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

RACING, TROTTING AND GREYHOUND
RACING APPEAL TRIBUNAL BILL

Speaker's Ruling

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): 1 have
examined the "Racing, Trotting and Greyhound
Racing Appeal Tribunal Bill" and am satisfied
that this Bill is one which, under subsection (8) of
section 46 of the Constitution Acts Amendment
Act, required appropriations to be recommended
by message of the Governor.

Whilst it is not incumbent on me to provide
reasons, I will do so on this occasion.

(1) Clause 14 (2) of the Bill reads-
There shall be paid to the credit of the

Fund-
(d) all moneys (if any) that Parliament

may at any time on the
recommendation of the Governor
appropriate for the purposes of this
Act.

This wording is a slightly novel form of a device
rejected by the House of Commons as far back as
1706, I refer members to Todd's Parliamentary
Government in England Vol. 11, pages 187 and
188.

The author provides the historical background
to the rule that Parliament does not vote to
appropriate moneys "except at the demand and
upon the responsibility of Ministers of the
Crown".

He then describes a practice which apparently
grew during the 17th century whereby private
members would propose that moneys which were
unappropriated in any year might be set aside for
a person or a cause which those private members
favoured. The author says-

Petitions were presented to the House from
various persons claiming pecuniary assistance
or relief; which being often promoted by
members who were friends to the parties, and
carrying with them the appearance of justice
or of charity, induced the House to approve,
or at utmost to be indifferent to, their
success. By this means large sums were
granted to private persons improvidently, and
sometimes upon insufficient grounds. In the
year 1705 this abuse became so notorious

that, early in the next session, on December
11, 1706, before any petitions of this sort
could be again offered, the House resolved,
"That they would receive no petition for any
sum of money relating to public service, but
what is recommended from the crown."

This resolution was made a Standing
Order on I I June 1713, and amended 25
June 1852, to bring it into conformity with
existing practice, by the substitution of a new
order to declare, "That this House will
receive no petition for any sum of money
relating to public service, or proceed upon
any motion for granting any money, but what
is recommended from the crown."

The uniform practice of the House has
construed this rule to extend to any motion
which involves the expenditure of public
money, even though it may not directly
propose a grant.

Lest members gain the impression that the
principle is now one which is honoured only in the
breach, 1 will refer the House to the latest edition
of May's Parliamentary Practice. Chapter XXIX
of the 19th edition sets out in page 752 that "In
order to constitute a charge upon public funds,
expenditure must be (1) new and distinct; (2)
payable out of the Consolidated Fund or the
National Loans Fund; (3) effectively imposed."
In explaining what is meant by "effectively
imposed" May says, on page 753-

The effective imposition of a charge has
been extended by an amendment of Standing
Order No. 89 to include the imposition of
charges upon "money to be provided by
Parliament" which before 1866 had been
excluded, probably on the ground that it
implied no immediate charge but only
authorised the presentation of estimates.

There can be no doubt that the wording of the
Bill is simply another form of the device
steadfastly refused by the Commons since the
beginning of the 1 8th century.

(2) Subclause (5) of clause 15 makes special
provisions for the period from the commencement
of the Act until the end of the first accounting
period thereafter. The Dill allows any expenditure
incurred by the tribunal to be met, at the
discretion of the Treasurer, from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund.

I appreciate that the Bill goes on to deem this
appropriation as an interest free loan, but this
does not alter the fact that, in the meantime, the
Consolidated Revenue Fund will have been
appropriated.
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On each of these two counts the Bill must be
regarded by me as one which requires a
Governor's message.

I will make two points with respect to the
suggestion that in so ruling I am contradicting an
earlier ruling. Firstly, I do not concede that there
was an earlier ruling on this Bill. During debate
in 1978 on a Bill similar to this one, no-one
sought a ruling from the Chair on this question. I
am aware of certain comments by the then Chief
Secretary, when he cast some doubt on the legal
validity of the appropriation provisions. No ruling
was sought or given. Secondly, nothing in
Parliamentary Practice binds any Speaker to
follow a particular precedent. Frequently it is
necessary for him to choose between several
varying precedents the one which he feels to be
most appropriate and, on some occasions, to
create new precedents.

One Ainal matter. I am not raising for debate
the philosophical question of whether or not this
rule should be dispensed with. I am aware of
arguments strongly suggesting that it is a rule no
longer necessary in the modern political scene.
That question is irrelevant because Parliament
has passed a law and Parliament, like anyonc else,
must obey the law. The law in this case is
subsection (8) of section 46 of the Constitution
Acts Amendment Act.

May I just remind those members of this House
who would like to see this subsection interpreted
out of existence, that the several provisions of
section 46 are the only legal protection for the
financial initiative of the Assembly vis-a-vis the
Legislative Council. Whittling away at its
subsections could, in a little time, result in a
serious diminution of the financial authority of
this House.

I therefore direct that the Bill be listed at the
foot of the notice paper as one which may not be
further proceeded with until a recommending
message has been received.

Point of Order

Mr BATEM AN: I do not know whether I am
allowed to debate your ruling. Mr Speaker, or
whether I should take a point of order. Would you
advise me as to when I can disagree with your
ruling on this particular matter?

The SPEAKER: You must move to disagree
now.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling

Mr BATEMAN: I move-

That the House dissent from the Speaker's
ruling.

My reasons are very well thought out, because
you let it go through in the first place. You were
the Speaker who allowed this Bill to go through
without a message. I find it extremely difficult to
believe that you have had to go back to 1902-

Mr Carr: To 1706.

Mr BATEMAN: -to go back to 1706 to come
up with a decision and rule this Bill out of order.
It is strange that our parliamentary system has
not developed sufficiently over that period of
years to have done away with this sort of
nonsense. This Bill was vetted by many
lawyers-people of great legal standing-and
they did not see any reason for it to have a
message when it came before Parliament. It is no
cost whatever to the Crown; not one cent. That is
what has me absolutely tricked. You may place
this Bill on the bottom of the notice paper, which
will kill it, but without a shadow of doubt, there is
not an atom of evidence that this Bill would cost
the Crown one red cent. It would benefit the
Crown; if you and the Clerks have read it
properly you will see that it cannot cost anyone
anything. I cannot and I will not agree with the
ruling you have given.

The more I look at it, the more stupid the
decision appears to be. With respect, Mr Speaker,
I say that the evidence on which you have based
your ruling is antiquated and completely out of
date, and it is about time we got off our backsides
and brought our own legislation up to date.
Indeed, I believe this is what you were alluding to
in the last paragraph of your ruling.

This is the first time in my 15 years as a
member that I have found it necessary to disagree
with a Speaker's ruling. However, I must do so on
this occasion on a point of justice, otherwise our
whole parliamentary system will become
unworkable. It is ludicrous and nonsensical to
keep referring to precedents which occurred many
years ago; it makes a mockery of the whole
parliamentary system.

Regrettably, Mr Speaker, I must disagree with
your ruling.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I must support the
motion for dissent moved by the member for
Canning, and take issue on two points relating to
your ruling, Mr Speaker. The first is your
statement that the previous motion, in terms
identical or very similar to the motion which now
is being held to be out of order by virtue of its
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requiring a Governor's message, was a motion to
which exception was not taken by the Parliament
at the time of its introduction. It seems to me to
be quite wrong of you to hold that the fact that
no-one took a point of order, and the fact that the
then Chief Secretary and now Minister for Police

a nd Prisons simply commented on its "dubious
nature" in respect of its need for a message, was
sufficient basis upon which you could say on this
occasion that the Bill should tt held to be out of
order.

If the Speaker is to be the guardian of the
Standing Orders of this House, he has a
responsibility not to rely on members of the
House taking points of order in respect of matters
which might contradict Standing Orders. That
seems to me to be the nub of the problem. Had
someone taken a point of order in respect of the
question of whether or not a Governor's message
was required attaching to the piece of legislation
presently before us, your ruling on this occasion
would be easily understandable. I do not believe
that because you chose to allow the motion to
continue at that time, it is not sufficient reason
for you to allow the Bill to proceed at this time.

The other point I wish to make was touched on
briefly by the member for Canning. I refer to the
absolutely ludicrous situation in which this
Parliament finds itself on occasions such as this.
It is absolutely strange and unacceptable that the
Parliament is prevented from discussing a matter
of this sort on the basis that the Bill requires a
message. It is high time the Parliament looked to
its own ability, and the way in which its authority
is being emasculated by virtue of this
requirement, which you say on this occasion
prevents a discussion and debate, and, I have no
doubt, the eventual defeat by Government
members of what is a sensible and reasonable
proposition.

So, it is imperative the Parliament look very
closely at the way in which it is circumscribing its
own powers, because if the Parliament continues
to suffer under restrictions such as the one this
ruling imposes upon debate on this matter, fairly
shortly we will not need to come to Parliament at
all because, apart from the defects of an
Executive which wants to flee the precincts of this
place we effectively will have prevented ourselves
from discussing things of this nature.

Debate (on dissent from Speaker's ruling)
adjourned, on motion by Mr Davies.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION: BILLS
Motion

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) 12.35
p.m.]: I move-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable the Bills

in the following schedule to be taken to the
stage that the motion is moved, "That the
Bill be now read a second time" on the same
day the Bills are introduced.

TKE SCHEDULE.

The Commercial Banking Company of
Sydney Limited (Merger) Bill.

The Commercial Bank of Australia Limited
(Merger) Bill.

Stamp Amendment Bill (No. 3).

Western Australian Meat Industry Authority
Amendment Bill (No. 2).

Carnarvon Banana Industry (Compensation
Trust Fund) Amendment Bill.

Act Amendment (Agricultural Products) and
Repeal Bill.

Bulk Handling Amendment Bill.

Coal Mine Workers (Pensions) Amendment
Bill.

Road Traffic Amendment Bill.

Local Government Amendment Bill (No. 3).

Industry (Advances) Amendment Bill.

Western Australian Institute of Technology
Amendment Bill.

Motor Vehicle Dealers Amendment Bill (No.
2).

Child Welfare Amendment Bill.

Consumer Affairs Amendment Bill (No. 2).

Building Societies Amendment Bill.

MR BRIJAN BURKE (Balcatta.-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.36 p.m.]: In our consistent attitude
of co-operation and spirit of friendship we intend
to support this motion. However, we wish to make
one or two points about the necessity to move
such a motion at this time. It is consistent with
the fact that for the first time I can remember, on
the opening day of the second part of the session,
we had private members' business. It is consistent,
too, with the indication the Premier has given to
me, and which I have relayed to my members,
that tomorrow we are to have a day off. While I
am not criticising the Premier's comportment, it
seems to me we need to look at the way in which
the business of the House is being managed. It
was absolutely absurd to return to the Parliament
to be confronted with a notice paper which
featured only one piece of legislation, and that
that piece of legislation should be a Bill with
which the Government did not wish to proceed.
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In recent times, Parliament appears to have sat
for very short periods on an increasing basis.
Already, we have been told-and we do not decry
the Premier's intentions-that we will be having
Royal Show week off, and two weeks off for the
school holidays. We welcome that, and we accept
that the Premier makes those concessions in the
spirit of making things a little easier on the
families of members of Parliament.

However, at the same time it is strange to hear
that we are not expected to sit beyond about the
second week in November. While we do not take
issue with what appears to be the spirit in which
these things are done, we wonder about the
precision of the management of this place.

Let us look back on what has happened: On the
first day of the second part of this session, we
were confronted with a notice paper containing
one measure with which the Government did not
wish to proceed; so, we proceeded with private
members' business. On the second day-notice
having been given on the first day-the Premier
moved to suspend Standing Orders to make up for
what was lost and to allow matters to proceed in a
shortened period of time, in view of the extensive
periods during which time the Premier has
foreshadowed the Parliament will not be sitting
and also in view of a shortened session to end,
presumably, some time during the first or second
week of November.

The Premier has said he will not introduce
legislation for the sake of introducing legislation.
I agree with that; no-one wants to do things for
the sake of it.

However, there must be some business about
which the Parliament should be concerned. If
there is not, then we have been meeting under
false pretences since about the turn of the
century. The worst aspect of the whole thing is
that this sort of management reflects the lack of
purpose and direction from which the whole State
is suffering.

Mr Laurance: No fear-the reverse is the case
and you know it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I repeat: It is not good.
enough to have truncated, abbreviated, and
disjointed sessions of Parliament, subject to
emasculation and dislocation.

We will support the motion moved by the
Premier, but we urge the Premier and the Cabinet
to acknowledge the affairs of Government and the
discharge of its responsibility to guide
Parliament's deliberations in a way that does not
allow a repeat of this type of mismanagement.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [2.41
p.m.]: It is rather amazing to have to get to one's
(65)

feet to reply to such a speech from the Leader of
the Opposition. I thank him for his support of the
motion, but what he is really doing is criticising
the Government for efficiency and good
management. That is exactly what has happened.
During the earlier part of this session, all the
major legislation was passed by the Parliament.
Surely it would be inefficient to leave legislation
on the notice paper just so that there is something
to bring forward to this part of the session. The
Leader of the Opposition, and every other
member of this House, knew what was happening
with the notice paper at the close of the earlier
part of the session. I say that he is criticising us
for our good management and the efficiency we
have shown.

Mr Davies: You have ground to a halt.
Mr O'CONNOR: Due to our management,

legislation which will benefit the community has
been passed already. To have done otherwise
might have been to the detriment of many of our
citizens. I say again that I do not intend to
introduce legislation just for the sake of
introducing it.

It is my intention to try to adjourn the
Parliament about the middle of November.
However, I assure members that if it is necessary,
we will continue to sit to pass important
legislation.

Question put and passed.

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Introduciion and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O'Connor
(Treasurer), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Trea surer)
[2.45 p.m.]: 1 move-

That the Bill be nuw read a second time.

The proposed amendment contained in this Bill is
-a matter that received considerable publicity in
the Press early this year as a result of a decision
of the High Court.

I am referring to the Family Law Act and the
decision handed down by the court which declared
section 90 of the Act to be invalid and which
produced some uncertainty as to the application
of stamp duty to maintenance agreements
approved Or registered in the Family Court.

In that section of the Act, which, incidentally,
is a Commonwealth Statute and came into being
only some six years ago, provision was made for
exemption from duty on maintenance agreements
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which had a very broad meaning under that
legislation.

However, as there was some doubt about the
validity of the section and its application, if any,
to the Stamp Act of Western Australia, the State
Taxation Department sought advice of the Crown
Solicitor. As a result of that advice, the
documents were assessed in accordance with the
provisions of the Stamp Act.

Nevertheless, the majority of agreements
prepared for the purposes of the Family Court
were accepted as operating as if they were orders
of the court and, consequently, were assessed with
only a nominal stamp duty.

This procedure existed until that section of the
Commonwealth legislation was ruled recently as
being invalid.

Consequently, the position in this State had to
be re-examined critically in order to ascertain
how all future agreements, for the purpose of the
Family Court, were to be assessed under the
provisions of the Stamp Act.

For the benefit of members, I indicate there are
three types of transactions which are affected and
which have to be considered under the Family
Law Act. These are-

a disposition of property arising out of a
hearing before the court and resulting in an
order made by the court itself;

a disposition of property resulting from an
agreement made by the parties themselves
and which in turn is submitted to the court
for approval, and subsequently becomes an
order of the court; and

a disposition of property contained in an
agreement made between the parties
themselves which is then only registered with
the court.

In addition, a number of orders are issued by the
Family Court itself which relate only to the
payment of maintenance and not the disposition
of property, which are not chargeable currently
with duty. This situation will continue.

As I have stated already, the situation that
existed prior to the handing down of the High
Court decision was that the majority of the
property transfers were assessed nominally for
stamp duty on the broad acceptance that all such
dispositions operated as if from an order of the
court and so were entitled to an assessment of
duty under section 73 of the Stamp Act.

That particular section of the Stamp Act allows
the Commissioner of State Taxation to assess,
with a nominal duty of $5, any disposition of
property pursuant to an order of a court.

However, there are two exceptions to this
provision and these are when the court orders a
sale or a mortgage of the property.

In such situations, the appropriate ad valorem
duty is charged as would he the case for any other
property sale or mortgage transaction.

Following the High Court decision, it became
apparent that the terms of a maintenance
agreement prepared and agreed to by the parties
themselves as to the disposition of their property
and simply registered with, or for that matter,
even approved by the court, could not be viewed
in the same light as a disposition of property
ordered by the court.

In addition, it had come to the attention of the
Commissioner of State Taxation that some
maintenance agreements had been used as a
means of transferring properties between parties
other than the parties to the marriage and so
avoided the payment of ad valorem stamp duty.

Therefore, it was quite obvious that
maintenance agreements could, and should, no
longer be assessed with nominal duty within the
existing framework of the Stamp Act.

Furthermore, even court orders, resulting from
a consent agreement by the parties, could be
suspect.

Under the circumstances, it was necessary to
take early action to remedy the situation pending
examination of the problem and the drafting of a
suitable amendment to place before Parliament.

Pending the acceptance of the proposed
amendment to the law, it was imperative that
some interim arrangement be made about the
assessment of these documents in order to avoid
undue delays in settlement of these marital
breakdowns. Therefore, authority was given to the
Commissioner of State Taxation to assess the
agreements in a manner similar to the proposals
contained in the Bill. This has proved to be a
satisfactory solution to a very difficult problem.
and it has allowed agreements to be promptly
processed and marital disputes finalised.

Provision has been made in the Bill to validate
this action by making the operative date
retrospective to 24 December 1981, which was the
date of the High Court decision.

The purpose of the proposed amendment
contained in the Bill now before the House is to
ensure that maintenance agreements entered into
by the parties to a marriage as a result of their
divorce or separation, and which provide for the
payment of maintenance and/or the disposition of
property to either of them or to any of their
dependant children, will not be charged more

2050



[Wednesday, 4 August 1982] 25

than a nominal duty of $5. The same will apply to
orders of the court which dispose of or vest
property in the parties to the marriage. No charge
will be levied against court orders which provide
for maintenance payments only.

On the other hand, should the maintenance
agreement or the Court order provide for a sale of
the property to either of the marriage partners, or
provide for the disposition of property to any
other person or to non-dependant children, duty
will be charged by the Commissioner in
accordance with the normal provisions of the Act.
In all cases, any instrument of transfer following
a maintenance agreement or court order will
again be charged with only a nominal duty of $5.
1 might add that these charges are no more than a
handling fee.

In addition, provision is to be made so that any
agreement stamped with nominal duty will not he
liable for any further duty if the agreement also
includes any arrangement for the payment of
maintenance.

I therefore commend the Bill to members.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Carr.

HULK HANDLING AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old (Minister

for Agriculture), and read a first time.

Second Reading
MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-

culture) [2.53 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill amends the Bulk Handling Act 1967-81
to-

increase the proportion of shares which
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd. can, under
section 13 of the Act, purchase back from its
members to 40 per cent of the paid up capital
value of the company; at present this facility
is limited to 20 per cent of the paid up
capital value of the company; and

ensure that any shareholding presently
held by Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd. in
excess of the 20 per cent currently specified
in the Act, is legally valid.

Co-operative Bulk Handling is established under
the Companies (Co-operative) Act. However, the
Bulk Handling Act which grants Co-operative
Bulk Handling sole authority to handle wheat and
barley in Western Australia imposes certain
consequent obligations on the company. Section
13 of the Bulk Handling Act overrides section 174

of the Companies (Co-operative) Act, which
limits the shares a co-operative company can
purchase to five per cent of paid up capital.

Under the Bulk Handling Act, Co-operative
Bulk Handling is required to issue or transfer to
each grower one fully paid $2 share out of the
foundation toll collections from that grower.
However, under the articles of association of the
company, where a grower fails to deliver for two
successive seasons, except because of drought,
fire, flood, or some other untoward happening to
his crop, his membership lapses and the share is
purchased from him by the company at its full
face value. While the share is held by the
company it becomes a non-voting share, but it can
be transferred to a new grower who qua lifies to
become a shareholder.

The number of shares held by Co-operative
Bulk Handling has now increased to the point
where the value slightly exceeds the limit of 20
per cent of paid up capital specified in the Act.
This has been caused by the economic pressures
for farm amalgamation and for a larger area of
grain to be grown by fewer farmers. This trend is
unlikely to change significantly in the foreseeable
future.

The proposed increase in the proportion of
shares held by Co-op-erative Bulk Handling will
not create any problems regarding control of the
company since the shares issued by Co-operative
Bulk Handling differ from the normal concept of
a company share.

The single share held by each grower enables
him to vote for the election of directors, attend
shareholders' meetings of the company, and vote
on various matters in accordance with the
memorandum and articles of association of the
company. However, the share cannot be bought or
sold by outside parties; it is not transferable
between growers; and its monetary value is
constant at $2. In addition, each shareholder has
only one vote, and shares held by the company
become non-voting shares.

Finally, if Co-operative Bulk Handling is
wound up, the Act specifies that any proceeds
remaining after creditors have been paid and
shareholders have been repaid for the capital paid
on their shares go to the State Government rather
than to shareholders.

1 understand as well that the increase will not
affect Co-operative Bulk Handling's legal
standing as a co-operative.

In conclusion, I indicate that the proposed
increase in capacity to buy back shares from
inactive farmers will enable Co-operative Bulk
Handling to continue to conform to the intent
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both of the Act and of the articles of Association
that only active grain growers participate in the
affairs of the company.

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

ACT AMENDMENT (AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTS) AND REPEAL BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old (Minister
for Agriculture), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-
culture) [2.59 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to repeal the Fruit
Cases Act and to provide for descriptions and
dimensions of containers for fruit and vegetables
to be prescribed under the Agricultural Products
Act. Provision is made also for containers to be
identified with the name of the grower and
location of the orchard or market garden on
which the produce is grown or packed.

The Bill also provides for detention of
agricultural products which do not meet
prescribed standards and for appropriate penalties
(or unauthorised sale of detained produce.
Updating of penalties to present-day value is also
provided for in the Bill.

The Western Australian fruit and vegetable
industry advisory committee which is made up of
representatives from all sections of the fruit and
vegetable industries has recommended updating
of the regulatory requirements for packaging of
fruit. Their recommendations include also
provision for control of vegetables. At present
there are no packaging requirements for
vegetables.

Rather than amend the Fruit Cases Act to
cover the packaging of vegetables, it is considered
more appropriate to repeal that Act and include
all requirements for packaging and packages
relating to both fruit and vegetables under the
Agricultural Products Act.

Grade standards and marketing requirements
for fruit are already provided under the
Agricultural Products Act and it would be an
advantage to have the packaging and package
requirements consolidated under the same Act.

The inclusion of power to control packaging in
the Agricultural Products Act enables packaging
requirements to be imposed on all agricultural
produce and not only fruit. However, this Bill

deals with the packaging requirements for fruit
and vegetables only.

The Bill provides for the introduction of codes
in lieu of regulations to specify the grading,
packaging, and packing requirements for both
fruit and vegetables.

The advantage of the code system is that a
specific code for the grading and packaging of a
particular commodity is more readily understood
by the industry, especially if written in plain
language and where necessary supported by
diagrams or illustrations. It is proposed that
industry representatives, including growers,
market agents, and packaging firms, would be
consulted on the formulation of or amendment to
codes before their recommendation to the
Minister.

The amendment gives the Minister power to
introduce new codes for particular products or to
amend codes as required. New codes or
amendments would be gazetted. A draft sample of
a code for a particular product-apricots-has
been prepared by Parliamentary Counsel to
demonstrate the concept.

Provision made in the Bill for detention of
produce is necessary to ensure that products
which do not meet prescribed standards are not
sold. Appropriate penalties for the selling of
detained products or the removal of detention
notices are included in the Bill.

At present, there is no provision for dealing
with the movement or sale of products detained
by an inspector.

It is appropriate to review the level of penalties
under the Act because the existing levels are not
in keeping with present-day money values. The
current levels of Fines have, therefore, lost their
deterrent effect. Provision has been made to
increase the penalties to levels which correspond
to current values.

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

CARNARVON BANANA INDUSTRY
(COMPENSATION TRUST FUND)

AMENDMENT BILL

Introducuion and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old (Minister
for Agriculture), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-
culture) [3.04 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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This Bill proposes to amend the Carnarvon
Banana Industry (Compensation Trust Fund) Act
1961-1980 to extend its period of operation for a
further seven years.

The Act came into operation on 19 April 1962
[or a period of seven years. At the request of the
industry it was extended for two further periods of
seven years and is now due to expire on 18 April
1983.

The main purpose of the Act was to establish a
trust fund for the payment of compensation to
growers of bananas in the event of losses caused
by cyclones, storms or floods, or any natural
cause, pest, or disease which constitutes a serious
threat to thc existence of the banana growing
industry.

The trust fund has conferred on the banana
industry a degree of stability which could not be
otherwise achieved in a cyclone prone area.

The trust fund income is derived from
contributions from banana growers and the
Treasury and from interest on investments.

Growers contribute an amount of 20c per 16 kg
carton or 16c per 13 kg carton of bananas sold.
The Treasury contribution is 50 per cent of the
total of contributions from growers.

Trust fund investment at 30 June 1982 totalled
$690 441.7 7 made up as follows-

R & I term deposit .......... $585 082.12 at 17
per cent

R & I term deposit ........ 525 718.61 at I8
per cent

R & I investment saving account ..$79 641.04
at 12.5 per cent

Since the trust fund was established in 1962
compensation has been paid to growers to cover
losses caused by six cyclones, a serious lire, and a
flood. The total amount that has been paid out in
compensation is $866 906.

It is estimated that under the present provisions
of the Act an amount in excess of $900 000 would
be needed to meet compensation payments in the
event of a cyclone which totally destroyed all
banana crops in the Carnarvon area.

There are presently 143 banana growers in the
Carnarvon area. At the general meeting held at
Carnarvon on 7 July 1982, a ballot taken to
determine the growers' views on a further
extension of the Act resulted in 5I growers voting
in favour of continuation and 20 against. There
was one informal vote.

During 1981 the industry at Carnarvon
produced the equivalent of 570 000 16 kg cartons
of bananas which met the bulk of the
requirements of consumers in Western Australia.

The gross value of the industry was nearly $4.7
million. The growers' contribution to the fund in
1981 totalled $109 242. The Treasury
contribution was $54 621.

Despite the present healthy state of the
fund-approximately $700 000-the fact that
more than this amount is needed to cover total
destruction of crops makes it essential that the
compensation scheme be continued. The
amendment of the Act makes provision for the
compensation scheme to continue for a further
seven years.

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

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MEAT INDUSTRY
AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old (Minister
for Agriculture), and read a first time.

Second Reading
MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-

culture) [3.08 pm.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Meat Industry Authority Amendment
Bill-No. 1-1982 was introduced to enable
carcases of prescribed species to be branded in
accordance with their end use suitability as
determined by carcase classification
measurements.

That amendment gave the Minister power to
prescribe abattoirs; which would brand carcases
and the types of carcases which would be
branded. It also permitted the Minister to appoint
persons who were officers as inspectors under the
Act. Officers were defined as "an officer
employed in a department under the Public
Service Act 1978".

Since the initial amendment was introduced, it
has become apparent that the provisions of the
first Bill for the appointment of inspectors would
create difficulties with the existing function of the
Western Australian Lamb Marketing Board and
the appointment of inspectors by that body.

