 April.

(6) Some have already been purchased.

HOSPITAL

Princess Margaret: Leukaenia Research Unit

1110. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When is it expected that the new re-

search unit to undertake studies into the
causes of childhood leukaemia, will be
established at Princess Margaret Hospi-
talI?

(2) To what extent will the Government be
involved in the establishment and work
of the unit?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) January 1984.

(2) Government is not directly
This is a joint effort by
Margaret Hospital and the
foundation.

involved.
Princess
research

HEALTH

Abortions: Number

1111. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many legal abortions were per-

formed in Western Australia in the past
year?

(2) How does this figure compare with the
number of live births?

(3) Is the rate of abortions in this State
higher than the national rate of one
abortion to every four live births?

(4) Is it the Government's intention to
introduce legislation to decriminalise
abortion?

(5) If so, when will it be introduced?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Not known.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Not known.
(4) N o.
(5) Not applicable.

HEA LTH

Diet Products: Danger

1112. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Have investigations launched by him

and the Minister for Consumer Affairs
determined whether diet food meal re-
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placements were being wrongly used and
endangered people's health?

(2) Will the State Government act to ban
the selling of these diet foods, or will it
wait for Federal action?

(3) Has the Government's price-watch bu-
reau investigated the pricing of these
diet foods?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No specific investigations have been in-
itiated by the Public Health Department
to determine if these products have been
wrongly used or endangered people's
health. However, many consumers have
contacted my department and the De-
partment of Consumer Affairs, advising
that consumption of these products has
caused undesirable side effects.

(2) No. The State Government is not con-
sidering banning on health grounds
these products, but the introduction of
legislation to require More informative
labelling of these products to provide ad-
equate warning to consumers is being
considered.

(3) This question should be referred to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs.

NOISE
Industrial: Regulations

1113. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When is it expected that the new regu-

lations protecting workers against indus-
trial noise will be gazetted?

(2) Have the regulations been discussed
with, and approved by, employer and
employee organisations?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Expected within a week or so.

(2) Yes. The Confederation of WA Industry
and the Trades and Labor Council arc
represented on the Noise and Vibration
Control Council which prepares the
regulations and the draft regulations
have been widely discussed at a number
of seminars and conferences.

MINING
Uranium: Waste

114. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware that J. A. Corbyn, lecturer

in mining engineering at the WA
School of Mines, has stated that the
code on radioactive wastes makes no
mention of long-term containment plans
for radioactive slines and mill tailings
resulting from uranium mining oper-
ations, even though these needed to be
contained for many thousands of years?

(2) Does he subscribe to these views?

(3) If so, what action, if any, is intended in
respect of the code?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No. It is presumed that the question

refers to the Commonwealth code of
practice.

(2)

(3)
No.

This is a Commonwealth matter and
should be referred to the appropriate
Federal Minister.

HEALTH
Soft Drinks: Caffeine

1115. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:

What soft drinks on sale in Western
Australia contain caffeine and what
levels of caffeine do they contain?

Mr HODGE replied:
To the best of my knowledge only soft
drinks of the cola-type may contain caf-
feine to a maximum concentration of
145 mg/kg. This maximum permitted
concentration is specified in the Western
Australian food and drug regulations.
Caffeine levels found in cola-type soft
drinks are in the range of 70 to 140
mg/kg.

NOISE

Review: Terms of Reference

1116. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What form will the recently announced

review of existing measures to control
noise levels in Western Australia take?

2262



[Tuesday, 20 September 19831 26

(2) When is the review expected to com-
mence'?

M r HODGE replied:

(1) The review is being conducted by work-
ing parties from the Noise and Vibration
Control Council and its advisory com-
mittee the Public Health Department,
and other interested organisations.

(2) The review has commenced.

HEALTH

Aborigines: Funding Assistance

1117, Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health.
(1) Is he aware that Western Australia's

first Aboriginal health worker training
programme aimed at tackling Aborigi-
nal health problems was launched re-
cently with a $35 000 grant from the
WA Lotteries Commission and that the
organisers hope that more funds from
other sources such as Federal or State
grants will allow the course to be run
every 12 months?

(2) In view of the importance of the work,
will he closely monitor the programme
with a view to ensuring that the course is
enabled to continue on a long-term basis
by the granting of State aid, should this
be necessary'?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The Public Health Department has had

a health worker training programme
aimed ar tackling Aboriginal health
problems operating since the early
1970s. I am aware of the programme
referred to by the member and welcome
this new initiative by the Aboriginal
Medical Service.
Public Health resources and materials
were provided to assist in the establish-
ment of the programme.

(2) Yes. It is proposed to review all Aborigi-
nal health services including training
program mes.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Paricnts: Wrongful Confinements

Ill8. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it possible that there are patients in

Western Australian mental institutions
who are wrongly confined?

(2) What safeguards exist to obviate such a
possibility?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) It is possible though improbable that

any person could be improperly detained
in a Western Australian approved hospi-
tal. However, if the member informs me
of any specific concern, 1 will have the
matter investigated.

(2) Present safeguards include the referral
and admission criteria and procedures of
the Mental Health Act, the provisions of
that Act relating to the discharge of div-
ision 2 and 3 patients, the powers of the
boards of visitors, and the high stan-
dards of psychiatric assessment exer-
cised by hospital specialists. These safe-
guards will be one of the issues reviewed
by the present Mental Health Services'
review.

AGED PERSONS

Ca re a nd Fina ncialI Assistance

1119. MrT GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the Government a policy an care of

the elderly in the community?
(2) If so, what is that policy?
(3) Does the Government tend to support

care of the aged in the family situation
or in an institutional situation?

(4) Has the Government considered any
form of financial assistance to encourage
the care of elderly people in the homne?

(5) If so, what was considered?
(6) If not, will such assistance be con-

sidered?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) In conjunction with the Commonwealth

Government, voluntary organisations
and health and welfare related agencies,
to ensure that, as far as is practicable, a
range of services are available to meet
the individual and varying needs of eld-
erly persons.

(3) The Government endorses the principle
that elderly people should be encouraged
to remain in their own homes as long as
this is feasible and is acceptable to the
individual concerned. It is accepted that
not all elderly people can be cared for in
their own homes.
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(4) Considerable Government Finance is ex-
pended on making it possible for elderly
people to remain in their own homes.
Home nursing, and home help services
are provided from country hospitals
specifically to assist aged and disabled
persons to be maintained in their own
homes. In addition to the Government
subsidies, the operation of the Silver
Chain Nursing Association supp-
lies a similar service in the metro-
politan area and some country districts.
Home modifications and aids and ap-
pliances are provided from all Govern-
ment hospitals.

(5) and (6) Answered by (4) above.

FUEL AND ENERGY: PETROL

Lead

1120. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:
(1) (a) With the removal of lead from pet-

rol as is proposed, which, if any,
other additives will be present in
the lead free petrol; and

(b) how will these additives affect the
environment?

(2) As lead is added to petrol as an "anti-
knock" agent how will "anti-knock"
properties be imparted to lead-free pet-
rol?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) (a) and (b) No additional additives are

expected to be used but, as the member
will know, there are certain additives
other than lead, already present in pet-
rol .

(2) The lead-free petrol to be introduced in
1985 will have less "anti-knock" ability
than super grade petrol. Its octane
number will be 91.5 compared with 97
for super. All ears manufactured from
1986 on will be designed to run on 91.5
octane petrol without knocking. Many
current model cars are designed to run
on it-the standard grade currently
marketed is 89 octane. Super will con-
tinue to be marketed for those current
model ears unable to use the lower
octane petrol.

112 1. This question was postponed,

H EA LTH
Herpes

1122. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(I) Is the Public Health Department con-

cerned with the incidence of herpes in
Western Australia?

(2) Are existing drugs effective in the
treatment of the disease?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes, but there has been no significant

increase in the incidence or severity in
recent years.

(2) There are many drugs available for
symptomatic treatment but no drugs
currently will provide a 300 per cent
cure.

HEALTH

Arthritis

1123. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What is the proposed programme for the

pilot scheme to acquaint primary school
children with the problems of people of
all ages who are afflicted with arthritis?

(2) To what extent is the Government as-
sisting the WA Arthritis and Rheuma-
tism Foundation in the programme?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) A manual is available to assist teachers
and students investigate arthritis. One of
the foundation's field officers is
available to launch the programme at
schools, after Which the Education De-
partment takes over, The programme is
available to all schools on request for
years four to seven.

(2) The Government has an ongoing com-
mitment to fund the salary of four full-
time nurses seconded to the foundation.
Part of their duties is devoted to the
education programme.

1124. This question was postponed.

ABORIGINES

Bibbuimun People: Compensation Claim

1125. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aborginal Affairs::
(1) Has the Stace Government received a

claim For compensation from Alcoa of
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Australia Ltd. on behalf of the
Bibbulmun people of the south-west?

(2) If so, how much is the claim?
(3) If the State Government has received

the claim, does it intend to pursue it?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No amount was stated.
(3) Those persons making the claim have

been advised to make a submission to
the Seaman inquiry.

H EALTH4: TOBACCO

Consumption: Norway

1126. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) From information available to him, what

was the per capita consumption of
tobacco products in Norway in 1975?

(2) What is the present per capita consump-
lion?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) 2 100 grammes per head.

(2) 1 950 grammes per head.

RECREATION: SPORTS

Sponsorship: Tobacco Companies

1127. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) As he has indicated in his introductory

speech to the Tobacco (Sales and Pro-
motion) Bill that "we have the facts",
would he please indicate what contri-
bution is made to sport promotion,
coaching, and sponsorship in Western
Australia by the tobacco industry?