Currently the Lamb Marketing Board employs
some inspectors of its own and utilises. local
government health surveyors to carry out lamb
grading and brand supervision at smaller country
abattoirs. Neither the Lamb Marketing Board's
own inspectors nor the local government health
surveyors are employed under the Public Service
Act 1978. Therefore it is necessary to remove the
requirement that an inspector be an officer
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employed by the Public Service Board. This is the
purpose of this amendment.

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

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Minister for Police and Prisons), and read a first
time.

Second Reading

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Minister for Police
and Prisons) [3.13 p~m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill is introduced to remove from the Road
Traffic Act the specified fees in relation to vehicle
licence transfers and motor driver's licences. It is
Treasury policy to remove fees from Statutes and
have such contained in regulations to allow for
budgetary projections to take effect. The Bill is to
take effect upon proclamation to allow amending
regulations to be prepared and permit fees
presently specified in the Road Traffic Act to be
charged until that proclamation date.

Section 19 of the Road Traffic Act will be
amended to allow for the vehicle licence transfer
fee to be prescribed and such will be located in
the road traffic (licensing) regulations. Part 11 of
the second schedule, where this fee is presently
located, will be repealed. The fee for a motor
driver's licence is to be contained in the road
traffic (driver's licence) regulations, and to allow
for this an amendment will be made to section 52
of the Act, and part IV of the second schedule of
the Act, where the fee for a motor driver's licence
is specified, will be repealed.

The immediate effect of this legislation will be
an increase in vehicle licence transfer fees to $5
and motor driver's licence fees to $11I. The
Government has already given notice of these
increases. This Bill will facilitate the
implementation of Budget decisions whenever the
fee for a vehicle licence transfer or a motor
driver's licence is altered in the future.

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

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 3)

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Craig
(Minister for Local Government), and read a first
time.

Second Reading

MRS CRAIG (Well ington-M inister for Local
Government) [3.15 p.m.]: I move-

That the BRi be now read a second time.
Although the Bill may not appear to contain any
amendments of major significance, it generally
reflects the Government's policy of maintaining
an ongoing review of the need for municipal
councils to obtain approvals under the Act and
updating provisions as required.

With respect to approvals currently required
under the Act, the Bill proposes two amendments.
The first is to authorise a council to lease land by
private treaty to sporting organisations arid State
Government agencies without the need to seek
approval.

Members will recall that the Act was amended
last year to permit councils to assist financially
sporting organisations with the provision of
sporting and recreation facilities and the Bill
proposes a further amendment to allow councils
to lease land by private treaty to sporting
organisations without approval. It is considered
that councils' power to lease land should be
similarly extended to transactions with State
Government agencies and the Bill also proposes
this amendment.

The second approval the Bill proposes to
remove from the Act relates to loans raised by
councils for works to be carried out by State
Government agencies. Many approvals have been
obtained for loans raised by councils for agencies
such as the State Energy Commission for the
extension or upgrading of electricity undertakings
and the Public Works Department for sewerage
works within the municipal districts of the
councils concerned. The Bill proposes to authorise
a council to raise such loans without the need to
seek approval where the relevant State
Government agency has undertaken to reimburse
the council for the cost of servicing the loan.

Under the Act at present a council may sell
various assets for which it has no further use, and
where the asset to be sold is entered in the
council's inventory at a value of less than $500,
the council may sell it by private treaty. Due to
changes in money values, the $500 limit has
become unrealistic and it is considered that the
amount should be prescribed by regulation, as
proposed in the Bill, to allow more flexibility in
maintaining an appropriate figure.

Members will recall that the electoral
provisions of the Act were repealed and re-
enacted last year and applied for the First time at
the annual elections held on I May 1982.
Although the legislation operated effectively when
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put to the test and was generally well accepted, as
a result of that practical experience several
amendments of a tidying up nature have become
evident and are included in the Bill.

The Bill proposes also to correct a minor
anomaly in the provisions of the Act relating to
parking control.

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

INDUSTRY (ADVANCES) AMENDMENT
BILL

lntroduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr MacKinnon
(Minister for Industrial, Commercial and
Regional Development), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment) [3.19 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill provides for the amendment of the
Industry (Advances) Act 1947-1980 in an
endeavour to-

(a) remove the difficulties associated with
the interpretation of the Act relative to
the meaning of the words "new
business" under the grant scheme;

(b) provide clarification and uniformity as
to the "competition" aspect of the
State's financial assistance policy; and

(c) correct an error made when the previous
amendment to the Act was drafted.

Since the amendments to the Industry (Advances)
Act 1947-1980 were approved by this Parliament,
some difficulties have been encountered with the
interpretation of certain provisions of the Act
which govern eligibility for assistance under the
guarantee scheme and the capital establishment
assistance scheme.

The first problem encountered is basically one
of interpretation involving section 7A (1) (c) (i)
of the Act which stipulates that to be eligible for
assistance under the capital establishment
assistance scheme, an applicant's proposal must
relate to a "new business" engaged in industry.

Typical of several instances in which this
problem of interpretation has arisen, is the case of
a recent approval of a capital establishment grant
to a local establishment company marketing
sensitised paper. In this particular case, grant
assistance was approved as an incentive to the
company to establish facilities to manufacture the

paper in this State, as opposed to its importing the
paper.

Whilst the conveyancer, of the Crown Law
Department, agreed that the company's proposal
related to the establishment of a new
industry-for example, the manufacture of
sensitised paper-he expressed doubt that the
proposal related to a "new business".

To overcome this problem and to bring the
provision of assistance under the scheme more
into line with the Government's objectives of
attracting new and non-competitive industry to
this State, and that of broadening the State's
existing manufacturing base, it is considered
essential that section 7A (1) (c) (i) be amended.
This could be achieved by the substitution of the
word "Industry" for "Business"

Difficulties have arisen also under the existing
legislation from the inconsistency which exists
currently in respect of the competitive provisions
of the guarantee scheme and the capital
establishment assistance scheme.

Section 7A (1) (c) (i), for example, provides for
assistance to industry "not likely to be in
competition. ... within a region designated in the
scheme.. . "; whereas section 7A (2) (a) (ii)
under the guarantee scheme provides for
assistance to industry "not likely to be in
competition . .. in the State... .

The regional inference under the capital
establishment a-ssistance scheme in contrast to the
State-wide implication under the guarantee
scheme, gives rise to the situation where an
applicant may be considered eligible for
assistance under one scheme and not the other.

It is considered also that the use of the word
"competition" in the provisions under both the
above schemes is too restrictive and does not
provide for situations where there may not be an
actual conflict of interest between competing
firms, for example, because of the capacity of the
market to absorb another supplier.

In addition, it is proposed that section 3 (2) of
the Act be amended by indenting the words "in
accordance with a direction given under this Act"
at the end of this section, so that the words apply
only to subsection 3 (2) (e) and not to section 3
(2) as a whole.

The amendment corrects an error made when
the previous amendment to the Act was drafted
and is included in the Bill.

In view of the foregoing, I therefore
recommend to the house that-
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(a) Section 7A (1) (a) (ii) of the Act,
rel 'ating to the guarantee scheme, be
amended to read-

The proposal relates to the
establishment of an industry not
likely to be in conflict with the
interests in the same field of
activity in the State of existing
businesses which have not benefited
from Govcrnmeni assistance.

(b) Section 7A (1) (c) (i) of the Act,
relating to the capital establishment
assistance scheme, be amended to
read-

The proposal relates to the
establishment of an industry not
likely to be in conflict with the
interests in the same field of
activity in the state of existing
businesses which have not benefited
from Government assistance.

(c) Section 7A (2) (b) be amended to
read-

Whether or not the establishment
or development of an industry
would, at the time of approval of
the application under this Act, have
been likely to be in conflict with the
interests in the same field of
activity in the State of any other
businesses, may be determined.

(d) Section 3 (2) (e) be amended to read-

Cause the Bank, through its
Government agency department-
(i) To make advances;
(ii) to guarantee any advance

made or to be made by any
person or

(iii) to give any indemnity required
for the purposes of the residual
indemnity scheme for small
businesses, in accordance with
a direction given under this
Act.

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

(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF
TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT DILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Clarko
(Minister for Education), and read a first time.

MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Shalders
(Minister for Consumer Affairs), and read a first
time.

Second Reading

MR SHALDERS (Murray-Minister for
Consumer Affairs) 13.23 p.m.] I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
On the merger of the Road Traffic Authority
with the Police Department by the Acts
Amendment (Traffic Board) Act 1981, the
reference to "any authorised officer or the Road
Traffic Authority" was deleted from the Motor
Vehicle Dealers Act. In addition, reference to
"authorised officer" was deleted from section 27
of the Act.

Within the framework of the Road Traffic
Authority there existed a used car dealers section,
staffed by members of the Public Service who
policed the Motor Vehicle Dealers Act and motor
vehicle dealers (sales) regulations, under the
authority of being "an authorised officer of the
Road Traffic Authority". They entered used car
yards, examined vehicles in those yards, put
stickers or work orders on those vehicles unfit for
sale and later, if appropriate, removed the
stickers, checked registers, and generally
controlled the used car saleyards. Through the
amendments referred to earlier this power was
taken from these people although it had never
been the intention to divert that power. This Bill
therefore restores the power previously conferred
on those persons who are engaged to control used
car saleyards.

A minor amendment to correct a grammatical
error in section 25 has been included also.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bryce
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

CHILD WELFARE AMENDMENT BILL

introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Shalders
(Minister for Community Welfare), and read a
first time.

Second Reading

MR SHALDERS (Murray-Minister for
Community Welfare) [3.26 p.m.] I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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The Bill seeks amendments to the Child Welfare
Act 1947-1979 in two major areas and a number
of miscellaneous areas as follows-

I . The inclusion of a new section enabling
Children's Courts to make community
service orders requiring young offenders
to carry out community work;

2. An increase in the number of sections
under which authority may be delegated
by the Minister to the director relating
to individual cases;

3. The reintroduction of a clause that gives
authority for uncontrolled children to be
apprehended:,

4. The deletion of subsection I (c) of
section 30;

S. A provision for an appeal to a superior
court against a decision on a care and
protection application;

6. An amendment to prevent, without the
authority of the Children's Court, the
publishing in any media of a report of
the proceedings concerning a child who
is before the court.

(1) Juvenile community service orders: Members
are no doubt aware that a scheme whereby
Children's Courts can order community work for
juveniles convicted of an offence, is currently in
operation. This set trial scheme commenced at the
beginning of July 1978 in the metropolitan area
and in the four years to the end of June 1982,
I 394 boys and 98 girls have participated. Of
these, 1 314 boys and 82 girls have successfully
completed their community service order.

Having developed the scheme and tried it out,
the proposal before the House now seeks to give it
clearly defined legislative backing and to broaden
its scope.

At present the making of a community service
order is an option open to the court. A special
magistrate can make an order and generally if it
is complied with, the charge against the juvenile is
dismissed. It can, also be given as a term of
probation. Proposals in the Bill provide that these
arrangements continue, In addition, however, a
community service order will be able to be made
where there is default on a line and in lieu of
servicing that default. It will also have application
where default cannot be served because the
juvenile is still receiving full-time education and
has no adequate financial means.

Other provisions contained in the Bill are-
To require that the juvenile concerned be

agreeable to the order being made and seek
the co-opecration of parents; to prohibit an

order being made in respect of a juvenile
convicted of violent offences;, and

to provide that the hours involved in an
Order shall not be less than 10 or more than
70.

Steps have been taken to ensure that appropriate
work is available before an order is made and
generally all orders must be completed within
three months. If a juvenile successfully completes
the requirements of the order he will not have to
appear again in court on the matter.

These conditions have resulted from experience
associated with the practical application of the
scheme. There is, however, provision for the
Minister of the day to vary the limits of the age
range; the minimum and maximum hours that
can be ordered: and the time span for completing
orders, should these be desirable in the future.

Courts, of course, will be able to extend the
time given to complete an ordir-wirhin the
operative limits-vary it, and take into
consideration partial completion of an order when
further dealing with the juvenile. Under the
provisions of the Bill the special magistrate will
explain to the juvenile concerned the implications
of the order.

It is proposed that juveniles in employment and
carrying out community work, will be covered by
workers' compensation. Examples of the type of
work they have been carrying out are: aged
persons' homes, hospitals, RSL war veterans
homne, BMX and Police & Citizens' Youth Clubs,
and the Spastic Welfare Association.

Some definitions are included and the purposes
for which regulations may be made are spelt out.
(2) Delegation of authority: The other major
thrust of the Bill is the delegation of authority. It
seeks to achieve two things. Firstly, it proposes
that the Deputy Director of the Department for
Community Welfare should exercise the same
powers as the director, and, secondly. that certain
powers exercised by the Minister in relation to
individual people and individual officers, be
delegated to the director.

In relation to the first proposal that the deputy
director exercise the Same powers as the director
under the Child Welfare Act, members will be
aware that the notion is not a new one and that
this Parliament previously has sanctioned it in
terms of the Community Welfare Act and the
Family Court Act- It makes good sense in view of
the volume of work requiring decisions on a wide
range of individual matters in the welfare field.
There is no conflict of interest in its practical
operation and in any event the director's decision
prevails if there is a dispute.
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The second proposal seeks to extend those
powers which the Minister may delegate to the
director-or his deputy. They all relate to
individual children or officers of the department.
Delegation does not prevent the Minister of the
day exercising any of the powers; the Minister
may revoke any delegation; all delegations will be
renewed with each change of Minister; and there
is ample provision in the Child Welfare Act for
appeal to a Children's Court.

Proposed delegations are-
(a) authorisation of departmental officers to

apprehend and place children in need of
care and protection;

(b) discharge a term of probation-but not
extend it:

(c) release from committal to or control of
the department;

(d) committal to the care or control of the
department where-
(i) a child is left with people without

the parents providing adequate
financial support;

(ii) a child is left with parent or
guardian;

(iii) request is made by parent or
parents;

(i v) a child is made available for
adoption by one parent, but the
wishes of the other are not readily
ascertainable;

(e) extension of committal to or control
where all parties agree-remain with
the Minister where there is
disagreement;

(f) transfer of wardship from one State to
another-Minister to make arrange-
ments and director deal with individual
cases;

(g) authorise an officer of the department to
apprehend children in danger,
misbehaving, or truanting from school;

(h) authorise an officer of the department to
lay complaints and conduct cases in
court.

(3) Miscellaneous amendments: The other
sections contained in this Bill are relatively minor
but nevertheless are important.

The proposal to include a provision allowing a
police officer or officer of the department to
apprehend without a warrant a child suspected of
being uncontrolled, is necessary. This provision
existed until 1978 when amendments to the Child
Welfare Act required the repealing of certain
sections; the section allowing the apprehension
was omitted in error. Subsequent experience has

shown that such a clause is necessary and
desirable.

The proposal to delete subsection 1 (c) of
section 30 is necessary because it is that section
that allows the court, after being satisfied that a
child is in need of care and protection, to release
the child on unspecified conditions, but subject to
supervision. This section has been found in
practice to be ambiguous and ineffective.

Because the child has not been committed and
because the nature of the supervision is not
specified, the parents may, if they wish, choose to
ignore the court's decision and frustrate requests
or advice that the department may make in
respect of a child.

The next amendment deals with the right of
appeal to a superior court about a decision made
in a Children's Court or by ministerial decree in
respect of a care and protection, uncontrolled
applications, or other non-criminal order of the
court. Right of appeal to a superior court exists in
relation to criminal matters, but until now no
right of appeal exists for those matters which are
of a non-criminal nature, such as committal to
care.

Finally it is proposed that a section be
reintroduced that prevents the publication by way
of Press, radio, or television, of reports of
proceedings or a decision of a Children's Court,
without the express approval of the court. A
provision of this nature existed prior to 1979, but
a drafting error occurred when a new amendment
was introduced. That amendment provided for the
disclosure of proceedings involving children in
superior courts.

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

BUILDING SOCIETIES AMENDMENT DILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Shalders
(Minister For Housing), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR SHALDERS (Murray-Minister for
Housing) [3.40 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to allow permanent
building societies to have access to an offshore
line of credit to replenish their liquidity funds
during periods of heavy withdrawals by investors
in abnormal economic conditions.

At present the Building Societies Act precludes
building societies borrowing moneys otherwise
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than in Australian currency, and it is not intended
that this amendment will enable building societies
to borrow funds from overseas sources to make
conventional housing loans.

The attendant exchange factor risk continues to
make funds from this source unsuitable for
housing finance. However, with the recent
changes in the financial markets and the
increased scale of interest rate volatility likely to
continue into the foreseeable future, and the
increased competition from the favoured cash
management trusts, the Australian savings bond
and the deregulation of bank interest rates, it is
logical for building societies to seek a wider range
from which to make stand-by arrangements.

It is possible that domestic stand-by facilities
could not provide the scale of last resort support
necessary for a large society when withdrawal
demands are extremely high, and this amendment
with the Treasurer's approval will allow
arrangements to be completed to arrange a line of
credit offshore.

In giving his approval the Treasurer is
empowered to set terms and conditions for a
limited amount of funds for a set term as to time
and he may revoke his approval at any time.

It is intended that the approval will be given
only when a satisfactory currency hedge facility
has been arranged to avoid any loss resulting from
the foreign exchange exposure should the standby
facility be activated.

The Treasurer would need to be satisfied that
the society seeking approval would have the
financial stability, and the ability to meet the
terms of borrowing, and that the nominal term of
repayment of both principal and interest did not
exceed two years. He would need to ascertain also
that the total proposed borrowings were not
greater than 15 per cent of a society's
withdrawable funds.

The building societies advisory committee
recommends the amendment.

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

CONSUMER AFFAIRS AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and Firs( Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Shalders
(Minister for Consumer Affairs), and read a First
time.

Second Reading

MR SHALDERS (Murray-Minister for
Consumer Affairs) [3.43 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

In late 1981 the High Court of Australia
delivered a judgement in a case, referred to as
Shaddock. and Parramatta City Council. This
case related to negligent advice concerning road
widening proposals given to a prospective
purchaser of land by an officer of the council. The
result of that decision is that the law in relation to
negligent misstatement has been expended.

The decision made specific mention of officers
of local government and other Government or
statutory authorities as being exposed to liability
for negligent advice given to members of the
public in the course of their duties.

It had been thought in the past that section 25
of the Consumer Affairs Act would protect the
commissioner and officers of the Consumer
Affairs Bureau from liability in such instances, In
view of the decision referred to it was considered
desirable to review the suitability of section 25.

Legal opinion obtained indicated that the
section is inadequate and unsatisfactory for the
purpose of protection of officers because although
it refers to acts done, defaults made, and
statements issued, it does not refer to advice,
assistance, or information given.

Much of the success of the bureau's work is
because it is accessible to the public and provides
a relatively quick service. That success would
conceivably be impaired if advice and information
given with the best of intentions, left officers of
the bureau open to legal action in the event that
this advice was shown to be wrong.

In the interests of consumers and the bureau
the amendment contained in the Bill is seen as
being highly desirable.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin.

BILLS (3): MESSAGES

Appropriations

Messages from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the following Bills-

1. Carnarvon Banana Industry
(Compensation Trust Fund)
Amendment Bill.

2. Industry (Advances) Amendment Bill.
3. Child Welfare Amendment Bill.
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RAILWAYS: JOINT FREIGHT VENTURE

Reassessment: Motion

MR Mel VER (Avon) [3.48 p.m.]: I move-
That in the opinion of this House, the

introduction of the Westrail joint freight
venture has resulted in:

(a) a rapid deterioration in the freight
services to country areas;

(b) an escalation in country freight
costs which will lead inevitably to
increases in the cost of country
living;

(c) difficulties for country businesses;
and,

(d) widespread dissatisfaction among
country people and organisations.

Therefore, this House calls for an
immediate reassessment of the structure and
operations of the joint venture.

The Opposition has been motivated to bring this
motion to the House because of the number of
complaints it has received about the introduction
of the joint venture, which was implemented on I
July, between Westrail and Mayne Nickless.

The prime duty and aim of an Opposition is to
be the custodian of the money of taxpayers of the
State and to make sure that public money is not
being squandered. That has taken place with the
joint venture.

Members will recall that when this legislation
was introduced, the Opposition went to great
lengths to highlight the deficiencies that would be
created in the transport system with the
introduction of the joint venture.

The Government went to great pains and great
expense to highlight the joint venture in an
endeavour to sell it to country people. It claimed
that the introduction of the joint venture would be
of great advantage to them in freight costs, in
employment, and in other aspects. To refresh the
minds of members I would like to quote from a
Government document, "A Land Freight
Transport Policy" which was put out by the
Transport Commission, Or course, I am referring
to stage three of that land transport policy and in
the introductory remarks our present Minister for
Transport said the following-

The Government has clearly recognized
the needs of Western Australian users and
providers of transport in the formulation of
this policy which will result in:-

Cheaper overall transport cost,
Reduced waste of transport capacity and
fuel resources,

Greater freedom of choice for most
users, and
The development of a more efficient
transport industry.

I emphasise the words, "the development of a
more efficient transport industry". As I develop
the theme of this debate I will refer to the
efficient transport policy the Government has
introduced into country areas.

Firstly, I castigate the Government in respect
of the amount of money it has spent on the
preparation of documents, its advertising
campaign, and travelling throughout country
areas trying to sell its new concept in transport.
This must have amounted to an enormous sum
when one includes the additions and alterations
that were required at Kewdale to handle the new
concept of the joint venture. I am sure the figure
would have been astronomical.

However, we see services being closed down
based on the fact that it is economic to do so. This
was a typical case in which thousands of dollars
could have been saved by the Government. The
Government had the numbers in the House and it
knew that the legislation would be passed
irrespective of the argument put forward by the
Opposition. I said at the time that there was no
need to go to any expense to sell something which
the Government and the Minister knew was being
strongly opposed, not only by the Opposition, but
also by the business personnel and country shires
throughout the State of Western Australia.

I am very alarmed indeed with the expenditure
that is occurring at the present time within
Westrail and I was very disturbed today to read in
The West Australian that Westrail had a deficit
of $5 million for the quarter. I say I am alarmed
because I claimed it would have been a lot more
than that.

This brings me to the point that recently two
very senior officers of Westrail retired. I would
like to clarify this point because it is very
important, but I have not yet been able to
substantiate it. However, I am working on it. One
of the reasons for their retirement was they were
instructed to change the budgetary figures that
they had brought forward and they categorically
refused to do so. Rather than continue in the
service, they resigned. If this sort of thing is
occurring, it is scandalous.

Unfortunately, the Minister is not here this
afternoon, but I would like it recorded in Hansard
that I intend to investigate this matter
thoroughly. When I have completed my
investigations I will call, in this House, for a
Select Committee in order that those figures
might be checked thoroughly. On the basis of the
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article in this morning's paper, Westrail will have
a deficit for thiis year of just aver $20
million-and that is ridiculous!

Ibelieve that the Commissioner for Railways,
at Government level, was instructed to introduce
this joint venture despite his opposition to it and
that he and the former commissioner, Mr Pascoe,
wanted the 'Westfreight" concept laid down in
the subdirector's report of the SWATS report,
but, of course, they had to take their instructions
from the Government of the day.

The Minister, when introducing the legislation
in this F-ouse, claimed that the joint venture
would provide a better and faster service and that
it would be more economic for country areas; and
yet we heard what the Commissioner for
Railways said in a recent radio broadcast-I will
quote directly from the transcript notes. The
question put to him was as follows-

The benefits from deregulation seem to be
quite generous. But was the joint venture
really necessary. Could deregulation have
been achieved without it?

The commissioner replied-

No, the joint venture was not absolutely
necessary.

However, when I called upon Government
members, particularly country members, to
oppose the legislation concerning this joint
venture and warned them what would happen
with services in respect of the regions they
represent they said they had spoken to the
commissioner and to senior officers of Westrail
who considered that the legislation was very
important. Yet here we have it from the horse's
mouth that it was not absolutely necessary. The
Minister also said that the joint venture would
create more employment and greater income for
Westrail.

Mr Davies: Greater headaches!
Mr McIVER: Let us have a look at the greater

income. In July, Westrail loaded only one wagon
ex-Kewdale. Before the introduction of the joint
venture, the Kewdale freight terminal averaged
90 wagons a day through its outer sheds; however,
in July, Westrail loaded only one wagon. Before
the joint venture, the gantry road at the Kewdale
freight terminal-which costs thousands of
dollars to maintain-handled 30 lifts a day; now,
it averages only ive lifts. So, one does not need to
be a great mathematician to realise Westrail has
suffered a reduction in income- However, we were
told emphatically that the joint venture proposal
would reduce WestraiI's deficit.

The joint venture has come uinder heavy
criticism from me, as the Opposition spokesman
on transport, and from members of the
Opposition generally. It has been criticised by
business proprietors, country shires, and people
generally throughout country areas of the State.
The pitiful answer of the Minister to this criticism
has been, "These are only teething problems. We
are only new. Give us a go and things will be
straightened out." Give them a go! Mayne
Nickless Ltd. has been in existence for over 100
years; it is an Australia-wide company. Westrail
has been operating since the 1800s. Which
organisations would be more competent to handle
freight than Mayne Nickless and Westrail
combined?

The reason they got themselves into such a
tangle is that they did not realise the volume of
freight they would be handling. For some
unknown reason, the Government kept talking
about this "quarter of a million tonnes" of smalls.
The Government loaned its expertise to Mayne
Nickless to help it prepare its submission, a
courtesy it did not extend to the other tenderers.
Mayne Nickless was told of the number of
forklifts Westrail had, the extent of its goods
sheds, and so on. However, I do not want to
labour that point at the moment.

In questions I asked in this House, I repeatedly
emphasised that the joint venture would be
looking at one million tonnes a year, and I asked
who would be handling the extra three-quarters of
a million tonnes. I pointed out that the joint
venture would be in one hell of a mess because it
did not realise the volume of freight it would be
required to handle. Of course, there were the
usual sniggers and snide remarks. However, the
fact remains that the joint venture did not have
the vehicles to handle such volumes of freight
traffic. That is why mail had to be delivered in
open trucks; that is why goods sent to country
areas arrived in a saturated and filthy condition.
In addition, the joint venturers did not take into
account the number of miles their vehicles would
have to travel. Consequently, the trucks did not
receive adequate maintenance. Is it any wonder
that the Merredin and Kalgoorlie mail trucks
broke down on several occasions, and country
towns such as Hyden and Norseman did not
receive any mail deliveries? What a ridiculous
situation.

From here to the goldfields we have one of the
most modern standard gauge railway lines in the
world; this Government has just spent over $it
million on upgrading that line. In the past, the
mail used to arrive at Kalgoorlie for despatch to
the surrounding regions, including Norseman and

2061



2062 [ASSEMBLY]

Esperance; every day, right to the minute,
businessmen in those areas could depend on the
arrival of that mail. However, that facility now
cannot be utilised because of this stupid joint
venture concept; they must use the road , which
runs parallel with that standard gauge railway
line.

I emphasise that I am not here to say, NI told
you so" or to become a martyr on this matter. We
are stuck with the joint venture concept, and must
try to work out ways of improving it. However,
the Government will not improve it if it will not
listen, and if it is not properly informed about
what is going to happen.

In addition, I object strongly to the fact that
although the joint venture was going to handle
only smalls-the "LCL", or less than cart
loads-iit is dealing in interstate freight, which
has created some anomalous situations.