(2) Of the amount contributed, what funds
arc contributed towards-
(a) football;
(b) cricket;
(c) horseracing;
(d) trotting;
(e) soccer: and

(f) other sports?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Approximately $500 000.
(2) My information is that major contri-

butions are towards-

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

football ..................
cricket....................
horseracing..............
trotting ..................
speedway................
others-darts, golf,
greyhounds, soccer,
baseball .................
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600
60000
00000

100000
30000

350000

1128. This question was postponed.

HEALTH AND HOSPITALS

Buildings and Associated Works

1129. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

What Public Works-buildings and as-
sociated works including furniture and
equipment-were constructed in respect
of the following:
(a) Public Health;
(b) Hospital and Allied Services;
(c) Mental Health Services;
(d) WA Alcohol and Drug Authority;
(c) Nurses Board of Western Australia,
in the year ended 30 June 1983?

Mr HODGE replied:
The answer was tabled (see paper No. 275).

TRANSPORT: AIR

Perth Airport: Passengers

1130. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) H-ow many inbound and outbound

international passengers per annum are
currently using Perth Airport?

(2) What is the anticipated annual number
of inbound and outbound international
passengers when the new international
terminal at Perth Airport is due to be
completed?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) During 1982, inbound international

passengers at Perth Airport numbered
222 000 and outbound, 206 000. May I
suggest that the member consult the
annual report of the Federal Depart-
ment of Aviation when he wants this
sort of information in future.

(2) The Federal Department of Aviation's
provisional master plan for Perth Air-
port-once again, a freely available
document-shows a projected figure of
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633 100 international passengers using
Perth Airport in 1985.

TRANSPORT: AIR

Perth Airport: Taxiway

1131. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Tra nsport:

When is work expected to commcee on
the construction of a parallel taxiway at
Perth Airport?

Mr GRI LL replied;
I am advised by the Federal Department
of Aviation that, subject to next month's
Commonwealth parliamentary works
commitlee: hearing, tenders for the par,
allel taxiway at Perth Airport will be let
late this year, with a view to commenc-
ing construction in February 1984.

TRANSPORT: AIR

Airports: Karratha and Pori Hedland

132. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

What work will be carried out at the
Port Hedland and Karratha airports in
the 1983-84 financial year from the $34
million that was allocated in the Federal
Budget under the aerodrome local
ownership plan'?

Mr GR ILL replied:

I am advised by the Federal Department
of Aviation that-
Commonwealth expenditure at Port
Hedland airport is expected to be up to
$10 million in 1983-84, the major areas
of outlay being-

a new runway parallel to the
existing one and capable of hand-
ling DC9/83737 aircraft;
expanded and strengthened r.p.
parking apron;
rerouting water supplies:
road access: and
electrical works.

Commonwealth expenditure at Karratha
aerodrome is expected to be up to $2.1
million, the major areas of outlay
being-

completion of terminal building:
and
landside engineering works.

1133. This question was postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: COAL

Griffin Coal Mining Co. Ltd. and Western
Collieries Lid.: Tonnage

1134. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) What are the current tonnages of coal

which the State Energy Commission is
committed to purchase per annum
from-
(a) Griffin Coal Company;
(b) Western Collieries?

(2) What tonnages of coal does the com-
mission currently have on hand at each
of its power stations?

(3) What is the current rate of delivery to
each power station?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) (a) Griffin Coal Company-2. I million

tonnes
(b) Western Collieries-a coal supply

contradt is being negotiated and
meanwhile the commission is taking
1.3 million tonnes a year from the
company.

tonnes
(2) M uja .................... 620000

Kwinana .................. 160000
Bunbury .................. 28000
South Fremantle ................ 17000

(3) The current coal delivery rate to coal-
fired power stations is-

M uja ......................
Kwinana..................
Bunbury ...................
South Fremantle ............

tonnes
per

week
46 460
23 000
5 000

0.
1135 This question was postponed.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Members of Parliament: Requests for In for-
mation

1136. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Transport:

What instructions (written or verbal)
has he, the Premier, or any other Minis-
ter given to officers of the Main Roads
Department or any other department
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under his ministerial supervision on
what information, advice, or assistance
that they (the officers) should supply to
members of Parliament seeking infor-
miation from those departments?

Mr GRI LL replied:
In response to several queries from
agencies within my portfolios a circular
was issued on 24 August. Copy is pro-
vided for member.

The purpose of the circular instructi on
was to clarify certain matters in respect
to the relationship between the media
and agencies and also members of Par-
liament and agencies.
I am not aware of any other instructions
on these matters to agencies under my
control during the life of the present
Government. However, I understand my
predecessor did issue a similar
instruction several years ago.

IMMIGRATION

Nonlirnha Migrant Hostel

1137. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

Will he give an assurance to all em-
ployees at the Noalimba migrant hostel
that their employment position will be
secure, in some Government agency,
after the proposed closure of the hostel
on 31 December 1983?

Mr DAVIES replied:
I have arranged a meeting with the staff
of the Noalimiba reception centre to dis-
cuss matters that will include those
raised by the member.

WAGES: FREEZE

Projects: Additional

1138. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Employment and Administrative Services:

Will he provide me with full details of
the 28 new projects funded as a conse-
quence of the wage freeze savings as an-
nouncd by him on 13 September?