Prior to the implementation of the joint venture
concept, consignments of goods from the Eastern
States were unloaded at the appropriate regional
centres such as Kalgoorlie, Merredin, Northam,
Tammin, Kellerberrin, and the like for
distribution to their relevant destinations.
However, since the inception of the joint venture
concept, the goods must now travel through to
Perth and then be consigned to the appropriate
country areas. It is absolutely ridiculous, and
means that the people not only pay freight from
point A to point B, but also incur a cost from
point B to the regional centres.

That is a ridiculous situation in this day and
age, and the joint venturers should not be allowed
to handle interstate freight. Indeed, the
Government is breaking faith on this matter,
because the legislation contained no provision
allowing the joint venturers to handle interstate
freight. We were told simply that the joint
venturers would be handling smalls in order to
provide a faster and more efficient service to the
people of the State.

It would be most unfair if I said the system
could not be improved, because it cannot get any
worse, and must improve. In fact, in country areas
it is referred to not as "TotaI West" but as "Total
Disaster"! I feel justified in moving this motion
and putting these facts before members and in
saying that this concept should never have been
implemented in its present form. Before this
concept, at 6.00 p.m. one could go past the
Kewdale freight terminal, and everything would
be closed.

If one passes the freight yards at 11.00 p.m..
midnight, or even 2.00 am. or 3.00 a.m., one
inds the place is ablaze with lights. The staff is

still fumbling around and trying to despatch the
parcels to the right destination.

Mr Davies: And sending them to the wrong
destination.

Mr McIVER: Who is paying for that
electricity?

Mr Pearce: We are!
Mr McIVER: Is Mayne Nickless Ltd. paying

for it? No, we are paying for it. There is only one
master meter for the electricity used at the freight
yard, and the legislation which formulated the
Total West concept did not make any provision
for such matters. So because of the incompetence
of Total West the taxpayers of Western Australia
are saddled with that extra cost.

This joint venture will involve hidden costs for
the people using the service. Let us say that a
farmer wishes to have delivered by rail a tractor
weighing seven tonnes. Under the terms of this
joint venture, Westrail will take wagon loads of
freight with a minimum of only 10 tonnes. So the
farmer who wishes to have his tractor delivered by
rail will have to pay for three tonnes of freight he
does not use. Under the old system he would be
paying freight for the seven tonnes only. I am sure
many people in the rural areas do not realise that
they will be hit by the extra hidden costs.

The figures I gave were extremely accurate,
and it is important to note that Westrail is not
advertising the fact that it will still deliver wagon
loads of freight.

I am quite amazed that Westrail is advertising
on-television that it carts wheat. Everyone knows
that it carts wheat and such items as iron ore.
How can Westrail benefit by advertising this
fact? If it is genuine in its endeavours to attract
customers, it should be telling the people of
Western Australia that it is still in the market for
wagon loads of freight.

I happen to know that some companies have
been told that Westrail will not receive their
goods. In regard to particular items, these people
were told that their goods could be freighted only
by the new joint venture. That information given
to' those companies was quite incorrect. The
people concerned did not want to deal with the
joint venture; they wanted the goods consigned by
rail, but they were not told that they could still
send their goods by the wagon load.

I would now like to refer to a few examples to
illustrate the reason that people in country areas
are up in arms about the new joint venture. I hope
that Government members will not tell me the
problems have arisen through teething troubles.
As I said before, Westrail has been established for
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100 years, and it has handled freight since its
inception. So we need a better excuse for the
problems that have arisen than the one
presented-teething troubles. The suggestion in
the Press the other day was that the problems
were caused by industrial sabotage. Has any
member ever heard such rubbish? How can it be
industrial sabotage when a consignment of goods
takes five days to reach Merredin? One could
deliver the goods there in that time using a
wheel barrow.

Iwould like to quote from a copy of a letter
written by the proprietor of the Kellerberrin
Newsagency and Sports Centre to the Minister
for Transport. My reason for choosing this
particular letter is that it epitomises the
czomplaints I have received about this joint
venture situation. It reads as follows-

Dear Sir,
This letter is to register my complete

dissatisfaction at the small goods transport
system which is now operating in the country
areas of Western Australia.

I was at a meeting at the Kellerberrin
Shire Council prior to the change-over at
which you, the Commissioner of Railways
and the executive of Total West gave the
impression that the new arrangements would
benefit the country people of the State. It
seemed that the whale matter had been
thoroughly researched and the operation
would be carried out smoothly and to the
advantage of all concerned.

Unfortunately that is also what the Government
country members thought. The letter continues-

In the short space of thirteen days. it is
obvious that the venture is the greatest
disaster ever to hit the country districts of
Western Australia.

The argument has been used that Total
West did not realise the magnitude of the
task ahead of them. This argument is totally
unacceptable-

It is unacceptable to me also. To continue-

-as it has been proposed for long enough to
provide for a complete investigation of all
facets of the venture.

I have as yet not received an account for
freight but by all indications it is going to be
at least double my previous costs. If this is so,
I certainly object paying for a far worse
service.

To give you some indication of the
problems we have so far encountered-

I repeat that this letter is typical of the others I
have received from various parts of the State. It
goes on-

(a) Magazines used to arrive daily and
would be available at 8a.m. at the
Railway Station. Now they do not arrive
at all on some days and have only twice
been at the shop door at 8.30a.m. On
other days when they arrive, it is any
time up to 2230p.m. My Saturday
magazines have arrived so far at
1 l.30a.m. and 1 tam. As we close at 12
noon, this is a hopeless situation.

(b) Mail posted at Kellerberrin on Tuesday
6th July arrived in Perth on Friday.

(c) Parcels from Perth taking up to a week
to reach Kellerberrin.

(d) Uncertainity as to which Transport
company is transporting goods.

In discussion with other businessmen, I
have found complete opposition to the
venture and have been told of:
(a) Greengroceries arriving at 11 .45a.m. on

Saturday which is completely useless
and on other days arriving during the
afternoon.

(b) A consignment of drycleaning from
Kellerberrin to Northam being lost and
found in Carnarvon.

(c) Goods being transported to Kalgoorlie
and back again because the drivers did
not know where Kellerberrin is!

(d) Non-arrival of goods, including
medicines and other priority goods.

These are just a few of the instances of
complaint in a period of total confusion and
frustration which is going to have serious
complications to your Government and the
people of Western Australia, generally.

Surely, in this time of progress we deserve
a much better service than this and I implore
your Government to take immediate steps to
rectify this situation before more damage is
done. It may be in the best interests of all
concerned if all freight charges for the first
month were waived to compensate in some
way for the lack of service so far experienced.

In conclusion, I cannot see how the present
system is going to work unless it is handled
by one body and therefore would urge a
return to rail transport with a few
modifications to streamline the past service.

That letter sets out quite plainly how the people
of that particular area feel about the joint
venture.

2063



2064 [ASSEMBLY]

As Opposition spokesman on transport,
naturally I have been contacted by various radio
stations and newspapers for my comments on the
joint venture and the complaints I have received.

I can say only that I have not exaggerated the
situation. I have quoted from the correspondence
received by me. When I contacted Mr Dyson. the
Commissioner of Transport, on these matters he
had the courtesy to send a senior officer to my
orfice. I showed the senior officer my complete
file or complaints received. To the best or my
knowledge, those complaints are now being
investigated. However, one should not merely shut
the stable door after the horse has bolted. I have
received no reports that the situation has
improved. It has not improved one iota. The
instances of lost goods, damaged consignments,
and pilfered goods are continuing.

Let me give a few examples from my own town
of Northam. One of the big shopping complexes
round that biscuits were taking four or five days
to reach Northam after they had been to Nannup,
Norseman, Northampton, or some other town
starting with the letter "N". The biscuits were
arriving in Northam in a damaged state, and only
halr the consignment arrived because on the way
everyone was a little hungry for biscuits. That sort
of thing is not uncommon.

Another business house in Northam for four
weeks has been endeavouring to stock up its
supplies of chocolate. Is not that ridiculous?
However, the Minister said the legislation would
improve the transport services in Western
Australia. i r that is the best he can come u p with,
he should resign his portfolio and let somebody
else have a go.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr Brian Burke: The former Minister for

Education would have done better.
Mr MOIVER: It is not only the businessmen

who have been afrected. I will quote a letter from
a farming family in the Wickepin area, as
rollows-

Dear Mr Mclver,
As a farming ramily who have been dis-

advantaged by the West Australian
Governments new Freight Venture, that is
being run by "Total West".

We are whole heartedly behind you, with
your proposal to introduce a censure motion
on the present Government when Parliament
resumes.

To say the least, Freight Costs have risen
out of all proportion, and the service is a
shambles.

Or course, the cost factor is very important in
rural areas. It is hard enough for people to remain
in remote rural areas without our placing this
impost upon them.

When driving through towns such as Tammin,
members should look at the empty shops, which
are an indication of the exodus of the people.
Farms have been taken over. Where there were
five Farmers, we now find that their live rarms are
controlled by one farmer. Some farmers have
bought out other farms, the people have left the
district, and the populations of those districts have
decreased. One of the reasons is that we are not
giving people an inducement to remain in the
rural areas. They are all coming to the city for the
cheaper cost of living. However, the Government
says, "We are giving you a better and more
efficient service, and we are going to create
employment."

I wish to mention the case of the joint venture
truck driver who went to Dalwallinu, which is in
another important rural part of Western
Australia. At Dalwallinu, the driver booked into
the hotel, and stayed the night. In the morning he
found that nobody had unloaded the truck, so he
took all the goods back to Perth. There have been
instances in which the driver has had emphasised
to him the fact that the consignment notes must
be left in the country towns; and that is what he
has left-just the consignment notes, but no goods
to go with them. These things sound humorous,
but they are ridiculous when people are waiting
urgently for perishable foods, medicines, and
other goods that are vital to their everyday lives.
Yet, members opposite said how marvellous this
venture would be. They could not support the
Opposition's prosposal for a "Westfreight"
concept run by Westrail. The Government's
proposal was supposed to have many advantages.

What has happened with the Shire of Toodyay?
It is customary for the shire to give free trees to
its ratepayers; but a consignment of trees was left
at Kewdale for so long that all the trees died. We
have heard of the situation in Geraldton which
was highlighted in the newspaper and also by the
member for Geraldton who called on the
Government to take action. Flowers and plants
were to be transported from Geraldton to
Dongara. One could throw a stone as far as that,
but those goods were taken from Mullewa to
Perth, and then back to Dongara. When it came
to the cost, the consignor had to pay freight for
the whole distance; and naturally the Flowers were
dead.

When I made my remarks on the joint venture
legislation, I emphasised particularly that we
would be disadvantaged, and that people like
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Dawsons and the other florists and nurserymen
would have problems. I understand Total West
has had so many problems with that situation that
it has handed over that aspect to another
company, which j believe is Brambles, but I may
stand corrected on that. I know that another road
transport company has been given that facet of
the operation because Total West does not want
to handle it.

A consignment of bread for another country
district was buried under piles of steel, asbestos,
and cement. One can imagine what the
consignment was like when it arrived at its
destination!

Mr H-erzfeld. Do not tell me that is not
sabotage.

Mr MeIVER: Come on! If there is sabotage, let
us Find the saboteurs and do something about
them. The member for Mundaring cannot tell me
that a firm that has been in operation for too
years would allow freight to go out in that state.
Where were the checkers that Westrail used when
wagons were being loaded? Where were the
checkers to ensure that the trucks were loaded
properly?

That brings me to the point that I have received
reports of drivers who have been told to drive to
Esperance and return without a break. I am sure
the member for Roe would not want to turn
around and drive back after he had reached
Esperance, despite the very expensive car he
drives.

Mr Grewar: They do a good job at Esperance.
There are no complaints there.

Mr MeIVER: I did not say they were not doing
a good job in Esperance. I am saying that a driver
was instructed to drive to Esperance and return,
without booking in overnight. Of course, that is a
breach of the regulations. We have seen so much
criticism of the company. but it has not been put
under pressure in relation to that aspect yet.

The member for Roe would know what it is like
to drive in a tired state after having attended a
function. The employees must undertake long
journeys: however, nobody would like a driver to
have to travel to Esperance and back. I am sure
the member for Roe would not like to do that in
his car, even without a semi-trailer load of goods
behind him. I know I would not like to do so. The
first trip I did to Esperance, 1 was with the
member for Canning and I thought he had taken
the wrong road. I thought we were on the road to
Ayers Rock because we seemed to take too long
to arrive.

Mr Young: That was because of all the stops
you made.

Mr Mel VER: No stops. I am too conscientious
for that!

This is what will take place later on when the
joint venture gets more established; the employees
will be asked to drive these long miles. I have
made inquiries with the Transport Commission
and it seems no penalty ever has been imposed on
drivers undertaking these long hours, and I anm
sure members will recognise that it would be very
difficult to police this aspect. When a person is
tired, he is a hazard on the road just as if he were
under the influence of alcohol. His concentration
is lost. But these men will be expected to drive
long distances because we have such a large State
and so many places to serve in the transport of
goods.

I would like to make mention of the Northam
Advertiser, which was established in 1893 and has
now been taken over by Country Newspapers Pty.
Ltd. Under the old system, each Wednesday night
the papers were taken to the railway station in
Northam and delivered by Westrail road trucks
or by trains to country centres in a wide radius of
Northam. Now, although the papers are still
taken to Northam, the Northamn Advertiser is
despatched and the rest go back to Perth. This
means that people in Toodyay and all other
centres do not get their copy, which comes- out on
Thursday, until several days later. Is that a better
service? is that improving the situation? I could
go on quoting such instances for another half an
hour.

The member for Esperance interjected earlier
and said that the venture is going marvellously
well in his area, and I am delighted to hear that. I
wonder what people there are paying for their
goods now? I have indicated to members the
hidden cost for farm implements transported by
rail, costs that people do not know of.

Vegetable consignment costs have trebled
under this new concept for people in central
wheatbelt towns.

Mr Grewar: Our freight on beer has gone
down.

Mr MeIVER: I will come to that later; the
member should not get excited or he will become
too thirsty.

Previously, the cost of consigning a small
electrical item such as a speaker for a car radio
was $4, but it is now $8. As stated in the letter I
mentioned from the person in Kellerberrin, many
country centres have not received statements for
July. I will bet London to a brick on that until all
this is sorted out this venture will be watched very
closely because it knows it will be monitored by
the Opposition and by the Transport Commission
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officers to make sure we are proved wrong in our
estimation of freight costs-which have already
trebled in various centres-not to mention the
hidden costs. After the venture has been in
operation for 12 months the prices will increase
again and again. The people in the country will be
at the mercy of this enterprise.

The Government says that this venture will
induce competition. We must keep in mind that
the company is 50 per cent owned by Westrail, so
it has strong advantage over other transport
companies. Yet we still find that people in places
like Burracoppin have to pay treble the costs
previously paid, which is no joke. People have also
to wait five days to get their goods, even from
Bunbury to Boyup Brook.

I am concerned also that with the coming
summer months the company may not have
considered sufficiently how it will cart drugs and
special medicines to country hospitals. The
Minister for Health will agree that we cannot cart
drugs in open trucks; drugs must be carted under
special temperatures, and this applies especially to
blood. Refrigerated vans are needed. Yet at this
time the venture cannot handle what it has now.
It is very important that such items are taken to
country areas in properly designed conveyances,
which will mean further costs.

In 18 months' time the company will want to
get out of this joint venture; it will want to
withdraw its services because, as the Leader of
the Opposition has rightly said, it will have spent
just so much money on this new transport
concept. In the meantime the people of this State
have to suffer and pay through the nose for the
incompetence and obstinacy of this
Government.

I sincerely trust that when the people of
Western Australia go to the polls next March
they will see to it that what occurred last
Saturday in the Kimberley and Pilbara regions
will be repeated. This venture will be one of the
things that will cost the Government dearly. The
Government has a chance to do something about
the situation, but it will not do anything because
the Minister for Transport has said it is a
wonderful idea. Surely the Government could
reconsider its stance, having heard the examples I
have given today, none of which was exaggerated.

I am very concerned also for the future of'
Westrail employees. At the moment they have
been very quiet because they do not wish to rock
the boat. However, the Government cannot pay
men for doing nothing and it has no argument to
bring forward to back such an idea. The
introduction of this joint venture has taken away

numerous duties, both clerical and labour, from
many railway employees, particularly salaried
officers. What is their future to be? No
Government can allow men to be paid for doing
nothing.

The effect has not been as drastic in country
towns as I thought it would be, although I
thought the Government would have moved far
more quickly. Fortunately the Government has to
face the people in several months' time, so it is
putting things off; but several people have been
affected by this joint venture.

One of the member for Dianella's constituents,
after 33 years of loyal service to the railways, was
taken from his old job and given a cleaning
position. He has not lost any money, but his
health has been affected drastically. He has no
alternative but to accept this Work, and as the
member for Dianella rightly pointed out to the
Minister, he has been thrown on the scrap heap.
The member for Dianella has made a very strong
submission to the Minister requesting an
examination of this case. I sincerely trust this
man's position will be reviewed, because after 33
years of loyal service and dedication he deserves
more.

Since this Government came to power, men
such as the man to whom I referred have been
simply a number on a pay sheet rather than
individual people. They get no reward for services
rendered, and this concerns me greatly.

We have record unemployment levels on our
hands now without perpetrating the situation in
country areas where it is impossible for young
people leaving school to obtain employment. This
disastrous situation has been put upon the country
people of Western Australia and will certainly not
improve matters one iota.

I want to make a plea for the people of
Hopetoun who have been really affected by this
joint venture. Every Tuesday evening a freighter
rail van used to leave Perth and go to Hopetoun.
There was a change of drivers at Wagin and that
van went on to Lake Grace where the local
butcher placed his consignments of meat for the
people of Hopetoun and the hotel. Since the
implementation of this joint venture that now is
not allowed. The freighter bus still runs, but it
runs empty. I make the appeal to the Minister
that surely the butcher should be allowed to place
his consignment of meat in that freighter bus and
have it delivered to Hopetoun as has been the case
in the past. What he has to do now is travel 150
miles to Hopetoun and back, a distance of 300
miles, and with the price of petrol these days we
can see the additional cost that is incurred by the
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residents of the town, all because of this
ridiculous situation that affects the lifestyle of
country people. We would not mind if it were
necessary to put on a special bus, but here is a
refrigerated freighter van running empty. Is there
anything More ridiculous than that?

I want a Government member by interjection to
tell me he is against that proposal. It is quite
obvious from the silence that members opposite
agree with me. Under this joint venture this man
is not allowed to do that and so he has to travel
300 miles to take meat to the town so the people
can maintain their style of living.

These might appear to be only small things, but
they affect people and cause hardship. It is
absolutely shocking that country people must
tolerate these situations because of something
introduced by the Government. There was
nothing wrong with the Liberal Party
Government's land freight policy. Deregulation of
transport has assisted many country people in
stage one, but it was emphasised by the
commissioner and the Minister that it would be
phased in gradually. Stage one meant 150
kilometres from the GPO, with 250 kilometres for
the second stage, and a third stage being
phased in gradually. What happened? The date of
I July was given when it became open slather.
Our State is too vast for that and we were not
ready for it. If the Government had taken its time
and phased in deregulation gradually it would
have been far better for all concerned. I strongly
emphasise that the Opposition in no way opposes
deregulation. We must move with the times. We
must understand what belongs to road belongs to
road, and what can be carted by rail must be
carted by rail, the mode of transport that suits
everybody on a weekly basis being used.

An example is in the member for Collie's area
with the fruit, and the member for Warren's area
where it would be ridiculous to insist the growers
put fruit on rail and handle it on several occasions
when it could go right from the packing sheds to
its destination. This is not so with other
commodities. It should certainly not be inflicted
in one fell swoop as was the case when this
concept of transport was introduced.

The member for Esperance interjected and
said, "The price of beer has been reduced." Hie is
quite right. Prior to the joint venture it cost
$50.50 per tonne to transport beer from Perth to
Newdegate; it is now transported at the rate of
$25 a tonne. If Westrail can do that for beer it
can do it also for superphosphate, wheat, and
other commodities from the rural areas to relieve
the farmers, particularly those on the long haul,
of freight burdens.

It is quite ironical that when the first
consignment of beer went by rail it was the Lake
King beer that ended up in Esperance. I think
that is worthy of reporting.

I feel justified in moving this motion and
speaking in the fashion I have done. The examples
I have quoted indicate what has taken place
throughout Western Australia. The Minister is
not here, so I appeal to the Premier. I sincerely
trust that at Cabinet he will certainly have a look
at this and, for goodness sake, give the people of
W estern Australia-in the main, country
people-a far better deal than they are receiving
under this concept. It gives me very great pleasure
to commend the motion to the House.

Mr Davies: Hear hear!

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Nanovich.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ECONOMY

Deterioration: Motion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.48 p.m.3: I move-

That this House expresses its deep concern
at the serious deterioration of the State's
economy as evidenced by--

(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

record levels of unemployment;
unprecedented levels of interest
rates;
a persistently high and accelerating
level of inflation;
record levels of bankruptcy;
declining levels of investment.

Furthermore this House notes that the
economic policies adopted at Federal and
State Levels by the Liberal Party of
Aus'tralia have contributed significantly to
the contraction of economic activity and
unless they are reviewed will plunge W.A.
into recession.

I think it has become evident to most members in
this place, and certainly to many of the public
over the past few months, that this Government
lacks in performance and direction in relation to
the economic policies that it appears from time to
time to be espousing.

Before I develop one or two of the main points
with which I want to deal, let me illustrate that
first contention by referring members to the
numerous issues of the propaganda sheet that the
Government puts out under the title State Report
Which appears to attempt to carve out some
ideological basis for what the Government does
from time to time.
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I draw the attention of members to the fact
that it was in State Report that the public was
first treated to the Government's "jobs through
growth policy" that it believed to be the saviour of
the situation as far as this State's prospects were
concerned. That proposition is not something with
which the Opposition would disagree, but the
proposition itself bears very little resemblance to
anything this Government has done and to any of
the policies that the Government has attempted to
implement. The clue to why there was no
relationship was provided shortly after the
statements were first made in State Re~port
because it was only a month or so after the first
statement was made on 12 July this year that the
Premier of this State issued a Press release which
said-

The slow-down in Western Australia's
resource development may be a blessing in
disguise, says the Premier, Mr O'Connor.

The slow-down, which Mr O'Connor said
resulted from the weakening of overseas
minerals markets, had given the State a
chance to avoid "what could have been an
indigestible surge of resource development in
too short a time."

Well, tell that to the 7.3 per cent of the work
force who are unemployed and tell that to the
people who a week or two before this Press release
was published had been treated to the cavalier,
"go-ahead-with-Full-steam" approach that the
Premier was mooting when he was talking about
sponge iron ore plants and referring to the sale of
natural resources at bargain basement prices.

Mr O'Connor: Totally untrue.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We will see whether it is

untrue. When we were talking about alumina
refineries in the south-west the Premier was fond
of referring to memoranda of intent by
implication as being binding contracts.

Mr O'Connor: I never said that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The point I want to

make is that within a week or two of the Premier
espousing that sort of attitude and within a week
or two of saying, "All ahead with full steam" we
have suddenly come across a slowdown which
apparently is a blessing in disguise. I suppose we
are used to that sort of thing from this Premier
because there is little intelligent appreciation of
substance beyond rhetoric and it seems to me to
be very clear that we cannot have a slowdown that
is a blessing in disguise and relate it sensibly to a
"1growt h- providing jobs policy".

Let me make the Opposition's attitude perfectly
clear: If there is to be a saviour from what
appears to be probably the worst development

recession we have seen in this Slate and this
country since 1932, it will be economic growth,
but that is a goal that is impossible of attainment
if every time growth rears its head the Federal
Government chops that head off at the shoulders.
Now, it is completely contradictory and illogical
to be talking about a "growth -provid ing jobs
policy" when the Government's economic strategy
involves necessarily the curtailment of growth in
the almost exclusive pursuit of inflation. As far as
the Opposition is concerned, the Premier
displayed very little knowledge about the subject
with which he attempted to deal when he changed
his tack so markedly From the "growth -prov id ing
jobs policy" to the policy which says in this Press
release that the slowdown in the scale of resource
development is a blessing in disguise.

Mr O'Connor: "Is" was the word used, was it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The slowdown in the

scale of resource development could be a blessing
in disguise. I did read it verbatim the first time; I
referred to it the second time. If it would please
the member for Bunbury-

Mr Sibson: You were trying to get headlines
out of it by using the wrong word.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Amongst the other gems
which flowed from the Premier's pen on this day
was the following paragraph-

"in addition, problems associated with a
shortage of skilled labour in key fields can
now be minimised."

Of course they will be minimised-there will be
no jobs.

Mr Sibson: That is not true.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Premier

continued-
A slower rate of development spread over a

longer time would enable WA firms to
increase their already large share of
construction and supply contracts.

Look, development opportunities do not knock on
the door and loiter around. If one does not seize
upon the opportunities when they present
themselves, they are lost forever and that seems-

Mr Sibson: We will remember that statement.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -to be a further

reflection of the Premier's failure to grasp the
fundamentals of the problem with which he is
grappling. It will be seen that my motion deals
with a number of different subjects which
include-

(a) record levels of unemployment;
(b) unprecedented levels of interest rates;
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(c) a persistently high and accelerating level
of inflation;

(d) record levels of bankruptcy;,
(e) declining levels of investment.

I intend to address myself largely to the question
of unemployment and to leave other speakers
from this side of the House to deal with some of
those other matters which are referred to in my
motion.

As far as the Opposition is concerned it is with
a great deal of concern that we predict that by
Christ mas-uniless this Government shows some
intelligence about the way in which it will
expand-

Mr Sibson: Higher wages and a 38-hour week.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -the job-producing

sectors of the economy, there will be in this State
an unemployment rate of between 10 and I I per
cent.

Mr Sibson: A 38-hour week will cause 23 per
cent of that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are busily engaged in
this State and across this nation in producing a
generation of young people who have never been
taught the value or dignity of work, They will be
unable to pass on to their children those values
which we have held for so long to be ones of
which society should be proud. They will be
people who, by virtue of their inability to learn
the values to which I have referred, will inevitably
travel towards social distress which is evident in
so many other parts of the world. I do not think
there is any doubt that members on both sides of
the House will agree that unemployment is
rapidly becoming the biggest problem with which
we will have to grapple in the next four or live
yea rs.

This Government is showing absolutely no sign
of appreciating the significance of the problem or
of understanding how it may be tackled. That will
be of no use whatsoever in 10 or 12 years' time
when the young people who are now unable to
obtain work are rendered incapable of work, and
in 10 years' time it will be the reason that this
Government and others of its political persuasion
will adopt the term "dole bludger" as an apt
description of people who have been failed by
Governments-those people who have been
prepared to work, but who can find no
employment available to them.

The Opposition says that by Christmas, unless
there is a dramatic change in the present
economic strategy being followed by Fraser in
Canberra and compounded and adopted by this
Government in Western Australia, unemployment

in this State will range between 10 per cent and
I I percent.

How often have we heard the Premier say
anything about unemployment? I cannot
remember the last time he made a public
statement on the matter, apart from the one in
which he commented on the latest disastrous
figures. The Premier has children of his own; he
Must know of other fathers with children who
cannot find work. It is the Premier's obligation
and, indeed, the Government's obligation to
address this situation, to map out a course, to set
a direction, and to adopt a purpose. At the
moment, we are wandering around and sitting on
our hands, thinking that because we do nothing
wrong we are adequately discharging our
responsibilities. That is not true.