Mr PARKER replied:
Full details of the 28 projects approved
are contained in the tabled paper.

The information was tabled (see paper No. 276).

TRANSPORT: BUSES

'Fast worker"

1139. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What regulations currently apply to the

employment of new personnel by the
Metropolitan Transport Trust?

(2) If there are no regulations, then why is
it not possible for the proposed new
'Fastworkcr" services to be introduced
from the Willetton, Bullcreek, Leeming
areas to the city via the freeway?)

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Regulations applicable to new employ-
ment in the MTT are the same as regu-
lations that apply to current employ-
mmn.

The current employment is subject to
any authorised staff ceiling and is affec-
ted by the Government's present
intention to reduce staffing in certain
areas by a targeted two per cent.

(2) Not applicable.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Charges: Low Voltage Users

1140. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

What would a low voltage industrial,
commercial, and general customer pay
for a monthly electricity consumption of
100 kw per hour?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I refer the member to the State Energy
Commission tariff schedules available in
the Parliamentary Library, from which
the charge may be calculated.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Charges: 4000 kw

1141. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

What would a domestic consumer in
Perth pay for 4000 kw of electricity?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I refer the member to the State Energy
Commission tariff schedules available in
the Parliamentary Library fromt which
the charge may be calculated.
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EDUCATION: NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Funds: "Needs Basis"

1142. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) Adverting to question 1091 respecting

Government funding for independent
schools, would he please detail the
method by which the "needs" basis is
determined?

(2) As he has indicated he supports a
reduction in capital funding for indepen-
dent schools by his support of the Feder-
al Government's funding directive, does
he also support a lesser funding commit-
ment on a per capita basis?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) When the Government's needs policy of

funding is introduced, it will be on the
basis of a per capita grant to all schools
with a "topping up" component calcu-
kited on a needs basis. The method of
determining the needs basis will be de-
cided after discussions with non-Govern-
ment schools,

(2) The assertion contained in this question
is untrue, and is a total distortion of my
answer to question 1091. The Govern-
menit recognises the importance of the
non-Government sector in education,
consults closely with it and is deter-
mined to avoid divisive argument about
funding. The member's apparent desire
to provoke controversy based on deliber-
ate untruths can only be damaging to
the Government's desire for harmony in
education.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

TEMPORARY REDUCTION OF REMUNER-
ATION (SENIOR PUBLIC OFFICERS) BILL

Number Affected and Exemptions

264. Mr BRIAN BURKE (Premier):
The -attached information is provided in
response to Parliamentary question 669
and supersedes the interim information
previously supplied on 17 August. The
variation in the Figures for 3 (1) (a)
(viii) is due to the inclusion of officers
from the State Energy Commission and
others whose salary rates are not subject
to Federal awards although they receive

salaries in accordance with rates pre-
scribed in those awards.
The savings shown in 3 (1) (a) (ii) were
previously incorrect in the interim reply
due to an error in transposition.

Affected Savings

(x) and 12) Section 3(1) 1a) fit 1 737 5510 391
til 137 627037
(iii 1099 1 790 805
tivI 10 33406
tvA 6) 2 12150

(ii) 1s 76075
fvt (i) 4 16 000

(li) 10 23729
(vii) Nil Nil
(viii) 25 41 985
tint 708 2 4949J31

(b) Information not readily accessible,
but it is believed that the major
group is employed by local
authorities.

(3) anti 44) SeCtion 3)2) Jat 8 58 450
$)t 9 55 125
(c) 5 30625
(dl) 1 6 125
(e) 2 12250
(0t 31 152 025

1 6125
911 6 125

it i 453 1588209
til 104 342 967
Iiii) 262 8485924
tiv) 119 34 4 182

GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION

Inquiry

265. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) Does the committee appointed to inquire

into the operations of the Government
include Mr K. E. Mann of' the Public
Service Board, Mr W. Rolston, the
Auditor General, Mr R. Boylen, Deputy
Under Treasurer, and Mr A. J1. Lloyd,
director of the policy secretariat of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet?

(2) Will these gentlemen be required to
carry out their existing onerous duties
while reviewing all the functions of the
Government and the services it pro-
vides?

(3) Is it true that only Mr John Pritchard of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet
has been assigned to the committee on a
full-time basis, with the possibility of
support staff being added?

(4) If the Premier believes that these
gentlemen are so extraordinarily ef-
ficient that they can make a complete
review of the Government on a part-time
basis, will he and the rest of his Govern-
ment resign to allow these people to get
on with the job of running the State
properly?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
If the Leader of the Opposition puts the
question on the notice paper, he will re-
ceive a detailed and considered response.
However, in answer to the question
today. I make the following points-

(I) and (2) We have complete faith
in the officers named by the Leader
of the Opposition. We believe that
they have already proved to be out-
standing civil servants.

Mr O'Connor: You have given them an im-
possible task, though.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They are well fitted to
act as the committee responsible to the
Cabinet for the carriage of this review.
(3) The Leader of the Opposition indi-

cated that, in addition to the people
named as committee members for
this inquiry. John Pritchard, who is
a very able public servant-

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: To continue-

-has been detached from the de-
partment on a full-time basis. in
addition, there is a possibility of ad-
ditional-I think the Leader of the
Opposition used the words-
-'support stafr' to be associated
with Mr Pritchard in his efforts to
assist the committee to carry out
the review. I therefore indicate to
the Leader of the Opposition that
contained in his question is the
answer that he seeks, and that is
that the inquiry will he staffed
properly and will be responsible
under the leadership of the people
named, who will continue to carry
out their duties, as the Leader of
the Opposition indicates.

(4) The Government will give no
thought to the question of re-
signing.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

fdotor Vehicle Dealers: Protection,

266. Mr BARNETT, to the Miaister for Con-
sumer Affairs:
(1) Has the Government considered any ac-

tion to protect the interests of consumers
when a motor vehicle dealer ceases to
operate as such?

(2) If "yes", what action is proposed?

M rTON KI N replied:
(1) Yes. The Government has considered

the position of motor vehicle dealers who
cease to trade as a result of bankruptcy
or insolvency and who are unable
through lack of funds to pay outstanding
claims to consumers. The Government
has received and considered a report
from a working party and has entered
into discussion with industry groups in
respect of this matter.

(2) The Government intends to introduce
amendments to the Motor Vehicle
Dealers Act in the near future to estab-
lish a motor vehicle dealers fidelity fund
to allow consumers to claim against the
fund in the event that a motor vehicle
dealer-
(a) is unable to carry out warranty re-

pairs required by the Motor Vehicle
Dealers Act; or

(b) fails to pay out an encumbrance on
a vehicle traded to him and as a re-
sult fails to pass good title to a ye-
hicle, or

(c) fails to account to a consumer upon
selling a vehicle consigned to him
for sale.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
Wages Freeze:- Trades and Labor Council Re-

search Librarian
267. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Em-

ployment and Administrative Services:
()Is it correct that the person to be em-

ployed as a research librarian by the
Trades and Labor Council, using
moneys From the wages freeze employ-
ment generating programme, is already
employed by Senator Peter Cook?

(2) IF "Yes", does he recognise that the
wages freeze moneys will not have pro-
vided, in this case by a grant to the Min-
ister's political masters, any new em-
ployment, but will simply have provided
for a transfer of employment for some-
one who is already employed?

Mr PARKER replied:
(i) The information, or alleged information,

that the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition has is not correct. The grant was
approved by me and by the Common-
wealth Minister;, and it was recoin-
mended unanimously to me by the
wages pause consultative committee
which was established by us and the
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Commonwealth. It is a broadly-based
committee containing, amongst other
people, a representative of the Confeder-
ation of Western Australian Industry,
the Country Women's Association, the
Trades and Labor Council, and many
other groups.

Mr Hassell: The TLC recommended a grant
for itself?

Mr PARKER: It was approved unanimously.
The grant is not simply to provide a li-
brarian for the TLC or for a project
which was put forward by the TLC.
Very many projects have been put for-
ward. This one was to enable the TLC to
tabulate library materials, including
some very rare books, which it had had
made available. One of the most en-
thusiastic supporters for the project was
the Confederation of Western Aus-
tralian Industry because the Labor li-
brary is used not only by the TLC, but
also by the public and, in particular, by
the research section of the Confeder-
ation of WA Industry.

With respect to the person to be ap-
pointed, I advise the House that I do not
know who will be appointed ultimately;
but I know that the person referred to
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
will not be appointed because the
guidelines governing the allocation of
such funds would not permit the em-
ployment of such a person.

The recruitment for all projects, includ-
ing this project, would be made through
the Commonwealth Employment Ser-
vice under the supervision of my depart-
ment and with general supervision by
the Commonwealth Department of Em-
ployment and Industrial Relations. The
requirement is for preference in employ-
menit to be given to someone who has
been unemployed for a long term; and
certainly the person concerned would
need to be registered with the CES for
employment and would need to have
been registered for some ti me.

(2) As a result, there is no question that
somebody ultimately will be employed;
but a person currently employed by
Senator Peter Cook, or by anybody else,
would not be appointed to the position.

MEAT: INDUSTRY
Inquiry: Reasons

268. Mr READ, to the Premier:
Why is the Government holding an inde-
pendent inquiry into its involvement in
the meat industry and a referendum of
lamb producers to decide whether they
want the Lamb Marketing Board to con-
tinue?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I suppose I could, at the outset, ask the
Opposition if it supports the Lamb Mar-
keting Board.

Mr Stephens: The National Party does.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What about the Oppo-

sition?
Mr Clarko: Is that a Dorothy Dixer?
Mr O'Connor: I have already stated-
Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Order! I cannot hear. I

am sorry, Mr Speaker.
Mr Clarko: Put it on notice!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the Leader of the

Opposition support the Lamb Marketing
Board? What about the National
Country Party?

Mr Old: You answer the question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The National Country

Party supports everything agricultural.
What about the Lamb Marketing
Board?