Mr Davies: They are also looking for the silver
lining.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition believes
it is time for some aggressively positive policies
aimed at expanding job opportunities. I will
develop some of those later in my remarks;
however, I can mention one or two now.

Mr Sibson: You should talk to the BLF and see
what they have to say about that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A policy which we think
might help expand job opportunities in particular
areas is the adjustment of pay-roll tax concessions
to provide more opportunities for young people.
We all know that pay-roll tax is a disincentive to
employment and we all know it is a major part .of
this State's receipts. No Government-certainly
not this one-could embark upon a realistic
replacement of pay-roll tax within a short period.

However, what can be done is that concessions
can be made available to employers who are
prepared to provide jobs; but this Government has
made no move in that direction.

In other big employment producing areas, the
Government's efforts have been pitiful, with the
Premier offering to cut back on his Government's
borrowing as though if the Government decided
to employ private contractors to complete a road,
or build a school, somehow or other no benefit
would flow on to private industry. What we say is
that in selected areas where we know employment
will be produced, it is time for the Government to
expand its presence. it is time for the Government
to commission more work because, for those
young people who are now out of work, the
chance once lost will not return.

Let us look at the situation as it has developed.
Perhaps the Premier is not aware of the true
magnitude of the problem which exists today, let
alone of the magnitude it will assume in a few
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months from now in the race of a do-nothing
Government which cannot manage the affairs of
the State. In the June quarter of 1981,
unemployment stood at 5.4 per cent of the work
force in this State. The June quarter of 1982 saw
unemployment figures standing at seven per cent
of the work force. In number terms, it means that
unemployment increased during that 12 months
from 32 300 to 43 000, an increase of nearly
I 1000 people.

Noting the dramatic increase in the quarterly
Figures, in the month of June the number of
people unemployed represented 7.3 per cent of the
work force. That was the second worst figure for
any State in Australia. Yet we have this Premier
boasting about his 'jobs through growth" policy
which he believes has been so fabulously
successful.

The truth is that the resources boom about
which this Premier's predecessor prattled
incessantly and about which the present Premier
has continued to say so many things has resulted
in a massive outflow of work away from this
State, disguised under labels used by the Minister
for Resources Development and the Premier, such
as "locally sourced" which amount to very little
except an excuse (or giving work to shop front
organisations in St. George's Terrace so that they
can direct it outside the country.

Mr MacKinnon: I hope you are going to give us
some examples.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I intend to give the
House some examples as I go along. What we are
interested in is the benefits to this State of any
resources development. There is no point
whatever in our developing Western Australia's
resources if the Japanese benefit.

Mr Sibson: Why not?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can hardly believe the
member for Bunbury.

Mr Young: Do you mean that the Japanese
own them?

Mr Sibson: Of course the Japanese will benefit.
What a ridiculous thing to say.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I presume that the
Minister for Health-although perhaps not the
member for Bunbury-would understand me to
be saying that if the benefits of development flow
to Japan exclusively or in major part-

Mr Sibson: You did not say that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know I did not say it ,

but I am not used to speaking in monosyllables
for the lowest common denominator in this place.
However, let me rephrase it so that the member
for Bunbury is perfectly happy: There is no point

in our developing and exploiting the resources of
Western Australia if the major part of the benefit
flows to people who live in other places.

Mr Sibson: You itemise them.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think that even

the member for Bunbury in his murkiness would
support that proposition. It is clear to the
Opposition that the term "locally sourced"
disguises the assignment of work to people whose
homes are overseas; I will give members examples
of that later.

Mr Sibson: Never mind about later;, give them
to us now.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me continue to
explain to the House the statistical reflection of
the problem about which I am speaking. As I
have mentioned, unemployment in Western
Australia for the month of June this year was 7.3
per cent, which was one per cent above the
national igure and the second worst performance
of any State in the Commonwealth. That is not an
acceptable situation, particularly in the light of
the Premier's constant boasting about how well
we have done. The truth is that more people are
unemployed in Western Australia than in any
other State of the Commonwealth except South
Australia and that our level of unemployment is
one per cent above the national level. So, we are
not doing well.

Among those looking for work, the same
parlous situation is reflected. During the June
quarter of 1982, the number of people looking for
full-time work increased by 36 per cent, and the
number of people looking for part-time work
increased by 21 per cent. That is an
unsatisfactory situation.

When is the Premier going to tell us what he is
going to do about it? What policies does he have
to expand employment opportunities? Does he
understand that resources development generally
is capital1-intensive and not labour-intensive? Does
the Premier understand that small business is the
big employer in this State and that small business
is being crippled by Government taxes and
charges? Does he appreciate that some small
businesses with only one tap which they do not
often use are paying in excess of 34 000 per
annum in water rates? Does he understand that
State Energy Commission charges in Western
Australia are higher than they are anywhere else
in Australia? Does the Premier understand the
implications of such levels of Government taxes
and charges on the ability of small business to
employ people?

If the Premier does understand these things,
where are the policies to ameliorate the effects of
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those imposts on small business so that small
business can get on with the job of employing
people?

One of the groups worst affected by
unemployment is the youth of this community. As
I have said previously, we are in the process of
creating a generation of young people unused to
work, strange to its value and its dignity, and ill
fitted to pass on to their children any concept
except that society owes them a living. In the
June quarter of this year, 10 900 young people in
the 15 to 19 year age group were looking for work
and unable to Find it. That represented an
increase of 32.9 per cent on an annual basis. In
number terms, 2 700 more young people were out
of work in the June quarter of this year compared
with the June quarter of last year.

In addition, those unemployed between the ages
of I5 and 19 years in the June quarter of 1982
represented 25 per cent of total unemployment.
So, 25 per cent of those people in this State who
were -unemployed at that time were aged between
15 and 19 years. Is it beyond the scope of
members in this place to understand what that
level of unemployment among young people is
doing to the fabric of this society; what it is doing
to the families; and what it is doing to the
potential of that resource. It is the greatest
wastage of resources we have seen for many years.
While the Government talks about waste in other
areas it seems to accept that these young people
are going to be unemployed and that the
Government can do nothing about it. In the same
way as the Premier said about interest rates, NI
cannot do anything about high interest rates" the
Government implicitly says about the unemployed
in the 15 to 19 year age group, "What can we
do?"

Job vacancies during the June quarter of 1981
were in the ratio of 10:1; that is, for every job
vacancy, 10 people were seeking employment. By
the June quarter of 1982, that ratio had risen to
18:1. So, it is clear that while unemployment is
increasing, the number of jobs being created is
decreasing, and the balance between the job
seekers and actual vacancies is starting to
deteriorate badly.

All these figures are signs of much worse things
to come. If the Government does not act now-if
it does not begin to put in place strategies to help
overcome these difficulties-things will get much
worse.

If nothing else impresses the Premier or the
Government, let me say that this is essentially a
question of their own survival as a Government
because unemployment rates of 10 per cent will

not be tolerated. If the Government does not act
now to begin expanding job opportunities and
employment in this economy, it will be evicted
from office and we will be made the Government,
charged with that responsibility. If we do not
perform and if we do not provide the
opportunities, we will not last more than one
term. I remind the Government that it has eight
months to start to turn around some of these
difficulties. As surely as the night follows the day,
if the Government does not do that, the Ministers
will become back-benchers; and I suspect that the
Premier will not persist as the Leader of the
Opposition.

It is interesting to look at the areas where jobs
have been lost. We should remember that it is not
in resource development primarily-a capital-
intensive area-that jobs are created most
directly. However, it is true that in other areas
State and Federal Governments look to the
creation of jobs most directly by the application of
dollars. It is in the primary employment-
producing areas that jobs are being lost.

Between May 1981 and May 1982, 11 300 jobs
were lost in agriculture. In the manufacturing
sector, between May 198t. and May 1982, 6 100
jobs were lost. In the area of retail trade, 500 jobs
were lost between May 1981 and May 1982. In
the field of finance, property and invest-
ment-that grouping as recorded by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics-S 100 jobs were
lost. Jobs have been lost in each of those primary
employ ment-producing areas.

We as the Opposition want to know what the
Government is going to do to make it possible for
those employment-producing areas to continue to
provide jobs. We want to know what the
Government is going to do to halt the flood of
bankruptcies in the primary employment-
producing areas.

By interjection, the member for Bunbury raised
a very interesting and misleading argument about
a 38-hour week, and about the level of wages.
While he did not continue to put the proposition
that is put so frequently, I suspect that, had he
continued, the proposition would have been that
wage rises are killing employment opportunities.

Mr Sibson: Well, they are. There is no question
about that. Even the workers agree with that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know what
workers the member for Bunbury knows. We will
examine the proposition; and I am pleased that I
was right in presuming that was the proposition
he would pursue.

On the front page of the 12 July edition of
State Report, in the most blatant case of political
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dishonesty that I have ever seen, the Premier
said-

In ten years, while national output has
risen only one third, wages have been
multiplied by four ..

Because two thirds of the non-farm
economy is in the wage packet, wage
inflation has caused price inflation and killed
jobs.

As a result, unemployment has also
multiplied by four in ten years.

The problem has been fuelled by . .. lack
of responsible economic concern on the part
of wage Fixing tribunals.

In deference to the Premier, I will give him the
opportunity to deny all or part of that statement,
because it appeared in the State Report of that
date, and it was authorised and, presumably,
written by him. Prior to examining in detail what
was said, it is fair for the Premier, if he thinks he
has made a mistake, to have an opportunity to
amend or withdraw part of the statement.

Mr O'Connor: I will reply when I get to my
feet.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Premier does not
want to amend the statement or withdraw part of
it, let us see what he had to say. He said that the
gross domestic product increased by 33 per cent,
or one-third, while wages have increased by 400
per cent over a 10-year period. He said, therefore,
that unemployment has been provoked to increase
by 400 per cent. In a nutshell, that is what the
Premier said, and what he has chosen not to
retract today. The Premier has compared a
growth figure adjusted for inflation with the
increase in wages unadjusted for inflation, at
current prices. That is the sort of exercise in
which the Premier indulges. On the one hand, he
spoke about the growth in the economy and he
said that has increased by one-third at constant
prices; that is, in terms adjusted for inflation. On
that point, he is quite right, or almost right. Then
he went on to compare the growth in wages
against that constant price figure for the growth
in the economy, without making any allowance
for inflation.

Now, what sort of way is that for the Premier
to propagate his message to the public, at the
public's expense? It is bad enough that State
Report, a propaganda sheet, is being paid for by
the public: but it-is not good for the public to be
required to pay to be told things that are not true.

In this instance, we have the Premier of the
State talking about an increase in the GDP,
adjusting the increase to take inflation into

account, and then comparing that increase with
an increase in wages that is unadjusted for
inflation. Members heard tonight that the
Premier is not prepared to retract that, or to say
that someone-

Mr O'Connor interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Well, is he prepared to

do so? I will give him the opportunity.
Mr O'Connor: I said I will reply in due course.

Again you are misconstruing, as you always do.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I repeat that the Premier

has not taken the opportunity to retract that
politically dishonest comparison. The opportunity
is there. Will the Premier take it?

Mr Pearce: He did not understand it until you
explained it to him.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Premier thought I
said that again he had reaffirmed the statement.
What I said was that he did not take the
opportunity to retract it.

Mr O'Connor: The most dishonest statement I
have ever heard.

Mr Pearce: Answer the point now. You have
compared two unlike things.

Mr O'Connor: I said I will answer when I am
ready.

Mr Pearce: You did not understand it until the
Leader of the Opposition explained it to you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I tried to say to the
Premier that I accept that things can be produced
without the necessary care being taken, and that
mistakes can be made. At every election we put
out pamphlets; and when we see them produced
we have to bite our tongues-

Mr Sibson: Particularly on uranium!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -because a mistake has

been made. Sometimes the authorisation will be
left off a pamphlet. All I am asking the Premier
to do is to clarify or contradict what appears to be
an astounding mistake. It is true that it is an
elementary mathematical error; but in the
political context of State Report, as no correction
was made in a later issue, the Premier presumably
was blithely prepared to continue to sell this
dishonest bill of goods to the public.

I repeat that the Premier has compared like
with unlike in an effort to prove something that
cannot be demonstrated. The truth of the
matter-the member for Bunbury might be
particularly interested-is that, taking figures or
percentages unadjusted for inflation, the following
has happened to the GDP in Australia, and to the
level of wages. Over the past 10 years-that is,
the 10 years from 1970-71 to 1980-SI-the GDP
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unadjusted for inflation has increased by 288.5
per cent. During that period, wages unadjusted
for inflation have increased by 287 per cent. So,
where is the substance behind the proposition of
the member for Bunbury that wage rises have
been killing employment opportunities? When one
does not do what the Premier did-that is,
compare unlike items-and when one compares
statistically honest reflections of what has
happened, one sees that the increase in the GDP
has been equal to 288.5 per cent during the period
that wages have increased by 287 per cent.

Mr Sibson: The reality is different.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If, as the member for

Bunbury suggests, wages are so prominently
gobbling up what is being produced in this
economy, one would suspect that the increase in
the share of the GDP going to wages in the 10-
year period to which I have referred would have
risen dramatically. If wage and salary earners are
prosecuting successfully their claims for
drastically increased wages, their share of the
national cake should be increasing.

Mr Sibson: You do not understand. It is quite
sim pie.

Mr Bryce: You are very close to being
embarrassed, you fool!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I presume that the
member for Bunbury would not maintain that if
wage and salary earners were seeking increases
unsuccessfully-

Mr Sibson: If you put that proposition to a
businessman, you would find out what the answer
is.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Watt), you will agree I have been forbearing with
the member far Bunbury.

Mr Davies:. Pitt the Younger.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If, as maintained by so

many Government members, the share of the
GOP which goes to wages is subject to the
successful prosecution of claims for increases, one
would expect that somehow or other that part of
the national cake being divvied up amongst wage
and salary earners would be increasing. The truth
is quite the opposite. In fact, as a share of the
gross domestic product, in the single year 1970-71
wages occupied 54.7 per cent of the total. In
1980-81, wages occupied 54.5 per cent of the
total. So, when one compares those two years, the
share divided amongst wage and salary earners
had in fact fallen.

It is difficult to understand how the member for
Bunbury and his colleagues, including the
Premier, can continue to press the argument that,

somehow or other, wage and salary earners are
confiscating more and more of the productivity, or
of the GDP, or of anything else that reflects the
value of the goods and services produced within
the enonomy.

One of the very interesting arguments put
forward by the Premier during the currency of his
State Report has been that which says-

The impact of rising wages and shorter
hours and protection policies is vividly
illustrated in farmers' costs. In the past year
our farmers and their related services
removed 3 000' people from those they
employ.

I believe the figure is wrong, anyway; I suspect
more than 3 000 were involved. However, I
understand the Premier to mean that higher
wages, shorter hours, and protection are causing
jobs to be lost in farming areas Or agricultural
industries. I presume the Premier means that cost
structures in an industry, the viability of which
depends on its exports, are causing damage to
employment prospects.

It is very strange to me that the Premier should
single out wages as being the major culprit.
because lhe referred to wage increases and shorter
hours, both of which can be grouped under the
heading of "labour costs".

The only other matter to which the Premier
bothered to refer was that of protection and the
policies being followed by the Federal
Government in that regard. Why did not the
Premier bother to mention the other important
factors? Are members aware of the comparison
which can be drawn between increasing labour
costs and other factors which have an effect on
the expenses being borne by the farming and
agricultural services areas? If members are not
aware of that, I shall be happy to tell them.

Broadly speaking, the figures to which I am
about to refer affect farmers or agricultural
industry. In the 12 months to March 1982,
interest costs increased by 22.1 per cent, and
selling costs increased by 20.6 per cent.

Mr Sibson: By whom were those figures
compiled?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 do not know whether
the member for Bunbury wants to be taken
seriously, but these figures, which estimate the
effect of increased costs on agriculture and
related services, were compiled by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics.

Mr Sabson: Selling costs must have a very high
component of labour.
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MT BRIAN BURKE: Interest costs also
contain a high labour cost component.

Mr Sibson: But not to the same extent.
Mr Davies: He is very odd!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand why

the member for Bunhury will not acknowledge
that it is possible to talk about labour costs as
they affect farmers, without having to include
those costs in every other service that a farmer
obtains.

Mr Sibson: It does have a compounding effect.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course it does; but, in
terms of labour costs, an indirect or compounding
effect can be seen in the price paid by a farm
labourer for the food he buys to feed his family.
However, I am talking about labour costs as
directly affecting or paid by the farmer. It is a
hopeless proposition to expect that statistically we
can reduce all those other costs down into the
compounding costs. For example, in the case of
interest costs, it would be hopeless to try to arrive
at the cost of the paper that was used to complete
the mortgage documents, or the pencils which
were used to draw them up, or the people who
used the pencils, or the tailors who made the
clothes for the people who used the pencils to
write on the paper to draw up the mortgage.

In the 12 months to March 1982 the following
increased costs were paid by farmers in Western
Australia-

Interest costs
Selling expenses
Insurance
Electricity
Rates and taxes

percentage
22.1
20.6
19.4
16.3
16.7

They are all non-labour costs. The increase in
hired labour costs amounted to 8.8 per cent.

Mr Davies: That gives the lie to the comment in
State Report.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Therefore, once again if
State Report is an accurate reflection of what the
Premier is thinking, it is clear it indicates a
muddled mind when one considers the figures to
which I have just referred. The Premier said-

The impact of rising wages and shorter
hours and protection policies is vividly
illustrated in farmers' costs. In the past year
our farmers and their related services
removed 3 000 people from those they
employ.

The truth is that the increase in labour costs was
less than half the increase in insurance costs,
selling expenses, and interest paid by farmers;,
only slightly above half of the increase in

electricity costs; and half of the increase in rates
and taxes.

If it is true to say that, as a result of these
figures, labour costs are killing employment
opportunities in the agricultural industry, how
much more true is it to say that employment
opportunities are being throttled by rising interest
rates, increased selling expenses, increased
insurance costs, or increased electricity charges
and rates and taxes which relate directly to the
policies of this Government?

This Government's financial policy, in tatters
though it is, is strangling employment
opportunities in this State, not only in the small
business sector, but also in agriculture and
agricultural services industries. As far as the
Opposition is concerned, that is where the thrust
to provide jobs starts. We should have some sort
of scrutiny, through a comprehensive and
intelligent State Treasury strategy, that attempts
to limit the burdens of increasing costs and
charges, not only on fa milies-alIthough that is
the other side of the equation-but also on
business concerns which provide employment
opportunities in this State.

In trying to formulate a strategy which covers
the financial or budgetary operations of this
State, not only are we talking about the provision
of employment, but also we are talking about
promoting demand so that, on both sides of the
equation, we see provocation of employment
opportunities by small business and increased
demand to take advantage of those increased
employment opportunities.

The alternative to that strategy-and
Government members should realise this-is that
by the time the new year comes we shall have an
unemployment figure of between 10 and I 1 per
cent. In the comparison of the two June quarters
we have seen an increase in unemployment of 1.6
per cent and, with reference to the month of June
alone, we have seen an increase of between seven
and 7.3 per cent.

We have reached the stage where we are the
second worst employer in the Commonwealth and
our unemployment figure is one per cent higher
than the national figure. We have reached the
stage where more than 10 000 youngsters between
the ages of 15 and 19 years, many of whom have
never had a job, are unable to find work. We have
reached the stage also where that lack of
employment has given rise within the community
to the sort of harshness which labels people as
"dole bludgers". We have reached the stage
where the self-righteous begin to talk about
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vandalism and the worthlessness of young people
who refuse to work.

I am telling you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Watt), that in another six months we will reach
the stage of your being embarrassed and ashamed
by the number of young people who will not be
able to find work in our community.

Mr Parker: The Government should be already
embarrassed and ashamed by it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: it amazes me that
Government members do not seem to be able to
identify with the problem, with the destruction
caused by the inability of young people to find
work. The first stage of that secondary cancer
about which I am speaking already is evidenced
by the number of people at the higher end of the
age scale becoming unemployable or being
retrenched and unable to find work. Even if
members do not have available from their own
experiences in their own electorates the statistics
to demonstrate that point clearly, they must be
aware of the depreciating situation. The numbers
of people going to members and looking for work,
if the experiences of members are in any way
similar to mine, are numbers that increasingly are
alarming.

Interesting phenomena we on this side have
experienced as a political party have been the
results of research we have conducted on a
continuing basis in this community. Previously
when asking people which issues they considered
to be the most important affecting society, always
we were confronted with the answer that
unemployment is the most significant or
important issue. I suspect that as a political party
we made a mistake by relying on that information
as the basis for electoral strategies. It was not
until we had received that information two or
three times that we began to ask people two
questions. The first was, "What is the most

'important problem affecting the State of Western
Australia?" and the answer was, "it is
unemployment." The second question was, "What
is the most important problem affecting your
family?" The answers were varied, and the\
problem of unemployment ranked sixth in
importance- This showed very clearly, at the time
that research was carried out, how unemployment
was perceived generally as the major problem but
not considered by the majority of people to be
their major problem.

The interesting point is that the most recent
survey work we have carried out indicates very
clearly that the ranking of unemployment is
changing; in most cases people now regard
unemployment as the second or third most

pressing problem they face. I have been trying to
tell the Premier that unemployment is a problem
that impinges very heavily upon his political
future. Not only does he need to provide the jobs
necessary to prevent the social itls of which I
spoke, but also he needs to provide the jobs
necessary to keep his Government in office. If the
first necessity is not persuasive, perhaps the
second is.

Mr O'Connor: Most.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am glad to see the

Premier agrees. It is getting a bit late, and if he
does not set about providing those jobs, the people
of this State will set about providing him with a
job, and that will be located on this side of the
House.

After the Liberal Party's nine years in office,
we doubt the abilities of this Premier and his
Government to be enthusiastic, active, or
committed, and most of all we doubt-although
this doubt is not related to that nine years in
office but to the substance of this Cabinet-the
abilities possessed by members on the other side
of the House to set about a constructive set of
solutions to this greatest social problem of
unemployment which we are about to face.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I seek leave to continue
my speech at a later stage of this sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

Sit iing suspended from 6.1S to 7.30 p.m.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ECONOMY

Deterioration; Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Ba leatta-Leader of the
Opposition) (7.30 pm]: Earlier I was stressing
that in State Report, the Premier identified wage
or labour costs as the primary cause for the
increase in the loss of jobs in the farming and
farming services sector, but many other costs were
much more vivid in their effect on the agricultural
industry. It is not true to say as the Premier and
the member for Bunbury did that there were wage
increases massively above the level of inflation.
The member for Bunbury maintains that wages
are destroying jobs, but I will explain to him the
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truth about the size of the increases received by
workers in different areas.

In the 12 months to March 1982, the Consumer
Price Index rose by 11,6 per cent in Perth, a
higher rise than in any other State. The minimum
weekly wage increased as follows in these specific
areas: In mining, the increase was 6.8 per cent; in
communications, 7.3 per cent; in shipping, 7.1 per
cent-, and in building and construction, 10 per
cent. So in all these industries, the wage rises that
workers received were less than the level of
inflation. Thirty-three per cent of wage earners
received increases just above the inflation rate,
but the majority received less. The average wage
increase of all groups was 10.4 per cent, which
was 1.2 per cent less than the inflation rate. From
where did the Premier and the member for
Bunbury draw the strength for the argument they
used about wages escalating above the rate of
inflation?

Mr Sibson: You have conveniently used the
figures for only one year. I doubt whether your
figures are right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I identified previously
the 10-year period about which the Premier was
speaking. I have taken figures for the year to I
March 1982.

Mr Sibson: What about lost time and things
like that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We will deal with those
too. Because members stressed that I should deal
with this matter, I want to touch on the subject of
development and jobs. Successive Premiers have
perpetrated a sham that resource dvelopment has
been bringing to this State, in terms of jobs, the
amount of work that they claim. The claims about
the percentage of work flowing to local industry
as a result of the development resources boom are
a sham. There are four major reasons for that.
The Ministers and the Premier are present-let
them deny that these reasons are true.

The flow-on value of contracts from Worsley,
Wagerup, and the North-West Shelf gas project
have been estimated to be $1 296.5 million, or
two-thirds of the value of the contracts. Does
anyone want to argue about that point? Two-
thirds of the value of the contracts have been
filled or awarded to Western Australian
companies according to statements by
Government Ministers.

Mr Herzfeld: Is that a bad thing?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think it is excellent.
Mr Herzfeld: Better than not having it at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is excellent; it would
be more so if it were true. The other third has

flowed interstate, 9.5 per cent, and to overseas,
23.9 per cent. The figures are dubious for four
reasons. The first is that the value of the contracts
includes the value of the steel used in them.
Would someone explain to me where the steel is
made? There is a surprising silence from the
Government benches.

Mr MacKinnon: The steel is made in lots of
different places.

Mr O'Connor: Some is from Italy, and some is
sent from here.

Mr MacKinnon: I would be surprised if the cost
of the steel is not included in the overseas share.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The "value of contracts"
definition includes the value of the steel used.
That is an erroneous method of calculation in
respect of the value of contracts assigned to
Western Australian or locally sourced firms.

Mr MacKinnon: If what you say is true, 1 will
check it out.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am glad that the
Minister will check it.

Mr MacKinnon: I do not think you are right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am basing my remarks
on the pamphlets that come from the Minister's
department.

Mr MacKinnon: They do, but I have never seen
that before.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the value of contracts
includes the steel used in the contracts, is it fair
that we should assign as locally sourced the entire
value of a contract that may include a proportion
that is two-thirds made up of steel from
somewhere else? It is not locally produced.

Mr P. V. Jones: Oh, God! Would you accept
that as a general rule-and I am not disputing
about the steel in a project like the ones you have
named-the general disbursement of costs is
about 20 to 25 per cent for plant and purchase of
materials, about 30 to 35 per cent for fabricating
and offsite construction, and the balance in labour
and onsite construction? That is the disbursement
of funds to make up the 100 per cent cost of
constructing any project similar to those you have
named. It is wrong to say you are only utilising
the cost of a piece of fabrication when the steel
for it may come from somewhere else. It is far
better to say that something like 45 per cent will
be wages, directly spent on jobs on the site,
another 30 to 35 per cent will be fabricating
offsite and preparation of equipment, and the rest
is purchases which may come from anywhere.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not argue with
anything the Minister has said.
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Mr P. V. Jones: It is a little different from what
you have been saying.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I take issue with the
Minister on assigning as locally sourced the entire
value of contracts, a big part of which is the cost,
in this example, of the steel involved in the value
of the contract. That is what I said.

Mr MacKinnon: You said, "a big part".
Mr P. V. Jones: I have just tried to give the

figure. how small it is. The major part is to be
onsite and offsitc.

Mr Mensaros: It would not be sourced here.
The other 80 per cent would come here; that is
the reason.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: For the interest of the
Minister, I indicate that it has been confirmed
that the information came from his department.

Mr P. V. Jones: Yes, I am not disputing that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I still maintain that it is

misleading to assign as locally sourced the value
of a contract when the value of the contract
comprises, in large part, the cost of the steel that
is involved in the contract.

Mr P. V. Jones: It is a small part.
Mr Young: You used the word "big".
Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least the Minister for

Health seems to understand what the Minister for
Resources Development does not. I am talking
about a particular contract, and he is talking
about the value of the material in the contract.

Mr Young: What he said was right; you are
using the words "large part" very loosely.

Mr Pearce: A semantic dance!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that a large

part of the contract, which the Minister may
assure the House is a small part of the contract, is
still classed as locally sourced if the material
comes from overseas.

Mr Young: If you stretch your mind a little
further and take in the into-mill cost of the
material required to make the steel, which could
well come from here-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Or Brazil.
Mr Young: Let us assume it came from here.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us assume it came

from Brazil. Now come on! The next point I want
to make is this-

Mr MacKinnon: Go to the next one; the first
one is not too hot.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister did not
even know that the definition originated from
him.

Mr Clarko: Where does your tie come from?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: "Advance Australia".
Mr Clarko: Was it made in Australia?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: So according to this

definition, same of these companies are classed as
Western Australian companies. This is the second
reason that this -locally sourced" nonsense is a
sham. The method of assessment of companies
classed as Western Australian companies is the
amount of work they perform in Western
Australia and not their ownership.

Mr Mensaros: Of course not; ownership does
not mean a thing.

Mr Pearce: Ownership doesn't mean a thing? It
means a lot to many Australians who would like
to see many things owned here. Ownership
determines where the profits go.

Mr Clarko: Where was your watch made, and
who owns that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot believe the
Minister thinks it is unimportant that the benefits
to shareholders-

Mr Mensaros: If you own a firm in Hong Kong
and it is being worked there, is that a Hong Kong
firm or not? If a Hong Kong fellow owns a Firm
which is being worked here, is it a Western
Australian firm? Ownership does not matter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know how the
Minister can maintain that ownership does not
matter. It is consistent with the denial by this
Government of any realistic prospect of equity by
the people of this State in the developments
taking place within the boundaries of this State.

Mr Old: What rat.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The truth is that

ownership is important, especially in so far as the
benefits of the exploitation are concerned.

Mr Young: What do you mean by that?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Well, the shareholders'

dividends.
Mr Young: In other words, the cash t hat flows

out of the country in dividends is an important
part. That is what you are saying.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that it would
be preferable-

Mr Young: Do you know what percentage of
the total investment flows out of the country in
cash terms from those sorts of investments?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know the
pceentage.

Mr Young: Let me tell you it is very small.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot see how any

Government could mount an argument for foreign
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ownership the way this Government has done.
Foreign ownership suits it down to the ground.

Let me repeat: The truth is that these
companies are classed as Western Australian
companies under this "locally sourced" nonsense,
according to the place at which the work is done.
That is not where the work flowing from resource
development projects is done; it is where the
major part of that activity is done, and yet-

Mr Mensaros: You are talking about iron ore
from Brazil None of the Western Australian iron
ore companies has-

Mr MacKinnon: The people of the north-west
would be very pleased to hear you say that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They were very pleased
to express their appreciation last Saturday.

Mr Pearce: If ownership does not matter, how
would the Minister for Water Resources like me
to be the owner of his home? He would not know.

Mr O'Connor: Go back to your school.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I wish to conclude by

8.00 p.m.; 1 guess by then I will have been
speaking for long enough.

Mr Sibson: Too long!
Mr Pearce: It is too much for you to handle.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The monitoring of the

Western Australian companies depends upon
information from the developers. They provide the
information about where things are going, and to
my knowledge-and I stand to be corrected-the
department does not verify the facts at all.

Mr MacKinnon: Yes we do.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will be interested to

hear the explanation. My information is that no
checking is carried out to determine whether or
not the information is accurate. About 1 2 months
ago the Confederation of Western Australian
Industry reported that WA manufacturers were
not experiencing boom conditions. In fact, many
manufacturers were operating well below
capacity, and that is not in parallel with a boom.

Mr MacKinnon: That has absolutely nothing to
do with the percentage of work being performed
outside WA.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It seems to me to be
strange that if things are going as well as the
Premier seems to think they are, these industries
should be operating well below capacity.

Let us look at what the Perth Chamber of
Commerce has said. It has indicated that one area
in which work is flowing to overseas companies at
the expense of WA firms is in the consultant
engineering services area. Approximately one per
cent of the value of consultancy engineering work

is being directed to WA firms. There are
undoubtedly other examples, and some of these
have been drawn to our attention as recently as
this evening.

When a businessman approached me and said
he believed that the term "locally sourced" could
include directions given through a shop front in
Perth to an overseas company for work associated
with resources development-

Mr MacKinnon: You know that is completely
untrue.

Mr Tonkin: You said ownership would not
matter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The fourth point is that
there is no enforceable procurement policy.
Clauses contained in agreements merely suggest
that a developer should choose a local supplier if
such a supplier were competitive. In effect, these
provisions rely entirely on the bona fides of the
major companies. Perhaps the Minister can tell
me what sanction there is against a resource
developer who directs his business overseas or
away from a competitive local firm.

Mr MacKinnon: It is strange to me how we in
Western Australia achieve nearly 70 per cent of
local participation. Your colleague in NSW is
now legislating to ensure 30 per cent. He is doing
it by legislation and enforcement.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not come to this
place to answer for the Premiers of Queensland,
New South Wales, or Victoria.

Mr MacKinnon: All I am saying is that our
method-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope that the Minister
will deem it suitable or appropriate to answer for
his own area of responsibility.

Mr MacKinnon: I am answering.

Mr Hassell: You are very anxious to dissociate
yourself these days from New South Wales where
there is a blundering deficit.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The truth is that this
"locally sourced" nonsense is a sham, and we
would be lucky if the 70 per cent participation
referred to is actually 40 per cent. Tonight we
have seen examples of Ministers-

Mr MacKinnon: Absolute rubbish- I am glad
you said that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -telling us that
ownership does not matter.

Mr Tonkin: That is right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We heard the Minister
for Water Resources and the Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional
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Development say that. To his credit the Premier
said nothing.

Mr Pearce:. That is because he could not follow
the conversation.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you want your last question
answered?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have allowed the
Minister to interject already, and I really must
finish what I want to say. I want to make a few
positive comments and I put these suggestions
forward to the Government in good faith in an
effort to encourage it to lift its game and to start
expanding employment opportunities.

Firstly, let us look at selective reductions in
pay-roll tax to encourage employment, especially
among young people. Let us see whether we have
done as well as we can in boosting capital works
expenditure. I do not want the Premier to stand
up and say, "We have spent $3 million here and
$6 million there." What I want to know is
whether or not, in terms of the production of
employment opportunities, we can look to things
such as the building and construction of roads.
Other major capital works projects involve the
building and construction industries and capital
works programmes based on certain future
funding from the Commonwealth.

Mr MacKinnon: Long on rhetoric, short on
fact.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us see whether there
are any labour-intensive projects which are
socially valuable. Let us see whether it is possible
to fund them in part from some of the reserves
which the Premier has previously indicated exist,'
or which he envisages may exist, on the short-
term money market. In our approaches to the
Commonwealth, let us talk about an increase in
taxation zone allowances that might assist with
the expansion of employment opportunities in
remote and isolated areas. Let us see whether the
Commonwealth is prepared to advance in time
some of the capital works programmes with which
it has agreed. One that springs to mind
immediately is the airport. Perhaps the
Commonwealth is prepared to advance the timing
of that development.

Let us see whether, in respect of youth
unemployment, a case cannot be made out to the
Commonwealth for additional funding. Let us see
whether in Government tenders it is realistic to
provide greater preference to firms which are
prepared to take on extra staff. Let us expand the
criteria to include extra staff as well as local,
Australian, or overseas ownership. We have had
the recent experience of firms in Bunbury
complaining about their lack of participation,

Mr Sibson: What about the ones that are
telling us that they feel-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us see whether we
cannot concentrate on capital works programmes

I n areas where unemployment is high-places like
the Kwinana strip and my own electorate or
Balcatta, which includes Girrawheen and
Koondoola. Perhaps it would be sensible to start
advancing the timing of capital works projects
planned in those areas.

Mr Mensaros: Well, we did, but your party
opposed it; that is, the sewerage outlet at Point
Peron.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: L: us talk about
improved funding incentives for industry. Is it
possible that additional long-term loans to
industry for establishment, expansion, and
employment creation are viable? Let us see
whether we can implement a factory construction
scheme that decentralises manufacturing
industry. In respect of small business-a big
employment producer-let us see whether we can
start to lessen the burden of Government taxes
and charges. In respect of apprentices, let us start
giving greater and more significant preference in
Government contracts to those companies which
employ apprentices. Let us look at the levels of
assistance we are providing now, and let us
reassess them in the light of the figures and facts
that I previously have given to the House. Let us
see whether there is room in those areas-

Mr Nanovich: Are you not talking about things
we have already done?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I tried to say, 'Let us
look at the level of assistance that we are
providing in these areas." Let us measure the
contribution against the problems we have been.
discussing and see if they are realistic, or if we
can manage more and increase them. Let us talk
about some of the things that impinge upon
people persisting with apprenticeslips-macters
such as portability. Why can we not introduce
optional retirement at the age of 55 for all
Government employees? Let us look realistically
at work force planning.

We need to consider other areas such as free
transport for the unemployed. What is
unreasonable about that? If we have an
unemployment problem, should we not make it
easier for the people who are genuinely seeking
work to overcome the inhibitions imposed by the
costs of seeking work? It is clear to me that, as
far as this Government is concerned, much has
been left undone.

I conclude by saying simply that unless this
Government accepts what seems to be self-

2079



2080 [ASSEMBLY]

evidently true-that is, that in the absence of
intelligent and competent application of policies
designed to expand employment opportunities,
unemployment will rise drastically in the next six
or seven months-I1 have no doubt about the
results of the next State general election. I am
absolutely amazed that the worries the
Government has do not translate themselves into
a comprehensive and settled policy that would
relieve unemployment in Western Australia.

MR TONIJN (Morley) (7.56 p.m.] I second
the motion. In so doing, I am grateful to the
Government for its frank acknowledgment that, in
this nation, ownership does not matter. At last we
have had a frank admission on the part of the
Government that it does not care who owns
Australia and who owns Australian resources. We
have said for a long time that this Government,
with its ideology, has bent the knee to overseas
interests; and the fact of the matter is that the
Australian Labor Party stands for the ownership
of Australia by Australians, and the ownership of
Australian resources by Australians.

The Minister tried to suggest that a small
amount of profits from Australia were repatriated
overseas. We might well ask, then, why it is that
the companies which are based overseas are
interested in coming here. Is it to be suggested
that the companies are coming here for our good?
That is nonsense! Obviously, ownership does
matter to the overseas companies; they want to
own Australia.

The Government is hand in glove with those
foreign companies. The reason for that is that the
companies kick into its coffers at election time.
There is no question that if we were in 16th
century England, half of those people opposite
would end up on Tower Hill for having committed
treason, because they have sold the place out.
Members opposite have sold the place out; but we
believe in the ownership of Australian resources
by Australians.

This country has the greatest penetration of its
economy by transnational companies than any
other economy in the world, with the exception of
Canada. In that shameful ladder of penetration
by transnational companies, we are the second on
the list. The Minister suggested that the
companies come here for our good because he
said, 1-low much of the dividends and what
percentage of the capitalisation are repatriated
overseas?" Well, the answer to that obviously is:
"Sufficient". Otherwise, the companies would not
come here.

We have heard the frank admission that this
Government does not care who owns Australia.

We are very proud to say that, consistently
throughout this century, we have said that we
believe in the ownership of Australia by
Australians.

Mr Sodeman: Hypocritical!
Mr TONKIN: Well, we will see whether it is

hypocritcal, or whether it is part of our record. I
always say that one should not take much notice
of what politicians say; but one should take notice
of what politicians do. If we consider the record of
the Australian Labor Party Governments in this
century, we find that, consistently, they have been
concerned with the control of Australia by
overseas interests.

Mr Sodeman: Is that why R. F. X. Connor was
going to borrow S4 billion?

Mr TONKIN: I shall turn now to inflation
which is a significant economic indicator and
which the Fraser-Howard Government earmarked
as its number one target. Of all the Australian
State capitals, Perth has the worst rate of
inflation. This Government came to power in
1974 led by a Premier who has now retired. That
Premier said inflation could be beaten State by
State and an expediter was appointed. Have
members etver heard anything more laughable
than appointing an expediter of that nature?
What could be more ridiculously dishonest than
to say, "We will solve inflation by appointing an
officer who will expedite the flow of goods from
eastern Australia to Western Australia"?

It is a great pity that the people of this State
did not scrutinise more carefully the promises
made by this Government in 1974. The former
Premier was hailed as being a great manager and
a man who understood the economy, and yet he
took the step of appointing an expediter to solve
inflation! Since 1974 the inflation rate has
increased and we have a very bad record in that
regard.

The next matter to which 1 shall refer is
unemployment and the decline in job
opportunities. When one compares our record
with that of the other States of Australia, one can
see that in June 1982 unemployment in Australia
was at the level of 6.62 per cent of the work force,
but in Western Australia the fligure was 7.3 per
cent. Unemployment has reachted that high level
in this State notwithstanding the fact that this
Government said unemployment could and would
be beaten.

Members opposite say, "People from the
Eastern States come over here because they have
heard of the bonanza in the west and they are
swelling our unemployment problem." The level
of unemployment in this State is much worse than
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the Australian average. Indeed, it has risen from
5.4 percent to 7.3 per cent in the last 12 months.

It is clear the Government has decided that the
people to blame for this appalling slate of affairs
are the unemployed. That attitude represents a
callous attack on those least able to defend
themselves. Over 25 per cent of the unemployed
in this State are young people and yet this
Government has said these people are dole
bI udgers.

Mr Herzfeld: The only people who have used
that term are members on your side of the House.
I have never heard anyone on this side of the
House use that term.

Mr Young: I have never heard anyone on this
side of the House use it either. Find an extract in
Ha nsard.

Mr TONKIN: The member for Mundaring is
asking us to believe we invented the term "dole
bludger". Were it not for the ALP, the dole would
not exist, because members opposite consistently
opposed any form of unemployment benefit. That
is a matter of history. The ALP introduced
unemployment benefits and the conservatives
opposed them. That is an indication of the
attitude of members opposite to the unemployed.
They are thrown on the scrap heap and blamed
for our economic ills. An unemployed person is
the least likely to be able to effect a change in
society and it is callous, cynical politics to blame
the unemployed for the present situation.

Mr Sodeman: That is untrue.

Mr TONKIN: In May 1981 for every job
vacancy, 10 people were unemployed, and in May
1982 the figure had risen to 19. How can those
people be blamed for being unemployed when
there are i nsuffIicient jobs to go round ?

Recently the Leader of the Opposition
mentioned the possibility of optional retirement
for Government employees at 55 years of age.
When I was Opposition spokesman on labour and
industry I made the suggestion to the then
Premier in this House that such a possibility
would be feasible, but he said, "There is no point
in doing that, because those Government
employees would just leave their jobs at 55 years
of age and get other jobs, so they would not help
unemployment." The former Premier was a great
know-all who thought he could read the mind of
every 55-year-old who might retire. It appeared
that, by some magic, psychic means, he knew that
every person who retired from the Public Service
at the age of 55 would get a job in private
enterprise. The former Premier assumed that,
because he was a workaholic and did not know
how to stop work, every 55-year-old who retired
(66)

from Government employment would rush off and
get another job. However, we still believe we
should look at the possibility of allowing optional
retirement at the age of 55.

This country has the worst record in work force
planning of any OECD country. We are the only
OECD country which does not have proper work
force planning. Despite the fact that the
Government says unemployed people do not want
to work, they are eager to obtain employment, but
there is no work force planning;, therefore, we do
not have adequately trained people when they are
required. The Government sits around and does
nothing to help the unemployed, the years roll by,
and suddenly we find a shortage exists in a skilled
occupation. I ask members: What does this
Government do? It brings people from overseas to
work in this State. That means we are bludging
on countries, such as the United Kingdom, which
are training people in these skills. With proper
work force planning we would be aware of the
likely areas of manpower shortage which would
occur in three, four, or five years' time, and every
othe r OECD country has a programme of that
nature.

We should examine the situation in the work
force in order that we might ascertain the likely
areas in which skills will be needed in five years'
time so that training can begin now. However,
that is not happening. The Government waits
until these skilled people are required before
doing anything about training them. It then
panics and brings people from overseas countries
to do the work. This country needs work force
planning.

Another economic indicator is building
approvals. In the 12 months ending March 1982
building approvals fell by five per cent. Of course,
this situation relates to high interest rates, which I
shall mention in a moment. The housing industry
is a volatile and vital area. Almost all sectors of
the community have pleaded with the
Government to release funds in order to stimulate
the housing industry. It is of no use this
Government dissociating itself from Fraser in this
respect, because the Federal Government is of the
same political colour as this Government which,
with its extreme, right wing views, supported
Fraser when he first became the leader of the
Federal Liberal Party. The previous Premier of
this State-and most members opposite are
mentors of that Premier-backed Fraser. The
former Premier talked about new federalism and,
more than anyone else, he supported the advent
and rise of Fraser with his extreme monetarist
policies. Now that it is inconvenient, it is all very
well for members opposite to try to distance
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themselves from Fraser, but they are the creators
of those monetarist policies.

Mr Nano~ich: You are talking about 162 per
cent in Sydney under a socialist Government.

Mr TONKIN: Is the member for Whitford still
waiting for an answer to his question?

Mr Nanovich: You said, "Yes".
Mr Bryce: Have you worked out your question

yet?

Mr Nanovich: Yes, and I am going to rephrase
it on Tuesday.

Mr TONKIN: In the 12 months to May 1982
building approvals fell by 147, which represents a
14.6 per cent reduction. What is the Government
doing about the situation? It seems to us it is
doing very little.

When we look at housing finance for owner-
occupation we find for the 12 months ending
March 1981 there were 6 672 approvals. In 1982
there were 5 892 approvals, a Call of 11 .7 per cent.
When we look at another measurement, the value
of loans approved for the construction of
dwellings, for the 12 months ending March 1981
we find a figure of $183.9 million. For the 12
months ending March 1982 the amount was
$164.8 million, a fall of $19.1 million or 10.4 per
cent in money terms. IC we had, as we should
have, an indication of the fall in real terms, the
fall would be much greater because no allowance
for inflation has been made in those figures.

When we look at retail sales we find they were
down 12 per cent in real terms for the 12 months
ending December 1981.

Interest rates are at impossibly high levels. Last
night we heard the member for Mundaring ask
the member for Dianella to give details of the
people being harshly hit and walking out of their
homes as a result of high interest rates. Any
member who is not aware of this sort Of thing
happening is not worthy to be a member of this
House.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!

Mr TONKIN: Such a member obviously is not
in touch with his own constituents. Quite clearly
people do ind themselves in this situation, and
they come to my office almost daily trying to
obtain help to keep their homes.

Mr Herzfeld: You are distorting the facts
again. What I questioned last night was the
member for Dianella's claim that marriages were
breaking up because of interest rates. I asked him
to state the basis of his claim.

Mr TONKIN: Can I answer the member?

Mr Herzfeld: Just tell the truth, that is all; you
don't have to answer me.

Mr TONKIN: The answer is this: If the
member does not know of marriages that are
breaking up because people have been forced to
lose homes because of high interest rates, he is not
worthy to be a member of this House and he is
obviously not in touch with his constituents. This
is happening right across the State. For the
member to show the ignorance to ask the member
for Dianella to substantiate his comments when
every other member of this House personally
knows of many such occurrences indicates the
member for Mundaring does not know what he is
talking about.

Mr Herzfeld: How many?
Mr TONKIN: Does he expect me to say

"Seventeen today and 13 tomorrow"? That shows
the stupidity of the member. He cannot see it is
not a question of how many, because no-one goes
around knocking on doors asking how many there
were in this State at a particular time. We on this
side are in touch with the people and we know
that large numbers of them are being forced to
lose their homes because they cannot meet
mortgage repayments, which is putting a
tremendous strain on marriages and causing the
breakdown of many marriages. When the member
asks me to quantify it he shows his excessively
small mind. He seems to think that if we cannot
quantify it, it does not happen. He is like the
person who is told that it is raining outside and
asks, "How many millimetres? Unless you can
tell me how many millimetres have fallen it is not
raining." It is obvious to everyone that marriages
are breaking up because of high interest rates,
and merely because we cannot tell him the exact
number-and no-one could-does not alter the
fact that they are breaking up.

Mr Herzfeld: If the marriage was worth
anything it would not be broken up because of
that.

Mr Bryce: You sanctimonious fool! Get in
touch with your electorate. Open your ears when
people talk to you.

Mr Herzfeld: Speak the truth.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Mr Parker: He is only worried about losing his

seat.
Mr Spriggs: You are twisting the facts of what

the building societies said.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TONKIN: The fact is that we on this side

of the House are aware that interest rates arc far
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too high and that people are under tremendous
pressure because of them. We are aware that
families are being put under pressure. if the
Government wants to put its head in the sand and
not admit the stress is there, that is its business.
We are well aware of the stress being caused and
we will do something about it. We will certainly
not ignore it. We will not say the problem does
not exist just because it cannot be quantified.

It has been said that high interest rates occur
automatically because of the world situation.
However, Australia is going against the trend,
because recently interest rates have been dropping
in most comparable countries. Economies can be
found where interest rates are much lower than
here and two that spring to mind are the
economies of Austria and Japan, where interest
rates are much lower than in Australia. Those
countries have been able to insulate their housing
markets from the world situatiohi,

We believe that if people put any value on
home ownership and on family life and do not
want marriages breaking up they should take
action to see that insulation is provided against
interest rate increases. There are schemes
possible.

Many forms of action can be taken and one
that springs to mind is that introduced by the
Whitlam Government in the form of a taxation
allowance.

Mr Sibson: That was a failure before it started.
Mr Bryce: They have it in the United States

and many European countries.
Mr Sibson: He has not said what it was.
Mr Bryce: He has, you idiot.
Mr TONKIN: It was a scheme carried on for

some years by the Fraser Government, and it was
certainly better than that which we have at
present. We believe home ownership is so
important that special steps must be taken to see
that that kind of assistance is given.

Another indicator which shows the economy is
in a very bad state is the number of bankruptcies,
which is escalating rapidly. The Opposition is
particularly concerned about small businessmen,
and presently these people are really being driven
to the wall. I would like to mention a special area
of small business for which I have responsibility;
namely, service station proprietors.

No doubt members know that the Trade
Practices Commission, pursuant to the Trade
Practices Act, said that service station proprietors
could buy up to 50 per cent of their petroleum
from companies other than their primary supplier.
In fact they cannot do that in practice because of

the leasing arrangements for underground storage
tanks and, in some cases, bowsers.

In Victoria legislation has been enacted which
ensures that the legal right given to service station
proprietors by the Trade Practices Commission is
given practical effect. That site legislation is
operating well. The New South Wales
Government is about to introduce similar site
legislation.

The Opposition in this State is about to
introduce such site legislation because it believes
that, in what is meant to be a free enterprise
system, where a retailer is tied to one supplier we
cannot have competition. This is having a very big
effect on petrol prices in the State.

Mr Watt: The Minister indicated he was going
to do that before you even talked about it.

Mr TON KIN: That is not so at all. When the
Minister was asked about this during the autumn
session this year he said he would not do
anything. It is true the Minister has now said that
something will be done, but the Liberal Party has
been in Government for some years now and I
want to know why action was not taken last year
or the year before. It was not until I wrote to
every service station proprietor in this
State-and, no doubt, the Government got wind
of that-that the Minister decided something
should be done and is now talking of doing
something.

The situation is similar to that involving the
distillery. The Grape Growers Association had
given away the member for Mundaring and said,
"He is not at all interested in our problem."

Mr IHerzfeld: That is not what they said to me.

Mr TONKIN: I am quoting what the
association said to us. The Opposition stated it
would support the establishment of a distillery,
and did so Five minutes after this Government's
Minister said that the Government would do
nothing. Now we have heard a Dorothy Dix
answer with the Government saying it has had
talks on the matter and will reconsider the
question; but that action has been taken purely
for political gain.

Mr H-erzfeld: You are a johnny-come-lately.
We have been working on this for a long time.

Mr TONKIN: The Government may have been
working on the matter, but it did nothing. The
Government has a responsibility-

Mr Herzfeld: I will not ask the Government to
give away the taxpayers' money-

Mr TONKIN: That is more like it.

Mr H-erzfeld: -in an irresponsible way.
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Mr TONKIN: The Government did not make a
decision until I indicated on behalf of the
Opposition what it would do.

Mr Herzfeld: You kid yourself.
Mr TONKIN: The Minister said to those

people, "We will not do anything for you", and
when I made a statement a few minutes later
indicating that the Opposition would do
something for those people, the Government
suddenly took an interest in the matter. But that
sudden interest will not be enough to retain the
faith of those people in that valley in the
electorate of the member for Mundaring; they
found that he gave them the cold shoulder and
was not interested in their problems.

Mr Watt: Can I make a point about this
Minist&. In fairness to him he has been the
Minister only since the beginning of this year.

Mr TONKIN: That is very convenient.
Mr Watt: That is also very fair.
Mr TONKIN: I have been referring to a

Government which has occupied the Government
benches since 1974. Government members
collectively are responsible for what the
Government does. The present Minister had been
a back-bencher since 1974, and if he was
concerned during that period, why did he not do
something to solve the problem or have it raised in
the Cabinet room?

The Brand Government was in power for 12
years and refused to bring forward consumer
protection legislation. When the Labor Party took
office the Brand Opposition said that when it was
the Government it intended to bring forward such
legislation. But for 1 2 years it refused to
introduce such legislation. The Government
carries a responsibility-

Mr Watt: So does the Opposition.
Mr TONKIN: -to do certain things, and

should not make excuses for not having acted. A
difference does exist between the responsibilities
of the Government and of the Opposition; the
Government carries a responsibility to do specific
things. The Liberal Party has been in office for
many years, but has done nothing about site
legislation. The Victorian Government introduced
site legislation, but this Government has done
nothing.

We have been discussing several economic
indicators, and all lead to the contractionary,
monetarist policies of the Federal Fraser
Government. It is well known that the former
Premier of this State was a strong monetarist. No
doubt this new Premier is a monetarist as was the
former Premier and as is the Fraser Government.

The present Premier sat for many years with the
Court Government and presumably went along
with its monetarist policies which have led to high
unemployment and interest rates.

Mr Clarko: Oh, come on! What about the
world situation?

Mr Bryce: You are really squealing about the
rest of the world now.

Mr TONKIN: I do not believe this Premier has
indicated whether or not he is a monetarist. We
will be interested to see whether he sides with the
Fraser Government's policies or tries to distance
himself from them. It will be no use to him to try
to distance himself from selected policies, and say
in regard to such issues as interest rates that his
Government is not at fault. He must accept or not
accept the whole package and indicate whether or
not he is in favour of the present contractionary,
monetarist policies. If he is in favour of the Fraser
Government-I have heard him say he is, even
though some differences occur-he must accept
responsibility for the incompetence of these
monetarist policies of which present interest rates
and levels of employment are a part. He cannot
get away with saying, "We don't like the high
interest rates for which the Fraser Government is
responsible, but we accept the main thrust of that
Government's policies." The simple and plain fact
of the matter is that this Government and the
Federal Government must stand or fall together.