Mr Clarko: What about the worker?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am answering my

question. The member for Karrinyup
had trouble answering his.

Mr Old: Go ahead, fatso!
The SPEAKER: Order!

Paint of Order
Mr RUSHTON: The answer bears no re-

lationship to the question asked. I won-
der whether you would make a ruling re-
lating to the right of the Premier to
answer the question in his present way.

The SPEAKER: I presume the Premier will
get around to the answer.

Mr Old: Using our question time.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will get around to

answering the question more quickly if
the Opposition states its attitude in an
area that is traditionally the preserve to
which they pretend.
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Mr Old: I have already made my position
clear. That was long before you came
into Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What is the position of
the member for Katanning-Rot? The
last time he made his position clear was
in respect of the Boer War.

Mr Old: My position was what you have now
decided to do--hold a referendum. It
took you a long time to do it.

Point or Order

Mr RUSHTON: I want to get this straight.
The Premier should not be allowed to
answer in this way.

The SPEAKER: The Premier is trying to
answer the question.

Opposition members: Fair go!

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: This is relevant, be-

cause, as a Government, we were placed
in a position of not defending the Lamb
Marketing Board, which is part of our
policy, to anyone from the Opposition.

Mr Old: You would not make a decision.
That is why.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Except for the mem-
ber for Stirling. To his credit, the mem-
ber for Stirling made his position clear;
but no-one else did.

Mr Hassell: He is a good supporter of yours.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Deputy Leader

of the Opposition continues to distract
me, the member for Dale will jump up
again and waste more of our time.
There are widespread differences be-
tween industry representatives and rival
producer organisations over whether the
board should continue. The Government
cannot allow the dispute to continue. A
referendum will be held as soon as poss-
ible. In the lead-up, all interests will he
able to put their views to producers. 1
trust the Opposition will make its views
made known, too.
An inquiry into the Government's
involvement in the meat industry is
needed because of many factors. They
include reduced livestock numbers, ex-
cess abattoir capacity, the losses in-
curred by the WA Meat Commission,
the impact of the live sheep trade and
other live animal exports, depressed
meat export prices, and the swing by
farmers from livestock to crops. The in-

quiry will be conducted by three or four
people from outside the meat industry
with legal, accounting, and business ex-
perience,

Mr Old: That is a different attitude from the
one you had before.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can understand that
the Liberal and National Country Par-
ties are upset, because the President of
the Primary Industry Association is
fullsomne in his praise of this Govern-
ment. I am becoming embarrassed!

Mr Hassell: How sweet it is.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Constant praises are

being heaped upon my Minister and the
Government because of our action.

Mr Court: Answer the question.
Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We know what hap-

pened with the National Country Party.
Its members left the farmers without a
friend. We are happy to step into the
breach.
The terms of reference include-

Whether the involvement of two
Government agencies in meat mar-
keting is desirable, and the nature
of their involvement:-

Mr Thompson: I believe he even believes it.
Mr MacKinnon: Was not this in the news-

paper this morning?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure whether

the member wants to deprive the Parlia-
ment of its privileges on the basis of
something he read in the newspaper. He
seems to be supporting that, because he
believes that I should not answer the
question.

Mr Hassell: You are deliberately wasting
question time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I look to you, Mr
Speaker, to inform the House if it con-
travenes Standing Orders to give infor-
mation that has previously been referred
to in a newspaper.
The terms of reference continue-

what the new structure of any
changed Government involvement
should be;
what financial structure is needed
for a Government meat-marketing
organisation or organisations;
what impact the live export trade in
Sheep, catle and pigs is having;,
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Mr Old: That wilt be Alec Payne's part, I
suppose,

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I continue-
what type of Government abattoir
is needed to meet the industry's
future needs;
whether there is need for a statu-
tory licensing system for abattoirs,
what the long-term need is for a
Government-owned salcyard and
whether this should stay at Mid-
land.

I urge Opposition members not to play poli-
tics with this inquiry. but to get behind it be-
cause it will conic up with the sort of policy
that they should have implemented when
they were in Government.

ROAD

Richardson Road

269. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Did he receive a letter from me dated 6
September seeking a deputation by
farmers from North Ravensthorpe to
discuss extensions to Richardson Road?

(2) Did he convene a meeting of affected
farmers in Ravensthorpe on Saturday,
17 September?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), did he advise the local
members and the Ravensthorpe Shire
Council of his intention to attend the
meeting?!

(4) If not, can the Parliament expect this
behaviour to be a pattcrn for the future?

(5) When can I expect a reply io my letter'?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes, I received the member's letter.

(2) Yes, a very successful meeting was held
On the weekend. The arrangements for it
were made well before receipt of the
member's letter, so he was not included
by the people requesting the meeting.

Mr Old: And you didn't advise the member
you were going down.

Mr GRILL: I do not know about that, be-
cause it is normal practice for my office
to inform members. I would be surprised
if that did not happen.

Mr Old: You are a political Iarr'ikin.