This motion was not moved because we blame
this Government or the Fraser Government for
everything bad that has happened in the economy.
Quite clearly difficult economic problems have
been encountered throughout the world. We will
not say that this Government is totally responsible
for everything that has happened, although I must
say that when in Opposition the Liberal Party
blamed the Tonkin Government for everything,
and in doing so was quite unfair and untrue.
What we do say is that this Government has not
used its power and the influence it has with the
Fraser Government to minimise the effects of
outside factors upon the economy of Western
Australia. Although we are in difficult times,
ways are available by which we can minimise the
disadvantages which flow from outside factors,
and that is why we brought this motion to the
Parliament and say the Government should be
condemned for its inaction.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [8.27
p.m.]: The Leader of the Opposition in opening
this debate disclosed clearly that he has a lack of
concern for the real issues involved in this matter.

Mr Nanovich: Is he here tonight?
Mr Barnett: There is an arrangement.
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Mr Tonkin: He is on "Nationwide", which your
Premier wouldn't go on.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is because my duty is
to be at this Parliament.

Mr Tonkin: You don't want a face-to-face
debate.

Mr O'CONNOR:. At a quarter past eight on a
sitting night how could I attend a "Nationwide"
interview? My duties are at this House.

Mr Davies: We'll adjourn the House for you.
Mr O'CONNOR: My duties are at this House.

I asked the people of "Nationwide" to defer the
interview.

Mr Clarko: Hayden doesn't think much of
"Nationwide".

Mr O'CONNOR: The Opposition is a carbon
copy Opposition; it takes carbon copies of our
policies to put them up as though they were its
own. The Opposition has done this for weeks and
weeks; it has put forward policies already
introduced by us.

Mr Bryce interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Deputy Leader of the

Opposition should rcmain silent before he gets
really sliced up. The Opposition has done nothing
more than is politic. Tonight the Leader of the
Opposition in his opening remarks misled the
House again and again, and misled the people of
this State, a practice to which he has become
quite accustomed. We have seen it so often,' but
again he followed it here tonight-not once but
several times.

Initially he said I had indicated the letter
relating to a sponge iron industry from the
Italians was a binding contract, but that was a
blatant untruth, and well he knows it. I had had
discussions with the Italians for one year before I
gave any information to the Press, and the first
information I gave was that I had received an
indication from the Italians that if I went to Italy
a letter of intent could be arranged. When I wcnt
to Italy I obtained the letter of intent and did not
at any stage say it was a binding contract; I made
it very clear it was not. I made it very clear that
the discussions were merely initial discussions and
that the Italians had carried out some feasibility
studies and would do further research into
environmental and management programmes
before reporting back. I released the letter of
intent to the Press. Did I mislead anyone? Of
course I did not.

It is a pity the Opposition stoops to such tactics
time and time again inside and outside this
House. Eventually its action will rebound upon it

because the public will wake up to what is going
On.

Mr Davies: They have woken up to you people.
Mr O'CONNOR: They might wake up to

members opposite, too. One day they will. No-one
has been more open than I have been in
connection with my discussions with the Italians
and the Koreans. I have disclosed and laid out
everything so the Press and others could see.

The real concern of the Opposition is the
probability of success of these operations and
industries which would reduce the possibility of
the Opposition getting into power. It would create
more jobs for people. This is what we are trying to
do and therefore I cannot understand the
Opposition's concern. I say very sincerely that we
have done everything possible to help the people
of this State and to retain the economy int the best
way we can. Quite frankly, while it is not as good
as we would want it, it is at least as good as is the
economy in other parts of Australia or many parts
of the world. We have given assistance in every
area where it has been required.

Look at the drought areas in the north. We
helped 4 000 farmers, 48 shires, and many small
bu s inessmen to t he exten t of 561 000 000.

Mr Bryce: We are not blaming you for the
weather.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am just saying these are
some of the things we have done. After the floods
down south we immediately moved in to assist
these people to make sure they were not unduly
handicapped.

We can consider the Premiers' Conference
from which I returned two months ago. The first
thing I did was something the Opposition now
says we ought to be introducing. Immediately
upon my return, knowing I had a balanced
Budget and a little surplus, I threw the surplus
immediately into housing because that is the area
that is an employment gauge for the whole of
Western Australia. I put the money there to
provide welfare housing for people, not only to
allow the possibility of furniture manufacturers,
lighting people, carpet people, etc., to sell goods,
but also to provide employment for the people.

The loan funds this year provided something
like 21h times the amount of money that Came Out
of' loan funds last year. This is the sort of thing
the Opposition is asking us to do and is something
it obviously does not know has already been
implemented. This is the way members opposite
have gone on week after week after week, putting
out policies in the newspaper-such as the 12-
point plan on housing, most of which is already in
opera tion-indicati ng they are their ideas. Boy,
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are they slow! They are so far behind it is
unbelievable.

On returning from the Eastern States, I
immediately instigated this money to go into
housing to try to assist in that employment area.
The Leader of the Opposition comes up with a
wonderful statement in connection with the
adjustment of pay-roll taxes to give incentive for
jobs to young people as though it were something
new. It is old hat. It has been tried and it failed. It
has been tried by Labor Governments in the
Eastern States. I have spoken to the Premiers in
other States and they said it did not create one
extra job. All it did was cost the taxpayers money.

Mr Shalders: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: It failed. We should not go

for failed projects, but should go ahead with
strong, progressive operations. This is what we
have been doing and will continue to do. The
Opposition said the Government ought to create
more jobs, but someone has to pay. Who has the
money tree? We must responsibly look after the
taxation and the people of this State who pay for
it. It is all right to create extra jobs, but who will
pay for them? He also said, "Give Government
jobs to-"

Mr Evans: Why don't you sort out your mates
in Canberra? They got you into it. You walked in
blindly, espousing the new federalism with both
arms.

Mr Old: That is a good way to espouse it-with
both arms!

Mr O'CONNOR: They said, "Give the jobs to
people who will employ additional men." What
about people who are employing to capacity and
have to put people off because we are giving
someone else these jobs? They must be realistic
and try to get the work at the right price.

If the Opposition ever got into Government it
would devastate and bankrupt this State as
happened in New South Wales and Tasmania
under Labor Governments.

Mr Clarko: But members opposite would do it
more quickly!

Mr O'CONNOR: If we consider New South
Wales, which is the same colour as the
Opposition-

Mr Bryce: The domino theory!
Mr O'CONNOR: -we realise that

Government has not only bankrupted the State,
but has devastated the people of that State. We
do not intend to do that. We intend to be honest
all the way and we will not devastate the people
the way the New South Wales Government did
and we will not undercut wages in the Budget, put

in a false return, and put up a $68 million deficit
when it was really $268 million. What happened
to the other $200 million? I think that
Government sold $200 million worth of its
equipment and leased it back. What a way to
devastate the people of a State! We are not doing
that. We will never do that. It is disastrous for
any State or country, or even Western Australia,
to be a party to that Sort of thing.

Mr Evans: What are you going to do? Tell us
what.

Mr O'CONNOR: We will not mortgage the
future of the people of this State. I came out with
a balanced Budget. We have done it properly. We
have managed well and this hurts the Opposition.

Mr Shalders: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: It hurts the Opposition

because Labor Governments do not know how to
manage well. They have never done it, and it is
obvious a Labor Government would fail if it got
into Government here. Let us consider what New
South Wales has done.

Mr Davies: Tell us what you are going to do.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have plenty of time.
Mr Davies: We will sit here patiently waiting.
Mr O'CONNOR: What has been done this

year in connection with power charges in New
South Wales? The Government has put them up
by 53 per cent.

Mr Davies: It is still lower than the rate in
Western Australia, according to "AM" a week
ago which indicated we were the dearest in
Australia, bar the Northern Territory.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is not correct.

Mr Davies: You tell "AM" that because it has
told the whole of Australia.

Mr O'CONNOR: Good heavens, will the
member for Victoria Park put a sock in it and let
me continue?

Mr Davies: No, I asked you to tell the truth.
You complain to "AM" about it.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am telling the truth. The
ex-Leader of the Opposition can confer later and
ind this out. I am not going to talk to "AM"

about it.
Mr Davies: Why don't you defend this State?

Mr O'CONNOR: In some cases the cost of
power in this State to certain industries and
organisations is less than is the cost in New South
W a les.

Mr Davies: To your friends, yes.
Mr O'CONNOR: To small businesses.
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Mr Davies: To your friends, not to small
businesses. Thai is nonsense. Name one of them.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Davies: Name one of them.
Mr O'CONNOR: May I continue? Consider

New South Wales; members opposite say
electricity charges are higher in WA. If the
member for Victoria Park had any sense, he
would know the situation regarding running a
place the size of New South Wales with five
million people compared with that of running a
place the size of Western Australia which is 10
times as large and with only a quarter of the
people. Would he say he can run electricity in this
State with the vast areas over which we have to
run lines, etc, at the same cost? Of course he
cannot.

Mr Davies: Ask the consumer what the end
result is. Tell us about that.

Mr O'CONNOR: Does the member want
country people to have reasonable electricity
charges? Obviously, he does not.

Mr Davies: What nonsense! You are now
admitting I was right.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am doing nothing of the
sort.

Mr Davies: You are admitting I was right. You
are saying there are loaded charges for country
people.

Mr O'CONNOR: What is the honourable
member's scheme then?

Mr Davies: You are now saying there were
loaded charges for country people. I said that
"AM" the other morning said the cost of a
certain quantity of electricity in Western
Australia was dearer than the cost in any other
State bar the Northern Territory, which is not a
State.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am quite prepared to listen
to the honourable member's scheme to reduce it.
Could I please hear it?

Mr Davies: I do not have to give it. You are in
Government.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Victoria
Park is the same as the balance of members of his
party; that is, bereft of ideas.

Mr Davies: This is absolutely pitiful.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr O'CONNOR: I will try to ignore the
interjections because it is obvious 1 have hit on a
sore point.

Mr Davies: I think it is the other way around.

Mr O'CONNOR: Because of mismanagement
in New South Wales, where the Government
-ought to be able to give cheap electricity it went
up 53 per cent this year, and fuel went up 3c a
litre. Victoria imposed a one per cent surcharge
on pay-roll tax up to six per cent, and it has a
Labor Government at the moment.

Mr Davies: It is cheaper than in WA.
Mr O'CONNOR: The day of reckoning will

come to chose States. The only problem is that
some of it will reflect back here because of the
penalties in other States.

We are not like some people who use a quick,
shifty, and popular way of tricking people into
certain things. We will be honest about what we
do. We will proceed in the proper way and try to
make sure the finances of this State are properly
managed.

We have to look only at the North-West Shelf
project to note that the operation is spending
about $2 million a day employing people in this
State. However, the Oppositon states that the
industry of mineral resources does not employ
many people.

If members of the Opposition who were in the
north last week, prior to the election, had spoken
to the people of Goldsworthy, Newman, and
Hamersley they would realise those people rely
very much on that industry for employment.

Mr Davies: What percentage of the work force
is employed in mining-less than four per cent!

Mr O'CONNOR: The Opposition has tried to
stop most projects that have started in this
State-they are not starters; they are stoppers.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!
Mr O'CONNOR: Let us consider the wood-

chipping operation and the barriers members
opposite tried to put in front of it.

Mr Bryce: Who started it?

Mr O'CONNOR: The Labor Party did not.
Mr Bryce: We did.
Mr O'CONNOR: Labor signed the agreement.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order and the interjections will cease!
Mr O'CONNOR: The discussions,

negotiations, and arrangements were made by a
Liberal-Country Party Government.

When we consider Alcoa, we remember the
activities of the Opposition and its attempt to stop
the operations in the Darling Range.

The Leader of the Opposition stated that more
people are unemployed in Western Australia than
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in any other State except South Australia. That is
an untruth.

Mr Davies: Percentage of the work force!
Mr O'CONNOR: Even if we consider the

percentage of the work force, he is still wrong.

Mr Bryce: They are your figures.
Mr O'CONNOR: Has Tasmania a higher

percentage of unemployment than has Western
Australia?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The three States-Western
Australia, South Australia, and Tasmania-all
have Liberal Governments.

Mr Davies: Do you want your own words?

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: Liberal Governments.
Mr O'CONNOR: Victoria has a Labor

Government; let us consider that State, too.
Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: Whichever way we consider
the matter, the Leader of the Opposition was
wrong again.

Mr Pearce: The Premier was making the
statement and we are listening in a long-suffering
way.

Mr O'CONNOR: We will continue to try to
assist the people of this State.

Last week during a breakfast meeting in
Karratha, a fellow by the name of Bob Hawke
said that if a Labor Government were elected it
could not improve the economy.

Mr Bryce: No, he did not say that. I will tell
you exactly what he said. He said there is an
obvious connection between our plight and
international capitalism. He said it was absurd
and a falsehood to suggest that any political party
in Australia could, with a click of its fingers, set
things right immediately. He went on to report
what should he done to get us out of the economic
mess.

Mr Clarko: A Labor Government has never
known the answer in the past.

Mr O'CONNOR: And it will never know the
answer in the future when we consider the calibre
of its people. The Australian Labor Party, a
Labor Government, and Labor people have been
known to chase industry from Australia- Overseas
companies are afraid to come to Australia
because of the possibility of a Labor Government
coming into power.

Mr Davies: Name one.
Mr O'CONNOR: That feeling is very strong

overseas. Companies are afraid that the same

thing will occur as was the case during the
Connor regime.

Mr 1, F. Taylor: The O'Connor regime.
Mr O'CONNOR: When we consider the

statements made by various Labor people we can
understand such sentiments. Let us consider a
statement made by Mr Willis. a Labor
spokesman, who said a Labor Government would
impose a resources tax on "non-petroleum mining
industries" if it decided such a tax would provide
a worthwhile profit.

Mr Bryce: When did he say that and where?
Mr Pearce: Read it out. You are supposed to

verify those sources.
Mr O'CONNOR: It was in July, by Marshall

MeEwan and Russell Schnieder-l do not know
the source.

I agree the economic conditions in Australia
and Western Australia are not as good as we
desire them to be; but our position is better than
that in other places in the world and we are in a
better position to recover. I say that not only
because of our Government, but because of the
nature of our industries.

We expect to receive $2 000 million income
from the agricultural industry this year and this
can be distributed around country regions and
decentralised into the areas of produce.

The mining industry will bring about $2 800
million. The mining industry is in a depressed
state throughout the world, but we believe the
situation will improve and we want to take full
advantage of that. No-one can deny that
unemployment is higher than we would want it to
be, but we are doing whatL we can.

However, the world recession is a trend from
which we cannot be isolated and we hardly can be
isolated from the OECD countries. When we
consider the figures for unemployment in nations
similar to our own, we note our situation is not as
bad. The unemployment rate in the USA is 9.5
per cent. I am not trying to say ours is good,
because it is not.

Mr Pearce: It is lousy. You said it is not good;
it is rotten.

Mr O'CONNOR: The unemployment rate in
the United Kingdom is 12 per cent, and in France
it is 8.25 per cent.

Mr Bryce: Perhaps they count theirs honestly.
Mr O'CONNOR: The member should not be

trying to be funny; this is a serious issue. The
unemployment rate is 9.5 per cent in Italy and 10
per cent in Canada, while the average for the
OECD countries is 8.5 per cent.
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Unemployment is always a matter of concern,
whether it be 7.3 per cent or four per cent. What
is required is an upturn in the demand for the
commodities we can export from this State.

We need to generate employment and overcome
the deficit that has occurred in various States of
Australia. We need to improve our international
competitiveness because unless we compete
internationally to supply the products, Brazil and
other countries will run us in.

Mr Pearce: Do you support wages being forced
down artificially to reduce competition?

Mr O'CONNOR: It should not be artificial:
restraint should be applied. Restraint ought to be
placed on wages in the interests of the people who
have jobs and of the unemployed. We need to
ensure that our exports receive a better return and
that some of the processing is done here.

What we need most of all is industrial stability
and we will strive for that. I was in Korea two
months ago and the effect of the Hamersley 95-
day strike had a devastating result as far as
Western Australia was concerned. Korea had a
40-day supply of ore and when that ran out and it
was found that country could not rely on us, some
orders were cancelled and it imported from Peru.
We may never retrieve those orders. We are
working towards retrieving them, but we must
ensure reliability of supply. We need those orders
very much at the moment.

The Japanese and the Italians are worried
about our industrial scene which, in recent times.
has been better, but we must keep it at that level
and restrain it all the time because unless we are
regular suppliers we will never achieve the things
we want.

The Australian wage levels are out of line with
those in other parts of the world. If members look
at the statistics for six months to March 1982
they will realise that the wage, salary, and
supplementary increases have risen by 17 per
cent. This is possibly about five per cent over and
above the general increase.

The wages in major industrial economis-for
instance, USA and Germany-for the same
period have been below the inflation rate. These
are countries which are ijiuch better off because
of the Situation that exists.

I sincerely want everyone to receive a fair wage
and return and I want to make sure that jobs can
be maintained for those who are working and
provided for those who are not. An excess of wage
demands and union disruption has brought about
unemployment. The Government and the average
worker want stability. The average worker does
not want to be pulled into line and made to

do-by union officials-things he does not want
to do. We need management, the labour force and
the Government to get together and to try, as far
as possible, to keep things going on the right line.
We did have a tripartite committee operating in
this field, but unfortunately the TLC withdrew its
representation.

The economy in Western Australia is growing
at a faster rate than is the national average.
Western Australia and Queensland are the only
two States in Australia which showed an increase
to 30 June 1982. Western Australia had an
increase of 0.5 per cent; New South Wales had a
drop of 0.4 per cent; and Victoria had a drop of
0.7 per cent. Western Australia had the highest
employment growth in Australia to 30 June 1982.
It had an increase of eight per cent. I cannot say
that that is good, but it was the highest.

Mr Brian Burke: What about last year?
Mr O'CONNOR: The Australian average was

5.3 per cent.
Mr Pearce; Why pick the last four years?
Mr O'CONNOR: I am giving the figures that I

have in front of me.
Mr Pearce: You can pick any bit of any graph

and make it run your way.
Mr O'CONNOR: That is exactly what the

member for Gosnells does.
Despite the higher employment-and there has

been higher employment in Western Australian
during that time-a deterioration in
unemployment has occurred, and this is
attributable to the above average growth in the
work force. We have had a disproportionate
number of migrants coming into Western
Australia and over a number of years we have
had a disproportionate number of people coming
to Western Australia from the Eastern States. We
are assisting the Eastern States. Just as
well-imagine the position New South Wales
would be in if we did not help it out. Western
Australia has had an increase of 0.5 per cent in
1981-82 in its labour force, New South Wales, 0.4
per cent and Victoria minus 0.7 per cent.

The Government is concerned about interest
rates.

Mr Pearce: What are you doing about the
subject? It is your mismanagement that has
brought this situation about. Who are you
blaming. Why has not the recession hit New
South Wales and Victoria?

Mr O'CONNOR: I listened to the Opposition
without interjection. Obviously the member for
Gosnells. cannot help himself-it is normal for
him to interject, hut it is a pity. He does a great
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disservice to the House. However, I am entitled to
give the facts as 1 have them. New South Wales
has falsified its figures, but we have not done that
in this State. Interest rates are too high and the
deterioration of the balance of payments has an
effect on this.

I have spoken on wage demands and the world
recession. Both of these items are a worry to the
Government and, as a result, the current deficit or
$9 million must be a worry to all of us here.

Mr Brian Burke: Before you get off the section
dealing with economic growth-

Mr O'CONNOR: The general figures relating
to the economy of the State have been taken from
the A BS.

Mr Brian Burke: Is it growth value of
production or what?

Mr O'CONNOR: It is the general increase in
the economy of the State.

Mr I. F. Taylor: How do you measure that?
Mr O'CONNOR: It is measured by the

Australian Bureau of Statistics. Exports have
increased by only one per cent during that time.

Mr Pearce interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: We need to increase our

exports. In an endeavour to do this we need wage
restraints. On many occasions the Government
has requested wage restraints by employees in this
State. I think many of them now realise how right
the Government was and that they ought to
participate in such a scheme. Most of them want
security and stability instead of wage increases
and reduced hours. Only militant union leaders
are pushing employees to demand increased
wages and reduced hours.

In an endeavour to overcome some or the
problems that we have in Western Australia,
offers have been made to industries in the Eastern
States to manufacture here. This would increase
profits and provide jobs. In recent times the
Government also has gone to Europe and Korea
and there is now a possibility of three or four
industries-I have already mentioned the sponge
iron ore plants and the sugar industry-being
established by these countries in Western
Australia. The Government is trying to do the
right thing by the State by bringing in industries
which will provide work for the people and
increase the economy of the State.

The Leader of the Opposition commented
about the high rate of inflation in the State.
However, there was a 1.9 per cent increase in the
June quarter and this was the lowest increase in
10 years.

Mr Parker: We have the highest inflation rate
in Australia.

Mr O'CONNOR: It does not indicate that
things are quite as bad as some people make them
out to be.

The bankruptcy figure in 1981 rose by eight per
cent. Obviously, with wage demands the way they
are this figure could increase further.

Mr Parker: It has nothing to do with wages.
The average person who is bankrupt does not
employ anyone.

Mr O'CONNOR: The thing that is affecting
this State is the morale. We have people like Mr
Hayden saying that Western Australia is failing
fast. it is the first time we have seen him in
Western Australia this year. H-e knows nothing
about the State, but he makes foolish statements
like this.

This motion does not seek information or the
truth. It is rather a fallacious motion. The
Opposition needs to get off its carbon copy
operations policy that it has followed for so long.
It has been bereft of ideas and the indication of
this is that it is plucking out policies which
already have been introduced. Last week, while he
was at the Ord River, the Leader of the
Opposition said that if the Labor Party became
the Government it would chase a sugar industry.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say that at all. I said
we would support the establishment of a sugar
industry.

Mr O'CONNOR: That industry has been.
pursued for a year.
Mt Brian Burke: Do you think we should say

we oppose it? Do you oppose the'long-life milk
treatment plant?

Mr Old: No, I do not oppose anything to do
with agriculture, but your Deputy Leader of the
Opposition opposed the Ord project two years
ago. He said to close it down and make it a tourist
bureau.

Mr Brian Burke: I was asked whether I would
support a tourist industry.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: Many of the 12 points in the

Opposition's housing plan are already operating.
The tripartite committee it suggests is operating,
as is a manpower planning committee. Liberal-
Country Party Governments have brought
industries to this State-the North-West Shelf,
Hamrsley, and Goldsworthy, to name a few.

Mr Evans: The North-West Shelf was going in
the Tonkin Government's time.

Mr Old: Where was it going?
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Mr O'CONNOR: I know where the gas was
coming from! The organisation there is spending
$2 million a day. That was the total amount spent.
on industry in this State in 1960. We do not hear
a bleat from the Opposition when since 1980 the
economy of the project has been affected by a
wage increase of 74 per cent for labourers and 60
per cent for carpenters. What confidence does this
give people to go ahead? The Leader of the
Opposition amazes me. When I went to the
Premiers' Conference, I would have thought he
would try to help Western Australia. But in
chasing publicity, what did he do? He put an
article in the paper saying that Western Australia
needs $903 million to achieve the previous
standards we had. That is a lot of rubbish.

Mr Brian Burke: We will have a special motion
on this, and you will be able to explain it.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will explain it now.
Western Australia needed $946 million, and I was
at the Premiers' Conference battling for the
people of Western Australia. Opposition members
may laugh, but they do not care what happens to
the people of this State.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will

resume his seat. I have had quite enough of
members shouting to drown out a member while
he is attempting to make a speech. It is one thing
for a member to make an interjection, and
another for him to try to shout down the person
who is speaking. I will not have a bar of it. I ask
members to desist from that sort of interjection.

Mr O'CONNOR: We needed $946 million,
and we were battling to get it. I was putting our
case to the Premiers' Conference, and the Federal
Treasurer (Mr Howard) said that even the
Leader of the Opposition claimed that Western
Australia needed only $903 million. The Leader
of the Opposition was selling short the people of
this State. When we came back with $909 million,
plus $6.5 million for housing, and $13.7 million
for the Koolyanobbing railway line, the Leader of
the Opposition said it was the worst result for
Western Australia in years. That is the sort of
poppycock we get from him.

Mr Brian Burke: It is true that it was a
disastrous result for this State.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the
Opposition said we needed $903 million.

Mr Brian Burke: I will explain that.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the

Opposition would be an absolute disaster for this
State.

Several Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: I am speaking, not the

Leader of the Opposition, and I hope I will get
the right to continue.

Several Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Interjections will cease!
Mr O'CONNOR: The Opposition says it was

disastrous. Here is an article in a publication
called Economic Outlook, which has a familiar
photograph on the front. It is headed, "The
economy; difficult, but not disastrous." That is
from the same person who has been speaking
tonight-the Leader of the Opposition. The
article goes on to say-

A difficult economic and financial climate
in Western Australia is forecast for the next
12 to 18 months.

It goes on to say-
Languid commodity prices and depressed

demand in export markets are expected to
continue as overseas recession pushes our
economy towards the trough of the
contractionary phase of business activity.
These conditions may lead to a further
downward revision of investment plans and
increasing pressure for the deferral of
projects not only in the resources sector but
in manufacturing, processing and service
industries as well.

It continues-
Above all, Governments must be

responsive, decisive and effective in order to
re-install investor confidence and economic
stability.

The Leader of the Opposition has not shown that
here tonight. The Opposition says one thing one
day and another the next. The Opposition, if
anything, has contributed to the deterioration in
the economy. Opposition members have not tried
to help prop it up and get it going ahead with
confidence and to assist the people of this State.
The Government is acting properly. When I came
back from the Premiers' Conference, I put money
straight into housing to provide employment and
to help people who need welfare homes.

We went to the Eastern States and overseas to
try to attract industry. We directed the
expenditure review committee to cut surplus
funds where possible, and we put as much as we
could into the capital-intensive and work-intensive
operations. We balanced our Budget which, in the
circumstances, is better than those of most other
States, and far better than the Labor-governed
States have done. We have not mortgaged the
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people's future as have New South Wales and
Tasmania under Labor Governments.

We are in a better position to recover than
anyone else because of good management.
Although the economy is fragile and not as strong
as we want it to be, it would be disastrous if it
were managed by members opposite.

Amendment to Motion
Mr O'CONNOR: I oppose the motion, but

rather than throw it out entirely, I move an
amendment-

Delete all words in the motion after the
word "concern" in line I and substitute the
following-

at the present economic climate,
which it acknowledges is caused by the
effects of the international economic
recession, coupled with unreasonable
and extravagant demands for increased
wages and reduced hours of
work-factors which increase costs and
thereby further threaten the job-security
and income of individual citizens, as well
as putting pressure on the whole
economy.

This House, therefore, calls on all
sections of the community to co-operate
in providing wage restraints and the best
possible circumstances in which the
State can withstand economic problems
and so be best placed to take advantage
of improvement in international
recovery.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the
Opposition) 19.09 p.m.]: The Opposition opposes
the amendment to the proposition moved by the
Leader of the Opposition. There are very good
reasons for its doing so. It is fundamentally
cowardly to blame unemployed people and wage
and salary earners for unemployment as members
opposite are doing, and have done for some
months, when they are members of a political
party which has consciously and knowingly
subscribed to an economic philosophy and a set of
policies that deliberately have suffocated the
economy.

For them to have deliberately set about to
contract the level of economic activity, Liberals in
this State and in Canberra are running scared of
inflation. They know the blame is coming home.
They know they have to accept responsibility for
what they have done, and it is nothing less than
cowardly to hear conservative members of
Parliament stand up to say that the people who
are the casualties of those economic policies are
the people responsible for the economic chaos in
which we find ourselves. Members opposite know

they have a responsibility to prevail upon some of
the lunatics in Canberra who are responsible for
the current economic chaos. Stone is substantially
responsible, we live in a stone age of economic
philosophy. John Stone from the Treasury keeps
dumping out these ideas day after day, and look
how many willing advocates he has in the Federal
Liberal Party.

Last night we heard two "silver-spooners" from
the Government back bench stand up in this place
to support those same lunatic policies-policies
that were designed deliberately to screw down the
lid on the Australian economy, to slow it down
and contract it-because they are hooked on and
hung up with Friedmanite economic policy.

Mr Court: We spoke about economic activity.
Mr BRYCE: That is the precise reason that

this nation is in trouble, and Government
members know it.

Mr Court: You have a responsibility to help
improve industrial relations.

Mr BRYCE: Let us see what the amendment
says, in case your Premier has not sent you a copy
yet, boy.

Mr MacKinnon: All right, dad!
Mr BRYCE: It is called -Getting your own

back". It is a generation on.
Mr H-erzfeld: You start insulting people when

you have no argument.

Mr Parker: The member for Mundaring is the
greatest insulter in the House.

Mr BRYCE: In this amendment the Premier
attempts to sheet home to the wage and salary
earners the responsibility for the economic strife
that confronts the country at this time. It is a
great pity that the Premier has found it necessary
to leave the Chamber.

Mr Sodeman: So is your leader absent.

Mr MacKinnon: The Premier has been here all
night.

Mr BRYCE: My leader may well be absent,
but he has not been the individual who has sought

Jto poke fun at his opposite number for being
absent.

Mr Herzfeld: Five members you have
supporting you, and no-one on the front bench.

Mr Parker: I am on the front bench.
Mr Old: Chambermaid!

Mr BRYCE: Perhaps, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Watt) you may be prepared to ignore the
Government Whip, pay some attention to some of
the hyenas on the Government benches, and
suggest that they come to order, particularly the
rather mendacious member for Mundaring.
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Mr Nanovich: Speak for yourself-you are a
hyena all through.

Mr Clarko: Be fair to hyenas. Bray on.
Mr BRYCE: There are very few things about

which there is complete unanimity in this
community and, strangely enough, the one matter
about which people are unanimous at this
particular time is that our economic system is in a
disastrous state. The farmers, the wage and salary
earners, the pensioners, and the businessmen, all
hold the opinion that the Liberal Party has made
a complete mess of the management of this State
and of the national economy. The principal reason
for this is that the main decision-makers inside
the Liberal Party were determined blindly to link
the destiny of this country to their ideological
commitments.

Their ideological commitments tell them that
they must follow Reagan, Thatcher, and various
other extremist right-wing leaders throughout the
world, and attempt to screw down the lid on the
world economy. When the Liberal Party came
into office, at both State and national level, it was
committed to solving the problem of inflation,
irrespective of the cost in human or economic
terms. The decision-makers to whom I have just
referred were blinded by the promise that they
would pursue the devil, inflation, no matter what
the spin-off happened to be. We see the result of
this strategy around us in so many ways, and to
discover the truth of my statement one would
need only to ask farmers. pensioners,
businessmen, wage and salary earners,
unemployed people, and the young people who
have not had a chance of a job at all, whether
they are prepared to accept that cost. it is like the
general who says he will fight the war to the last
drop of blood of his last soldier.-so long as he is
in a nice comfortable position. Look at the
situations of the "John Howards", the "John
Stones", and the "Sir Charles Courts". Sir
Charles left this Parliament when the going got
tough. He knew it was the time to leave.

A Government member: You wanted him to go
10 years ago.

Mr BRYCE: He decided that January was the
time to leave.

Mr Court: What a thing to say!
Mr BRYCE: His message was starting to wear

thin. He knew that his hovercraft theory of
development was not going to win through in
1982. In case the second generation of the family
does not know what is the hovercraft theory of
development, it is simply the belief that one can
get anything off the ground with hot air.

Mr Court: He gave your State a good future.

Mr BRYCE: Year in and year out he told the
people about the golden opportunities facing
them. Prior to the 1977 election he promised more
than 100 000 jobs, and he made the same promise
prior to the 1980 election. He, more than anybody
else in this State, knew that the economy was
beginning to show signs of cracking. He got out at
the right time and he handed over the reins to a
group of incompetents who just do not understand
how the pieces should be put together, let alone
how the puzzle is to work out.

There is no excuse. A recession overseas is no
excuse for incompetence and insensitivity at
home. Certainly I do not intend to pretend that
there is no international recession. For the whole
of my political life I have been prepared to accept
the reality of that international situation, but
members of the Liberal Party are now squealing
that they can do nothing because of the
international recession. They forget that in
1972-when a similar although not as serious an
international shakedown occurred-they were not
prepared to concede that we were part of the
international community. Is it not strange that
throughout the 197 0s, particularly the early 1970s
when the rest of the western world was going
through an economic shakedown, members
opposite simply refused to admit that the rest of
the world existed? One after the other they
insisted that the Labor Government of WA at
that time, and the Whitlam Labor Government,
were responsible for the economic ills of this
nation.

Mr MacKinnon: We were leading the world
with inflation, weren't we?

Mr BRYCE: In fact, if this graduate had a
modicum of honesty, he would be prepared to
follow me in this debate-

Mr MacKinnon: 1 will follow you.
Mr BRYCE: -and admit that a complete

burst of international inflation, associated with
the OPEC countries' decisions and other related
economic macro factors in the early 1970s,
triggered off a massive wave of international
inflation affecting WA's economy. Yet members
opposite have the hide and the gall to insist that it
was the sole responsibility of the Whitlam
Government of the day. Is it not cute that they
have discovered another 180 nations in this world
in 1982? In 1972, those nations did not exist!

We are part and parcel of international
capitalism; and a massive recession in the western
world is significantly responsible for the economic
ills of this nation today.

I am not suggesting for a minute-and nobody
with any degree of honesty would disagree-that
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whoever was in office in ibis State or nation
would not face serious economic problems to be
solved. What I say is that the economic policies
being pursued by this Government and its
national counterpart-they are part of the Liberal
Party apparatus across the nation which is hooked
on Friedmanism-mean that the nation is paying
a much greater price than it needs to pay because
of the international recession.

I suggest in all seriousness that if the members
opposite were the slightest bit concerned about
the economic well-being of this nation and the
countless thousands of people who have been
thrown out of work since they have been in office,
they would be prevailing upon their colleagues in
Canberra to reverse the economic lunacy for
which John Stone has been substantially
responsible for selling to people like Fraser,
Howard, and their predecessors. They should take
steps to reverse that lunacy and reinflate the
economy in a modest and responsible way.

I am not the only one to say that.
Representative samples and sections of academia,
the business world and, I might add, of the
Liberal Party are also saying that. I am not the
only one, and nor are some of my colleagues the
only ones. Sections of the conservative party itself
are beginning to feel the chill winds that are the
result of this level of economic suffering. People
inside the Liberal Party, like people in all quarters
of the community, are beginning to call for some
economic sense. The longer we look into these
economic priorities, the more certain it is that we
will plunge Western Australia and the rest of the
nation, for that matter, into more severe economic
recession.

In the time left to me, I would like to refer to
the disastrous impact of unemployment on our
economy. I remind the members opposite that
when they came into office in 1974, in the sort of
economy that they inherited, only 7 500 Western
Australians were out of work. Today, 45 000
Western Australians are out of work.

Mr Herzfeld: What about being fair and
pointing to the new jobs that have been created
since 1974?

Mr Parker: I will give you some information
which gives the lie to everything you said.

Mr BRYCE: Nobody suggests that countless
thousands of jobs have not been created; but the
bottom line so far as people and families are
concerned is the number of people who do not
have jobs. It is not a question of taking credit for
the growth in the private sector. The Government
takes plenty of credit for the growth in the public
sector, I must say!

Mr Clarko: And the level of world trade in
1974 was the same as it is in 1982?

Mr BRYCE: Here he goes again with the
excuse about the international scene.

Mr Clarko: Come on, do you not realise that a
place like Western Australia plays a very great
part in that?

Mr BRYCE: That is a fact. Is it not a great
pity that members opposite recognise that only in
1982? This graduate of the university, a Minister
of the Crown, did not recognise that until 1982.
Do not members opposite squeal in 1982?

Mr Clarko: You are squealing.
Mr BRYCE: The Minister is squealing like hell

now about the international recession. It is a pity
he did not discover it in 1974, 1975, or 1972.

Government members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRYCE: As far as the impact of

unemployment is concerned, some fairly
disturbing features are apparent. Members
opposite ought to stop and think about what
unemployment does to families. I doubt very
much whether the member for Nedlands or his
"silver spoon" friend, the member for East
Melville-

Mr Court: I take exception to those comments.
Mr BRYCE: -have a file in their office like

the one I have entitled "Unemployed
Constituents" bearing evidence of the people who
come into my office and ask-in some cases, they
virtually beg-for work and for assistance. I never
dreamed I would live to see that in this State; but
it happens in my constituency office. I will bet it
does not happen in the Nedlands constituency
office. That is why members on the other side
seem to be behaving with an extraordinary degree
of insensitivity to the people who have been
thrown out of work. They turn on them and blame
them for the unemployment. That is what has
happened.

Mr Clarko: Do you not remember under
Whitlam when unemployment went from 92 000
to 192 000 in one year?

Mr BRYCE: The Minister is wrong.
Mr Clarko: That is when the greatest increase

in recent years took place.
Mr BRYCE: The Minister's figures are slightly

exaggerated. Most certainly there was
unemployment; but what the Minister fails to
appreciate is that until 1982 he did not accept
that Western Australia was part and parcel of the
international world. Has he ever stood in this
place and conceded that Western Australia and

2094



(Wednesday, 4 August 1982] 29

Australia were part of this great international
family? Never!

Mr Clarko: I have talked about export incomes
before. You have never done it since things have
gone completely sour.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister knows that many
factors beyond the control of the Government are
leading to some of the difficulties.

Mr Clarko: The prime cause is international
trade.

Mr BRYCE: Are not members of the
Government squealing? There is no excuse for
incompetence and insensitivity. An international
recession is no excuse for insensitivity and
incompetence on the part of the Government.

Mr Cla rko: Wake up! If you do not admit that,
nobody would listen to what you said.

Mr BRYCE: The argument just advanced by
the member for Karrinyup is the one that was
advanced by members on this side of the House in
1972; and he, more than anybody else, refused to
accept that argument.

Mr Clarko: Do you not agree the recession in
1972 was not as severe as it is today?

Mr BRYCE: Nor were the consequences. It did
have an international impact which was
significant then.

Mr Clarko: I believe there has been a complete
fallout; and it has all come from one spot. I am
referring to the prime cause, which is
international trade.

Mr BRYCE: I will do my darnedest-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

The member's time has expired.
Mr BRYCE: -in the time left to me-
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member

will resume his seat.
MR MacNINNON (Murdoch-Minister for

Industrial, Commercial and Regional
Development) 19.30 p.m.]1: 1 support the
amendment moved by the Premier. It is
interesting to come to the Parliament and hear
the Leader of the Opposition professing to be the
champion of free enterprise and then, in the
speeches that followed, to hear the same old story
being trotted out by our socialist friends opposite.
The business community of this State is not being
fooled by the fine rhetoric. The Leader of the
Opposition and his deputy are both line speakers.
but the business community is not fooled by their
rhetoric or the fineness of their speeches. The
business community knows, as I do. that there is
nothing of substance behind what is said by the

Leader of the Opposition and his deputy, and I
shall outline why 1 believe that to be the case.

I agree with only two of the comments made by
Opposition members this evening. Firstly, I agree
that the small business community is very
important and I shall explain in a moment what
the Government is doing in that area. Secondly, I
agree that our State is suffering, as are the other
States of Australia, the USA, Japan, Korea, and
most other countries of the world which have
anything to do in an international -sense with
commodity trading. And a State like ours, which
is heavily dependent on exports, is affected.

What I do not agree With are the solutions to
the problems proposed especially by the Leader of
the Opposition this evening. However, I give him
credit for at least proposing some solutions. As
always with socialist Governments and parties,
the basic proposal they outline to solve problems
of this nature is to spend more money and
implement more controls. Of course, both those
solutions generally lead to further problems, as
can be seen in New South Wales at the present
time.

The Opposition has not provided any estimates
of the cost involved in implementing these
policies, nor has it indicated where new taxes
would be raised to pay for them. No indication
was given by the Opposition as to which
Government programmes would be cut or
abolished to pay for the solutions which were
raised by the Leader of the Opposition as a red
herring and a bit of a flag waving exercise in the
hope that people will believe he can be the Father
Christmas of the electorate. However, 1 am sure
the people of Western Australia will not be fooled
by such an approach.

Mr Clarko: The cargo cult!
Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. The Opposition

accused this Government of being out of touch
with the business world, when in fact it is the
Opposition that is out of touch, particularly when
one bears in mind the comment made by the
Leader of the Opposition to the effect that wage
increases and a shorter working week are not
having an impact on the business community. I
can assure him, as a person who meets regularly
with members of the business community in the
work place, that those matters are having a
significant impact on the employment of people in
this State and in the whole of Australia today.

That is one area in which we stand in stark
contrast to countries like the USA and Japan,
where workers are taking a cut in benefits and
wages. They are niot interested in short-term gain.
They are prepared, I believe responsibly, to take a
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balanced viewpoint of the economy of their
country as it stands at the present time and to
take a short-term cut for a long-term gain. The
gain to their country and to their employer will, in
turn, increase profits which will be ploughed back
into the business and that will lead to increased
benefits for the workers.

I do not say all unions rollow the line to which I
referred previously; but many unions, such as the
BLF, are doing so even in the face of the great
economic difficulties we, as a nation, are racing
today.

Let us look at some of the points proposed by
the Leader of the Opposition this evening. I will
not touch on the comments made by the member
for Morley or the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition because, with all due respect, I do not
think they contained anything of substance to
which I could respond. The Leader of the
Opposition said that should his party gain power,
its great impetus would be to ask the State
Treasury to give it a strategy. It is clear the ALP
has no strategy of its own.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say that.
Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the

Opposition said he would ask the State Treasury
to give him a strategy to implement in relation to
business today.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say that. I said I
would ask them to implement it.

Mr MacKINNON:. The Leader of the
Opposition said he would ask the State Treasury
for a strategy. Tomorrow he can read in Hansard
the comments he made to that effect-

Mr Brian Burke: I have already done so.
Mr MacKINNON: -and grin like Yogi Bear

as always.
Mr Brian Burke: Come on!

Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the
Opposition then went on to explain that, while
limiting the impact or charges on businesses-in
other words, implying he would reduce charges,
but not saying where the money would come
from-he would stimulate demand. The Leader of
the Opposition would raise money from
somewhere and then stimulate demand in the
community! Both of those activities cost a great
deal of money, but we have not heard one word
from the Leader of the Opposition as to where
that money will come from. It is clear that money
will come from the taxpayer and, in most cases.
from the business taxpayer who is the employer of
these people. That money will come from the
small businessman who is the biggest taxpayer

and the biggest employer in our community
today.

Mr Bryce: Perhaps it will come from some of
the friends of the Liberal Party who are not
paying their taxes.

Mr MacKINNON: We support the
introduction of legislation to stop tax evasion, and
the Federal Government is taking a lead in that
regard.

I return to some of the specific solutions
proposed by the Leader of the Opposition. He
rdferred to selective pay-roll tax reductions. In
other words, he is saying that the Opposition, if it
is ever elected, would reduce pay-roll tax over a
period. This Government, not only under the
premiership of the current Premier, but also when
Sir Charles Court held that position, has agreed
that pay-roll tax is not a good tax. I am sure
almost all other Government Ministers and
members agree with that. We would like to get
rid of it tomorrow if possible. The plain, hard fact
is that it provides a large amount of the
Government's income.

We have progressively lifted the exemption
levels For pay-roll tax and our performance in this
regard compares favourably with that of other
States. Hopefully we shall be able to continue to
do that, unlike our counterparts in other States.
For example, the Labor Government in Victoria
and the ALP Government in New South Wales
have a one per cent surcharge on pay-rolls in
excess of $1 million. That is a strong selling point
when we talk to industries in the Eastern States in
an endeavour to attract them to Western
Australia.

Mr Bryce: How many of them have come to
Western Australia?

Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the
Opposition referred to the Government spending
its reserves. He asked why the Government did
not reach into its reserves and spend them on
capital works programmes and the like. I shall
name three Premiers who have done that. They
are Dunsian, Wran, and H-olgate. If members
look at the Financial situation in the States in
which those Premiers held or hold office they will
see the detrimental way in which that policy has
operated. This has occurred because those States
were not prudent in their budgeting; they did not
provide for the Future and ensure there was
always something to fall back on. In anybody's
language, it is always good business policy to have
something to fall back on. However, the
Opposition would not undcrstand that.

The Leader of the Opposition went on to say we
should investigate improving zone allowances. My
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colleague the Minister for Lands, when he was
previously the Minister for Regional
Administration and the North West, chaired a
committee-the only State committee of this
nature in Australia-which was appointed to look
at the whole question of zone allowances. That
committee compiled a comprehensive report for
submission to the Federal Government and it is
still being promoted in an endeavour to improve
zone allowances for the people of Western
Australia. However, that matter was completely
overlooked in the comments made by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr Herzfeld: That would increase employment
too.

Mr Young: They are borrowing some of our
ideas.

Mr MacKINNON: Reference was made to the
timing of the construction of the airport. If ever a
Government spoke long and loudly and did its
level best to improve the airport in this State, it is
this one. As the Minister for Health just
indicated, the Leader of the Opposition borrowed
some of our ideas and tried to indicate t hat the
party he represents is the one leading the way
when, in truth, we are.

The Leader of the Opposition then said we
should give greater preference in Government
contracts in respect of apprentices. He did not say
whether such preference should be at the level of
10 per cent-it is 10 per cent today-ll1.5 per
cent, or 20 per cent.

Mr Parker: Your preferential term is not used
by a huge range of your departments.

Mr MacKINNON: If that is the case, the
member should raise it with me. He should
question me in the Parliament and I shall deal
with it. Indeed, that matter has been dealt with
already and he is aware of that.

The Leader of the Opposition has not provided
a cost estimate in relation to Government
preferences. He did not say whether it should be
10 per cent of 20 per cent. It was another vague
pre-election statement which he hoped would lead
people to believe there may be an increase.

Of course, he would then come back, as did his
colleague Cain, and say, "I am broke. I can't do
anything I said I would do, so I will whack up
probate duty" which, of course, was another
broken pre-election promise.

Similarly, he mentioned Bunbury and asked
why the steel fabricating industry there had
missed out on work from the Wagerup project. I
will give statistics to show that his remarks were
wrong. Industry in Bunbury has received $36

million worth of contracts from that project,
which represents 12.5 per cent of all contracts
gained by Western Australian companies on that
project. The member for Bunbury would agree, as
would the people of Bunbury. that everyone there
is grateful for the work they have gained and for
the assistance we have given many of the
companies to win those contracts. The steel
fabricators have shown initiative and we have
supported them in their endeavours. We will
continue to give them assistance.

I will not touch on all the comments made by
the Leader of the Opposition because time is
against me, but I will comment on his assertion
that our commitment to obtain the maximum
amount Of Contractual commitments from
projects here in Western Australia was a sham.
He gave four reasons to back his argument.
Firstly, he said the value of contracts includes the
value of steel imported from overseas. I do not
think that is the case and I indicated to him I
would check and make a statement to the House
accordingly. I do know that the Woodside project
involved a large amount of steel imported from
overseas, and in that case it was not included in
those statistics.

Secondly, he indicated that in those statistics
we should not show any work completed in WA
by a foreign-owned company, and I guess that
means companies from the Eastern States and
overseas. I think that is an absolutely ridiculous
stance for him to take. What is important is the
spending of money in this State, the people who
are employed in this State, the small
subcontractors and business people who gain work
from those contracts. This is what is important
and that is why we use the value oF the money
spent in this State.

I challenge the Leader of the Opposition to say
that, should his party ever get into government, he
would prevent companies like Vickers and
Chicago Bridge and Iron, which has done work in
Geraldton, from gaining contracts. Would he
prevent a company like Chicago Bridge and Iron
from entering into a project as it did with the
Geraldton Building Company?

Mr Parker: He didn't say that.
Mr MacKINNON: That is what he implied.

Would he do that to companies like H. Clough
John Perry? I challenge the Leader of the
Opposition, should he get into government, to
state publicly that he will stop those companies
obtaining work because they are not Western
Australian owned. What a ridiculous stance that
would be.

Mr Parker: He didn't say that.
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Mr MacKINNON: He implied it.
Thirdly, he said that the information we obtain

is from companies and we do not check it. That is
not true. The information is obtained from
companies but we do check the statistics to make
sure the work has been completed here. I can
assure members that if ever there is a case when
work cannot be completed here, the industrialists
are the first to point this out and we attempt to
ensure that does not happen.

The Leader of the Opposition said that we have
no enforcement of procurement policy. That is
correct. We do not have legal provisions to
enforce that, and I am glad. I will give an
example of what could happen if that were the
case. A contract was let for the Wagerup or
Worsley project to a Victorian company, and the
price bid was $6 million. A local company missed
out because its price was $8 million, 30 per cent
higher than the Victorian quote. Obviously the
Western Australian company was not quoiti.ng
correctly, especially when we take into account
the freight involved.

if we were to put such a clause in the contract,
especially when in that situation there were only
two bidders, the cost of the contract would go up
substantially, and in many instances that would
tip the project over the cliff and it would not be
completed in Western Australia. We would not
pursue a policy of legislative enforcement of those
provisions. I must say it is pleasing to hear that
the Opposition would pursue such a policy,
because obviously under a Labor Government
people such as those in Bunbury would see that
they would not get too many new projects off the
ground, especially resource-based projects.

I wonder why no Opposition member has
mentioned Canada tonight. It is obviously because
of the socialist policies being followed in Canada.

Mr Parker; It is a Liberal Government in
Canada.

Mr Young: It is conservative in Sweden and
socialist in Singapore. "What's in a name?" as
the bard said.

Mr MacKINNON: It is interesting to note that
Mr Wran in New South Wales had to introduce
legislation to ensure that 30 per cent of contracts
were completed in that State when we have
achieved a Figure of over 65 per cent. This shows
that our approach is far better.

The Leader of the Opposition said that we are a
Government of inaction; but we are doing an
awful lot. The Premier indicated what he and the
Minister for Resources Development are
endeavouring to do overseas. We are also trying
to encourage the purchase of Western Australian

products with our "Buy Local' campaign, which
is very successful. We are in the Eastern States
with an investment campaign, looking for people
to invest in this State.

Mr Bryce: Have any come across?
Mr MacKINNON: Clearly Opposition

members do not know that in business it takes
time to make a decision; people do not make
decisions overnight. When we went into this
commitment we said it would be a two-year
programme at a minimum. It will be continued by
us as the Government into next year. We are
assisting industries in this State to promote their
products in the Eastern States, such as at the
Orange Field Day, Expovin, and furniture
exhibitions. We are actively encouraging small
business in this State to develop markets overseas
and in the Eastern States.

Very importantly, the Leader of the Opposition
has never mentioned-not to my knowledge since
I have been in this House-what we as a
Government are doing and what the Opposition
might do about the industry in this country which
is the second largest employer of people in this
State. I refer to the tourist industry, the industry
for which the Leader of the Opposition has said
he would be responsible should his party gain
office. During his speech tonight he made no
comment about tourism, the industry which holds
the greatest of promise for this State, an industry
which this Government is getting behind and
supporting in the Eastern States and overseas to
the extent that our tourist figures this year are up
13 per cent in these difficult economic times. The
Gold Coast figures are down 30 per cent. This
lack of comment by the Leader of the Opposition
indicates his sincerity.

I had intended to explain what we have done in
the area of small business and how we have had
an 86 per cent improvement in the number of
companies being helped by Small Business
Advisory Service Ltd., and how it is improving
their work. We certainly reject the Opposition's
motion and I urge members to support the
amendment moved so ably by the Premier.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [9.49 p.m.]: I
support the proposition put forward by the Leader
of the Opposition and oppose the amendment
moved by the Premier. If anything could show
more clearly that this Government has abdicated
all responsibility in the economic area, it is the
wording of the amendment moved by the Premier.
It is wording which shows that the Premier wants
to lay the blame for the economic ills of this State
on either international events and international
economic circumstances or, alternatively, on
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unionists and wage earners in Western Australia
and Australia. They are the only two sectors he
blames for our economic ills.

The Government of this State and, for that
matter, the Government of this country, which
one would think have had at least a marginal
impact on the nature of the economic situation in
Western Australia, are not mentioned at all.i
Either problems associated with international
investors or Western Australian wage earners are
raised. This tactic is a variation of the old Zionist-
Communist conspiracy argument. We have not
had that trotted out tonight, although the member
For Mundaring who just tried to get the call may
well have intended to trot it out.

Mr Bryce: The member for Vasse would have
trotted it out.

Mr PARKER: If anything shows the
Government's lack of understanding of the
economy it is the amendment before the Chair, an
amendment which makes no mention whatsoever
of the role this Government plays in the economy
of this State. The amendment is an absolutely
extraordinary statement to come from the
Premier of this State, the man to whom the
people of this State naturally look for a lead.
After all, for the moment he is the leader of the
State. The statement made no mention of how he
or his Federal Liberal colleagues, who have the
same philosophies as he, will do anything about
the present economic situation. We have had
another example of Government members
throwing up their hands in horror and saying,
-It's terribly unfortunate, but it's these people at
fault, and there's nothing we can do about it."

We would be the last people to say that we will
produce economic miracles. We would be the last
to say international circumstances do not have an
impact on the economic situation in this State.
We would be the last to say that increases in
wages, prices, interest rates and other such things
do not have an impact on the economy of this
State. We acknowledge all those factors, but
make the point that if a group seeks to govern a
country or State and seeks the confidence of the
people to allow it to remain in Government, that
group must have some understanding or
perception of what the future holds for that
country or State; whereas this Government has
said through its Premier that it will sit back,
presumably, and wait until wage increases do not
occur or the international situation improves.

I make it quite clear that future international
economic situations will have a major impact on
this State. it would be ludicrous to say that will
not be the case. As the Deputy Leader of the

Opposition has said, it is refreshing that at least
some members opposite have come to that view. I
would acknowledge also that the level of wage
increases in relation to price increases and
inflation is a matter of concern, and that
relationship will have an impact on the future
economic development of Western Au~stralia. But
has the Government done anything about these
things?

This Government does not have a prices and
incomes policy. It does not have an incomes policy
at all. It has not taken the opportunity to speak to
unionists in an attempt to persuade them to
improve industrial relations, and it has not taken
the opportunity to speak to management and
request management to improve its industrial
relations practices. Not only has this Government
not had the ability or will to do these things, but
also it has appointed as Minister for Labour and
Industry a man who seems to have as his sole role
the responsibility of getting stuck into unions.
Such a course certainly is not conducive to
persuading unions to do anything to help the
economic situation.