Mr Tonkin: For nine years you or other Min-
isters never let me know you were going
to Morley.

Mr GRI LL: 1'o continue-

(3) and (4) Yes.
(5) What was this question?

Mr Old: When do you intend to answer my
letter?

Mr GRILL: Shortly.

LOTTERI ES
Soccer Pools: Introduction

270. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Premier:
Why has the Government agreed to the
introduction of soccer pools in Western
Australia

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

It is estimated that between $40 000 and
S$100 000 is leaving WA every week for
investment in pools in other States and
overseas. The Lotteries Commission and
the Lotteries Agency Board believe that
there will be advantages for the State if
pools are introduced in WA. There is an
established area of interest in soccer in
WA. The Government believes that, if
there are to be different forms of legal
betting, there should be no discrimi-
nation against soccer pools, which are
operating in every other State.

A committee from the Department of
Employment and Administrative Ser-
vices, the Treasury, the Lotteries Com-
mission, and the Totalisator Agency
Board will report on the best way to
introduce soccer pools. It will also rec-
ommend a basis for distrihuting the pro-
ceeds.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Albany: Upgrading

271. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Works:
(1) Have the tenders for major upgrading of

Albany Senior High School yet been
considered?

(2) If so, could he advise the successful ten-
derer's name, when a contract will be
let, when work is likely to commence,
-and the likely period of the contract?
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Mr NMcIVER replied:

(1) Tenders for this project closed on
6 September and are currently being
sidered. Tender conditions require ac-
ceptancle or a tender by 27 October
1983.

(2) 1 will directly advise the member for
Albany of contract details when the suc-
cessful tenderer has been determined.

HEALTK

Tobacco: Education Programme

272. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When does the Government intend to

introduce its smoking prevention pro-
gramme into primary schools?

(2) What is the expected duration of the
programme, and how many children will
be involved?

(3) What assistance, if any, is being pro-
vided to the Education Department or to
teachers to implement the programme?

(4) What procedures will be established to
evaluate the programme?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The smoking prevention programme will

be introduced into all Government pri-
mary schools and 50 non-Government
schools next week following the
completion of in-service training for
teachers involved in its implementation.

(2) The programme will run over a 10-week
period, and will involve 23 000 children
in year seven, which research shows is
the age when the risk of commencing
smoking First becomes significant.

(3) An in-service training programme for
one week commenced yesterday on a
State-wide basis for 700 teachers. The
in-service training is being conducted by
the Education Department in conjunc-
tion with the Health Education Unit of
the Public Health Department.

(4) There will be ongoing evaluation based
on a control project conducted by the
National Heart Foundation in 1980 and
1981.

(72)

I table for the remainder of this day's
sitting one of the kits being provided by
the health education unit and the Edu-
cation Department to the 700 teachers
taking part in the in-service training
course. The kit is very comprehensive
and includes a video tape cassette to he
shown to the children throughout the
State.

The kit was tabled for the information
of members.

MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Referendum

273. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Can he assure the House that the pro-
posed referendum of lamb producers will
be a simple question requiring a "Yes"
or "No" answer?

(2) When will he name the members of the,
committee of inquiry into the meat in-
dustry?

Mr EVANS replied:.

(1) The wording of a referendum is not as
simple as the member makes out. First,
contact must be made with the Electoral
Department, and the precise terms
which are to appear on the paper must
be considered.

Mir Cowan: You are aware of what happened
last time?

Mr EVANS: And the time before.

Mr Stephens. The divide-dnd-rule principle
was applied.

Mr EVANS: Certainly no unnecessary verbi-
age will be involved. To continue-

(2) The terms of reference are being
referred to sections of the industry
that will be involved in order to give
them the opportunity to indicate
their satisfaction or otherwise. Fol-
lowing this, a selection will be made
of the appropriate membership of
the committee to conduct the in-
quiry. I cannot be more precise
than that at the moment, but I will
ensure that the member is informed
when the final choice is made.
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GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION

Inquiry

274. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:
I note the Government's decision an-
nounced yesterday to undertake a far-
ranging review of Government functions
and services. I also note the comment in
the Premier's statement announcing the
review that it is the centrepiece of a
range of measures to maximise Govern-
ment efficiency. What are the other
measures taken in this respect?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

In reply to the member for Pilbara-

Mr Rushton: This has been going on for
ages.

Mr Hassell: You are filling up question time
with stuff already announced.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know where
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was when the former Minister for
Transport went on with interminable
dirges in reply to questions from his own
members, If the member cannot stand
the heat, he should not go into the
kitchen.

Mr Hassell: We used to ask dinkum
questions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is peevish.

The review the Government announced
yesterday will scrutinise every aspect of
Government activity and decide whether
it should be continued, modified, scaled
down, or abandoned. As the member
correctly points out, this is only one of a
number of measures intended to pro-
mote Government efficiency. The others
include-

The tabulation of all Government
statutory bodies and other agencies,
such as boards and committees, and
increasing their accountability. I
outlined measures to be taken in
this respect in my ministerial state-
ment last week.

The implementation of efficiency
audits for Government departments
and agencies.

The introduction of performance
and programme budgeting on a
pilot basis.

A new computer-based system for
capital works budgeting.

New organisational and operational
procedures for Government Stores.

An expansion of the responsibilities
of the Public Accounts Committee.

The establishment of a Cabinet
priorities and planning committee.

The Government believes it is of the
utmost importance that the machinery
of government should be reviewed con-
stantly to ensure its efficiency and to en-
sure that the most up-to-date manage-
ment techniques are used. The review we
announced yesterday will be a massive
undertaking which will take at least two
years, because every Government
function, activity, and service will be
examined. The review is likely to have a
major impact on the scope and direction
of State Government activity well into
the next century.

TRANSPORT

Buses: Tender

275. Mr O'CON NOR, to the Premier:
My question follows on from question
438, which I asked of him on Thursday,
4 August and which referred to the ten-
ders for 10 complete buses. The Premier
replied that the accepted tender was for
$22? 700 and the lowest received was
$143 759. In view of the substantial
variation between the lowest tender and
the accepted tender, I ask-

()Was the lowest tenderer a reputable
contractor?

(2) Why was the contract let to a
company which tendered a substan-
tially higher figure than the lowest
tender received?9
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) I am unable to recall the names

of the unsuccessful tenderers, but if the
Leader of the Opposition places a
question on notice, he will get a detailed
and considered answer.
In general terms, I will say this: Unlike
our predecessors, wherever it is possible
we are not about to let locail industry go
down the drain; we are not about to let
local jobs be sacrificed, wherever it is
possible that we think we can reasonably
act to prevent those jobs being lost.

Mr O'Connor: Wasn't the lowest tenderer a
Western Australian?

Mr
Mr

Parker: No, Japanese.
BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure of the
detail, but I understand that the lowest
tenderer was Prestige Motors Pty. Ltd.,
which was talking about installation of a
Japanese Toyota body on a particular
vehicle. My understanding is that the
lowest tender involved a great deal more
imported work and imported
components than did the successful one.
The detail will come in answer to a
question on notice. In general terms, it is
useful to make clear the Government's
position: Where we think it is reason-
able, we will act to save local jobs. That
would be expected of us. Other States
follow preference policies that for all
intents and purposes exclude any other
State manufacturer from participating
in tenders that are called in those other
States. The policies that are being fol-
lowed in those other States are exclusive
of the interest of people in this State. So,
as far as that is concerned, we are not
doing anything different from that
which is being done in other States.
Under the previous Government, not as
much was done as should have been
done to protect local jobs.

PUBLIC WORKS: DEPARTMENT

Country Areas Water Supplies: Flood Tax

276. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premnier:
A Press report in the South Western
Times by his colleague, the member for
Mitchell said, "End of flood tax for East
Bunbury" and "The Public Works De-

partment has been instructed to scrap
the unpopular levy on low-lying proper-
ties near the Leschenault Inlet and the
Preston River. The ruling had been
issued by Water Resources Minister
Tonkin". I ask-

(1) When did the Government abolish
the East Bunbury flood tax?

(2) Was this action legal?

(3) If so, when will consumers of other
Government rating services expect.
similar favourable political con-
sideration?

The SPEAKER: Order! I got a bit confused
during the asking of that question. I
understood that the member asked for a
legal interpretation.

Mr Brian Burke: I am prepared to answer.

The SPEAKER: In that case the Premier

can answer the question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) I wonder why the Deputy Leader

of the Opposition does not interject now
and explain why his colleague is wasting
question time.

Really, it is a bit much to expect that
the Government should say it has been
involved in taking actions that are not
legal. In this instance, a question oi no-
tice will elLicit a detailed response, out I
understand that the flood levy was abol-
ished approximately six to eight weeks
ago and that the Public Works Depart-
ment has now adopted an attitude in re-
spect of this and the maintenance of
levies-

Mr Blaikie: The Public Works Department
made the decision, or was it directed by
the Government?

Mr Parker: It is a servant of the Govern-
me nt.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member is
asking whether the PWD itself abolished
the levy-no, that is not true, in the
same way as the Main Roads Depart-
ment does not just decide that it will
build a new bridge.

Mr Blaikie: Surely this is a question of
Government policy. Has the Govern-
ment directed-
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Metropolitan
Transport Trust does not sell all its
buses. The Government makes policy
decisions and Government departments
implement them.

Mr Blaikic: Thank you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In respect of the

favoured political treatment that the
member alleges-I will stand corrected
on this-it is my recollection that the at-
titude adopted in this matter is now in
parallel in respect of the maintenance of
the levies with that adopted in other
areas.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Northampton District: Contract

277. Mr PEARCE (Minister for Education).
My reply to question 977 from the mem-
ber for Greenough, has been misleading
in some respects. The answer was pre-
pared by the department prior to a
meeting with the Northampton parents
and he should not take that answer
seriously, but refer to the comments I
made to him during the course of his
own speech. I will give the member a re-
vised answer so he can have it tomorrow.
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