By contrast, the State Parliamentary Labor
Party has put forward a number of policies for the
industrial area, policies it sees as capable of
achieving the goals which probably some of the
members opposite would share in terms of
rational increases in wages, and other rational
increases in costs, which the community could
withstand. We have rational social welfare and
taxation policies, and so on. The Labor Party has
put forward these policies, but the Liberals simply
have thrown up their hands in horror and said,
"There's nothing we can do about it." If they can
do nothing about the present economic situation
they should retire from the office in which they
should be able to do something about it so that
the people who do have the policies to do
something about it can carry out those policies in
their stead.

In the rhetoric over the performance in
Western Australia of the Liberal Party during the
past few years we hear quoted repeatedly the
levels of employment growth in this State.
Because I heard the Premier earlier this evening
once again trot out the alleged fact that this State
has had the highest employment growth rate of
any State in the country, I decided to check on
those statistics. I decided to determine whether
the statistics trotted out time and time again in
this House were true, and I found they were not.
That has been the case not merely for the last
year, but also for the last six years since this
Government promised before the 1976 election to
create 100 000 new jobs within seven years.
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The Premier of the day said that his
Government would achieve that result, although
one could not be blamed for thinking from what
the then Minister for Labour and Industry said at
the Town Hall that 100 000 jobs would be created
in 20 months. But that was something nobody
would take seriously anyway. As I have said, the
then Premier and his Ministers-most of the
same people are Ministers today-said they
would provide 100 000 jobs in seven years, but six
years have now passed and that figure has not
been reached, In 1976, 518 100 people were
employed in Western Australia, and as at June
1982. 572 300 people were employed in .this
State-54 200 more jobs. I doubt it is possible for
members opposite, and particularly the member
for Mundaring who has been so anxious to get to
his feet, to tell us how within the next 12 months
this Government will create an additional 50 000
jobs so as to reach the target of 100 000 jobs in
seven years.

Mr H-erzfeld: Have you seen the figures lately
for New South Wales over that same period?

Mr PARKER: I am about to compare those
figures which give the lie to what this
Government has been saying about the
employment growth rate in this State.

Mr Herzfeld: There would be no more than
50 000 extra jobs over there.

Mr PARKER: What this Government has been
saying about the Western Australian employment
growth rate simply has been untrue. The member
for Mundaring. even said that Karratha. would
have a population of 60 000 by this time.

Mr Herzfeld: That's not true; you are always in
the habit of putting words into my mouth.

Mr PARKER: I can show the member the
reference. Is his Government likely to create an
extra 50000 jobs within 12 months? I do not
think so and no-one on the other side has said that
it will. The Government will not achieve
anywhere near the target it set. It will be lucky to
achieve an extra 60 000 jobs over seven years,
which would be less than the increase that could
have been predicted on population growth rates at
the time the target was set. I have set out the true
position. The employment growth rate for the past
six years has been 10.64 per cent, or an average
annual rate of 1.7 per cent. That is the record of
this Government which promised in 1980 that
Western Australia would leap into the 1980s. In
fact, job opportunities in Western Australia are
starting to decrease in number. Looking at the
participation rate-that is, the percentage of the
labour force employed-it can be seen that it has
decreased dramatically. In 1976 when the Liberal

Party made its promise, 94.8 per cent of the
labour force was employed, but as at June 1982
only 92.7 per cent of the labour force was
employed.

The member for Mundaring asked me to refer
to the New South Wales statistics; I expected that
someone would. For the purposes of the record I
will do just that. In 3974, 2.09 million people
were employed in New South Wales, the time of
the Liberal Government in that State. In 1975,
2.058 million people were employed in that State
when again a Liberal Government was in power.
As at 30 June 1976, with a Liberal Government,
the figure went down to 2.057 million, and from
that time till the end of 1981 there has been a
increase to 2.241 million.

It means an increase of 183 600 in the number
of jobs since the ascension to power of the Wran
Government, and during the period of office of
the Wran Government there has been a 1.8 per
cent average annual increase in employment. That
is the record. Members might say there is not a
lot of difference between 1.7 or 1.8. per cent, but
when we talk about hundreds of thousands of
people, there is a lot of difference. If we had that
increase we would have been still better off in
unemployment statistics. The employment growth
record of the Wran Government in New South
Wales is better than that of the Court
Government, now the O'Connor Government,
here in Western Australia. That is the position. I
think it is about time that was set on the record so
that,' hopefully, the Government opposite will no
longer make the claim that it has the highest
growth rate of employment of any State in the
Commonwealth, because it simply is not true.

I do not know about the other States because I
did not take out those figures. Some may be
higher still if I acknowledged, for example, that
Queensland has had success in ensuring that its
over a period of time, far in excess of that in
Western Australia. In particular, when one breaks
down the statistics even further, one finds
Queensland has had success, in ensuring that its
economy has become much more diversified and
integrated.

I am involved with a superannuation fund
which invests large sums of money and uses a
couple of investment managers for that purpose,
and it is very interesting that the manager who
advises in respect of investment funds which are
invested in companies from all over Australia,
said that the economy the fund most wanted to
invest in was the Queensland economy because
the Government of that State had sufficiently
diversified the economy so that it was no longer
reliant simply on primary industry or resource
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industry. In fact, both of these completely
different companies were pulling out of
investment in Western Australia because they
thought the economic base of Western Australia
was far too narrow. It was based too much on the
rural sector and on the resource sector and there
had been no successful attempts by the Western
Australian Government to diversify the economy.
Those are the facts of the matter concerning
economic growth in this country.

Mr Laurance: Did you convince them to put
money into housing at low interest rates?

Mr PARKER: The policy of the fund of which
I am a trustee is that as a condition of investing
with those companies, the companies do in fact
increase their investment in Western Australia. I
hope that answers the question of the Minister for
Lands.

Mr Laurance: I hope you are successful.
Mr PARKER: The point I make is that even

the Government knows this State has the highest
unemployment rate in Australia, but it says it is
because of all these people coming in. The
Government Says, "We have the highest
employment growth rate." Using ABS statistics I
have shown that is simply untrue.

Let us look at some of the other aspects that
are mentioned in the motion, in the amendment
and by speakers opposite. The Minister for
Industrial, Regional and Commercial
Development referred to a cargo cult. If ever I
heard cheek, it is the Minister opposite referring
to a cargo cult. The Liberal Party in this State
has developed a cargo cult mentality in Western
Australia for as long as I can remember. It has
been saying, "Wait until the North-West Shelf
goes ahead; there will be a huge boom. Wait until
the iron ore industry goes ahead. Wait until the
jumbo steel mill goes ahead," etc. The cargo has
not arrived. It has been lost at sea or some other
place or other part of the world.

Mr Clarko: You keep going around digging up
the airfields so the cargo can't land. That is the
Labor Party policy. You have been doing that for
a decade.

Mr PARKER: What an absurd thing for the
Minister for Education to say-that the Labor
Party goes around digging up airfields.

Mr Clarko: Digging up the cargo cult airfields,
to continue your analogy.

Mr PARKER: It makes the Minister's role a
very strange one indeed.

Mr Clarko: In the three years you were in
Government you attracted only one industry to
Western Australia from outside the State-one!

Mr PARKER: The fact of the matter is that
this Government has not achieved any further
tndustrial development. It has made a lot Of
promises. Before the last election we heard about
smelters. Surprise, surprise! They are being
resurrected immediately before the coming
election. We heard about secondary processing in
the iron ore and steel industries. Surprise again!
They never Came to fruition before, but they are
being resurrected in the lead-up to the next State
election.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: A pie in the sky!
Mr PARKER: We heard about the great

development With BHP, the leader in the iron and
steel industry at Kwinana. What has happened is
that a substantial portion of that industry has
been closed down already. If one can believe the
worth-while journals-not the ordinary
newspapers-it is more than likely that the rest of
it will be closed down as well. That is this
Government's record: Record levels of
unemployment, levels three or four times higher
than those applicable during the time of the
Tonkin Labor Government in this State; the
highest rate of unemployment of any State in the
country at the moment, not the highest rate of
employment as claimed by the Government, as I
have shown briefly before. If anything, it shows
how eager the Government is to try to find
somebody other than itself to blame for the
economic mess we are in currently.

The Minister for Industrial, Regional and
Commercial Development said that Mr Trudeau
was a socialist. I have never heard anything as
astonishing as that statement. Mr Trudeau has
been a long-standing leader of the Liberal Party.
Of course, members opposite have more in
common with the Nationalist Party of South
Africa than they have with other international
Liberal Parties. I repeat: They have more in
common with the Nationalist Party of South
Africa. They say they are supporting increased
trade links with South Africa, and they oppose
Fraser's South African policies. The Minister
supports apartheid in South Africa.

Mr Laurance: No, I don't.
Mr Clarko: You support apartheid here.
Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: Don't be disgusting.
The S PEA K ER: Orde r!
Mr PARKER: I have never said I support

apartheid, and the Minister knows it. Members
opposite support trading with a country which
imposes apartheid and they oppose the Federal
Government policies of boycotting that regime.
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Mr Clarko: There are a lot of Aboriginal
policies today.

Mr PARKER: To return to the amendment
moved by the Premier, the Minister for
Industrial, Regional and Commercial
Development is prepared to get up here and quite
seriously describe Pierre Trudeau, the leader of
the Liberal Party of Canada, as a socialist.

Mr Shalders: Have a look at his policies and
see what he is!

Mr PARKER: Not even Joe Lewis, the leader
of the Progressive Conservative Party in Canada,
would describe Mr Trudeau as a socialist. No-one
would whether or not he agreed with him-and I
am not advocating Mr Trudeau's policies as I do
not know enough about them. Also, I am not in
the habit-

Mr Clarko: Did you listen to "AM" this
morning? A bloke suggested a scheme for
retirement.

Mr PARKER: -of supporting the policies of
leaders of Liberal Parties, but I would say that if
anything shows the quality of this Government, it
is the fact that members opposite can describe as
socialist someone who is patently not a socialist. It
reminds me of the member for Whitford who,
when put in a corner earlier today, thought of the
only epithet he could hurl at the Leader of the
Opposition, and in one word he called out
"Socialist!" as if that in some way was really an
insult which he could fling.

Mr Clarko: Of course it is an insult to call
someone a socialist.

Mr PARKER: That is what he called the
Leader of the Opposition, in fact, it showed the
low regard in which the member for Whitford is
universally held in this House.

This Government does not know anything
about managing the economy of this country. It
has refused to go along with the suggestions put
forward by the Labor Party which would improve
the economic situation of this country.

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) [10.10 p.mn.]: I
support the amendment moved by the Premier
and, in doing so, wish to make the observation
that it is the acknowledged job of the Opposition
in this parliamentary system to raise issues which
are of importance to the community.

It is the responsibility of the Oppositions to
question what the Government does and to offer
alternatives. Tonight, as we did last night, we
have observed the Opposition abase the privileges
of this House by exaggeration, by misleading us,
and by a lot of huffing and puffing, and provide
no credible alternative to the actions of the

Government. In the debate this evening we have
on the one hand a proven performance by the
Government over a long period, and on the other
hand a lot of hot air offered by the Leader of the
Opposition as an alternative to real achievement.

The Premier outlined the actions he has taken
since he has been Premier and we have noted the
record of performance of this Government over a
period of nine years.

Mr Bryce: Unemployment has increased
sevenfold.

Mr HERZFELD: We saw crocodile tears
from the Leader of the Opposition for school
leavers who have not been able to gain
employment. There would not be one person in
this House who would not feel concern for those
school leavers-about I5 per cent at the present
time-who are unable to find employment in the
current economic climate. What he did not say is
that these people are the victims of greed and of a
system which continues to chase more and more
money without any return. They are not chasing
only money, they are chasing better and better
conditions also, and that will add to the cost of
labour. The end result is that we are losing our
competitive edge in the world market place.

Mr Bryce: How do you feel about the wheelers
and dealers?

Mr HERZFELD: It has been acknowledged,
with this amendment and by many speakers on
this side of the House, that the economic
problems arc to a great extent due to the state of
the world economy.

Mr Bryce: Plus the incompetence of
Governments.

Mr HERZFELD: When our economy depends
on exports of rural produce, mining produce, etc.,
for the bulk of its income, it is common sense that
our economy will be affected if there is a
downturn internationally.

Mr Parker: It wasn't the case five to eight years
ago.

Mr HERZFELD: The state of the economy
five to six years ago was quite different from the
state of the economy today.

Mr Bryce: That is before you messed it up.

Mr HERZFELD: In that five to six years,
more than 50 000 new jobs have been created in
this State, as a result of positive Government
action to encourage investment in resources
development in areas in this State. We said we
would create that over a seven-year period.

Mr Parker: You have had six of that now.
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Mr HERZFELD: All sorts of things have been
said, but I am concerned about these victims of
greed. I have not heard the Opposition say
anything in defence of the young unemployed.
Nothing positive has been said and no positive
policies, which could be implemented to help
them obtain employment, have been offered.
Have we ever heard one unionist offer to
ameliorate his demand for additional charges and
conditions to try to help these people get a job?

Mr Bryce: What about the employer?
Mr HERZFELD: In the last few days we have

seen one of these extravagant demands met by
employers in the oil industry in the Eastern
States. People who are highly paid and working
35 hours a week are now being given an extra
payment for hospital insurance and medical
insurance. What justification is there for that?

M r B ryce: You a re a grea t convert.
Mr HERZFELD: It is a disgrace that these

people do not care one iota about the young
unemployed.

I have spoken about our performance and will
now outline what the Opposition offers the people
of Western Australia as an alternative policy. The
Minister for Industrial, Commercial and Regional
Development ran through a number of points and
dealt with them very well; but he missed one or
two and I would like to refer to them.

The Leader of the Opposition said that one of
the alternative policies he would offer to help
create employment was to increase zone
allowances in the north. Heaven forbid! How
would that help employment in this State? How
would it help the unemployed? It would do
nothing for the people out of work.

Mr Parker: You are opposed to the increase in
zone allowances?

Mr HIERZFELD: I am not opposed to that; I
am questioning the contention that it would
increase job opportunities in this State.

Mr Parker: You are saying the increase will put
many people out of work?

Mr HERZFELD: Yes, it would reduce our
competitiveness.

Mr Brian Burke: Don't you understand
anything about employment mobility?

Mr HERZFELD: I understand a lot.
Mr Brian Burke: I don't think you understand

anything.
Mr HERZFELD: Tell me how increasing zone

allowances will create one extra job in this State.
Mr Brian Burke: I don't know whether you

understand about encouraging people into areas

where employment may be available by making it
easier for them to persist in those areas.

Mr HERZFELD: What you are saying is
people who are unemployed do not want to work.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know whether or not
they want to work.

Mr HERZFELD: Why do not they go up
there?

Mr Brian Burke: Because the disadvantages in
those areas are great. Do you want me to explain
or not?

Mr HER.ZFELD: The Leader of the
Opposition is talking a lot of nonsense and I will
not let him delay me. Another suggestion he made
to create employment was to provide more funds
to build more roads. Again, it shows how little he
knows about road construction because if ever
there was a capital-intensive industry, it is road
building-it is all done by machines.

One can spend millions of dollars and employ
only half-a-dozen people to build roads, so that
will not help the situation either. As the Minister
said, Opposition members are making many
promises; they want to spend more money and
reduce taxes, without saying where the money will
come from.

Mr Bryce: Tax evasion is not the main source.
Mr HERZFELD: It reminds Me Of the

performance of members of his ik when they
have been given a chance to take the reints of
government.

Several members interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: Performance is what it is all

about.
Several members interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: I would like to refer to

taxation in that disaster State of New South
Wales. Recently, an ABS publication called
-Taxation Revenue in Australia 1980-81" was
released and at the back of it are some interesting
figures which compare taxation and charges,
State by State, and individual taxes collected by
the States are listed.

I went through the exercise of reducing the
figures to a per capita basis so I could compare
each State. The result is very interesting. In 1980-
81 the taxes and charges collected in Western
Australia by the Western Australian Government
totalled £363 per person-man, woman and child.
In New South Wales in the same year, 1980-81,
the total was $464 per person.

Mr Parker: Do you think they included the
three per cent levies for the water board and the
SEC?
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Mr HERZFELD: Those taxes are included.

Mr Parker: The three per cent levies for the
water board and the SEC?

Mr HERZFELD: Yes, I am sure they are
included, but the member for Fremantle may
check the figures.

The people of New South Wales collectively
pay an additional $500 million a year over and
above what they would have to pay if they were
taxed and charged at the same rate as the people
of Western Australia. That is how disadvantaged
they are.

Let us have a look at individual taxes. For
instance, people in NSW pay one-third more per
capita for land tax than people in this State. Look
at the collections from gambling-people in NSW
pay three times more than we pay; and do not tell
me that we should collect more, because very
dollar we collect from the people of this State is a
dollar they do not have as disposable income.
When another dollar is taken away from them the
Government is faced with the problem of finding
more money to support them on welfare.

Mr Davies: What are you quoting from?
Mr HERZFELD: I will give the member for

Victoria Park the number of the publication. It is
5506.0 and it is tidled "Taxation Revenue in
Australia, 1980-81". I have taken out the figures
against each type of tax and charge collected by
each of the States, and in each instance the per
capita collections in New South Wales are
considerably higher than those in this State. This
is an indication of what happens when we have
people of the ilk of members opposite in
Government and managing the State's affairs.
The Figures are in this document and are quite
irrefutable. The Wran Government, having
emptied the State's coffers, having run up huge
deficits and having sold half its assets, has now
had to increase charges substantially.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: You asked me where the

money might come from-the Chief Secretary,
who is also the Minister for Recreation, has spent
four times the department's allocation on
advertising.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: Four times the Budget

allocation, I understand!

Mr HERZFELD: It is helpful to have the
Opposition's attitude recorded to show how
seriously it has treated this debate. The
Opposition's concern for the people it talks about
is absolutely nil.

The amendment moved by the Premier is far
more accurate than the motion moved by the
Opposition. The motion is so loaded with
inaccuracies that the Leader of the Opposition
should be embarrassed to have his name
associated with it. He talked about the record
levels of unemployment. That is not correct.

Mr Parker: What is not record levels of
unemployment?

Mr HERZFELD: Unemployment levels were
higher before the member for Fremantle was ever
thought of.

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: I am talking about

inaccuracies. The House cannot support a motion
that is not accurate.

Mr O'Connor: It is not accurate.
Mr HERZFELD: It talks about persistently

high and accelerating rates of inflation.
Several members interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: When the Labor Federal

Government went out of office in 1975 the
inflation rate was running at 19 per cent. That is
something they were supposed to be proud of.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HERZFELD: At that time the inflation

rate was miles higher than anywhere else in the
world.

Mr Parker: What a lot of nonsense.
Mr HERZFELD: The motion refers to the

declining levels of investment. That is not true.
There is investment every day. Members would
have heard the Premier refer to the £2 million in
relation to the North-West Shelf alone and to
Alcoa in the south-west, despite the fact that the
Opposition tried to destroy the latter project some
years ago.

Mr Parker: When did we try to destroy it?
Mr HERZFELD- The member for Fremantle

was not a member of Parliament at that time and
he would not recall the debates in this House.

Mr Parker: I remember them.
Mr HERZFELD: The Opposition tried to

torpedo the project and similar projects which
hopefully, with the Premier's courage and
foresight, will be able to be launched in this State
shortly.

As for the final part of the motion, it is
definitely inaccurate. To suggest that the State
and Federal Liberal Parties have contributed
significantly to the contraction of economic
activity in this State is absolute nonsense. The
economic activity in this State is the result of

2104



[Wednesday, 4 August 1982]110

successive Liberal Governments aver the past-war
years.

The amendment to the motion far more
accurately depicts the current situation.

Several members interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: I have no hesitation in

supporting the amendment because of the
inaccuracies in the original motion.

MR EVANS (Warren) [10.28 p.m.]: I am
indebted to the Leader of the Opposition for
moving the motion he moved so successfully this
evening. It has given me the opportunity to make
reference to several facets which I think need
some elaboration and some clarification, in view
of the statements that have been made from the
other side of the House this evening.

The motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition lists five indicators which are helping
to cause the deterioration of the state of the
economy in Western Australia. Of couse, they
include the record levels of unemployment, the
unprecedented levels of interest rates, the
persistently high and accelerating level of
inflation, and the record levels of bankruptcy; and
reference has been made also to the declining
levels of investment. I am not less than astounded
at the Premier's temerity and gall in moving the
amendment that he moved and in the terms he
used. To that extent there is need for him to
become aware of the general state of the
economy, especially in the areas with which I am
most familiar, as is the somnolent member for
another electorate fairly close to mine.

The existing levels of unemployment and trends
are mirrored very closely in the south-west,' and in
a public statement only last week the Mayor of
Bunbury indicated what he thought and how he
saw the situation for the area around Bunbury.

The situation in the timber mills a little further
south in my electorate of Warren is grave, to say
the least. Men have been laid off in mills around
Manjimup and Pemberton. At one large, modern
mill the men have opted to work a four-day week
to obviate the necesssity for retrenchments. That
is to their credit. It is a tribute to them and it
shows a splendid attitude and spirit have been
adopted. To make matters worse more than 50
men have been retrenched in the only mine in the
area. That was the result of the downturn in the
world mineral market, so we cannot readily blame
the State Government for that. However, I think
the Government might have some responsibility to
do something about the plight of the men who
have lost their jobs.

There is a photograph of a wvell known social
worker priest on the front page of the local paper

in that area, the Warren-Blackwood Times. The
photograph shows him in the midst of a heap of
fruit, potatoes, and other produce which he and a
committee have gathered for distribution to the
unemployed. That is the situation that is
emerging. What mare does the Government
want-soup kitchens, which have been set up in at
least one other State? I do not think the
deterioration of the overall social and economic
situation can be brought home more graphically
than that.

I want to refer to the Australian employment
figures for the comparative months of June 1981
and 1982. They show that Western Australia is in
a disastrous situation. In June 1981, the
percentage of unemployed in the Australian work
force was 5.2, while in June 1982, it was 6.6. In
Western Australia the situation has deteriorated
more dramatically. In May 1981 in Western
Australia 10 persons were unemployed for each
job vacancy. In May 1982 this had risen to almost
19 persons unemployed per job vacancy.

The number of unemployed in the June
quarter, 1981, was 8 200. In the June quarter
1982, th figure was 10 900, an increase of 2 700
or 32.'9 per cent. That is the record the
Government is trying to defend, and it has come
out with some lamentable propositions.

I turn now to the proposition put forward by
the Premier in his amendment. In effect, he is
blaming the international recession.

Mr O'Connor: Your leader also blamed it.
Mr EVANS: The Premier also blamed wages

and hours claims. He does not apportion any
percentage to either of those factors. That is why
I say he shows an astonishing gall and temerity in
putting forward that proposition. He does not say
where wages have Fitted into the overall economic
situation. In the Western Farmer and Grazier of
I5 July 1982 he put forward a similar proposition.
He said-

The internal prices reflect two kinds of
escalating costs. First, rising wages and
shorter hours; and second, heavy protection
given to certain industries, mainly in the
other States.

The Premier is blaming wages and hours, but
transferring the other component to the heavy
protection given to certain industries. He is not
consistent in his apportionment of blame.

I refer now to wage escalation in the
perspective of the economy of Western Australia.
The increase in the Consumer Price Index in
Perth last year was 11.6 per cent. The increase in
the minimum weekly wage in the mining industry
was 6.8 per cent, in shipping 7.1 per cent, and in
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the building industry 10 per cent. So 33 per cent
of wage increases were above the level of inflation
and 66 per cent were below. That has always been
the way. Wages consistently have been behind the
increase in the cost of living. No attempt has been
made to rectify that situation to bring about
parity.

In today's Daily News an item about a phone-
in session held this morning bears full testimony
to the findings of the Henderson report. It is
headed, "15 pc in WA 'are poor' ". By "poor", it
means they are below the poverty line. It goes
on-

An estimated 15 per cent of WA's
population, or 190 000 people, live in poverty.

Thai does not account for those who are just
above the poverty line, and Henderson would say
it would be something of the order of 20 per cent.
The poverty line in this case is set at $178 weekly
income for a family with two children and a house
mortgage, and $94 for a single person. It is
certainly not exorbitant and the poverty line is in
accordance with the standards we expect to find
in Western Australia now as a developed part of
the western world. For the Premier to turn around
and blame the demands of catch-up wages is
grossly unfair, to say the least, to those who can
least afford to bear the financial sacrifices they
are being called upon to make.

Why single out those people to make the
sacrifice? There was a call last night for people to
work a 50-hour week if they could not meet their
mortgage repayments. If the peasants have not
got bread, give them cake, I suppose.

Mr Clarko: How many hours a week do you
work-over 50?

Mr Brian Burke: Not long these days!
Mr O'Connor: Do you work only when we are

sitting here? We work away from here also.
Mr Brian Burke: We work away from here, yes.

Mr O'Connor: If you work fewer than 50 hours
a week, you would amaze me.

Mr Brian Burke: 1 don't!
Mr EVANS: The poor sick little Minister

opposite-
Mr Clarko: That is not true-I am none of

those!
Mr Brian Burke: The rich healthy Minister!
Mr EVANS: The large Minister opposite, if he

wants me to be pedantic and precise, seems to
forget that in this modern industrial age much of
the work available has become very repetitious
and soul-destroying. This has happened in many
cases because of automation, and to inflict a 50-

hour week on many workers would be similar to
sending them to "H" block.

Mr Brian Burke: The member for Nedlands.
has a definite plan to increase work. Everybody is
going to work 50 hours. We are talking about
jobs-he is talking about work.

Mr EVANS: That demonstrates the mentality
of members opposite, if they wish to condemn
people to that type of repetitious work. This is
going back to the Dickensian age-the industrial
revolution was fought about this very matter.

Mr Clarko: You evaded the question of how
many hours you work. It has done you no harm
apart perhaps from turning your hair grey and
spoiling your sense of humour!

Mr EVANS: The Minister should talk!
We heard a great deal about what the

Government has done. I do not know whether its
members expected a round of applause. However,
if the Government is judged on the results it has
achieved, it is a dismal failure. It is slipping more
and more deeply into a financial mess. How dare
Government members stand up and attempt to
claim credit for what they have done? They have
not done a thing except to get us into a Worse
mess with every passing year. That is the
achievement of this Government. I am only sorry
that the Premier has left the Chamber because I
would have liked to tell him that and to give a few
illustrations.

The Premier trumpeted loudly about his
balanced Budget. He achieved that balanced
Budget largely by subterfuge and rather peculiar
accounting methods.

Members opposite have referred to wage
restraint, but none of them mentioned price
control or a similar mechanism. No, they believe
that wages should drag behind rising costs by
three to six months, and by years in the case of
pensioners. That does not matter to Government
members, but they will not try to find some way
to establish a fair and proper price mechanism.

What has that great socialist Premier of New
Zealand (Mr Muldoon) done? He has brought
about some economic changes that very few
socialist countries would attempt. Even the much
criticised Mr Whitlamn would not have attempted
to make the changes Mr Muldoon has made, but
we have not heard a word about that.

Mr Old: It is not doing him a power of good.

Mr EVANS: I have indicated that the timber
industry is in a desperate state. The timber
industry and the building industry are ready
indicators of our economic situation. Unless there
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is an injection of funding into these industries, the
outlook for them is, to say the least, very gloomy.

For the 12 months ending March 1981, 6672
loans were approved for the construction of
dwellings. For the 12 months to March 1982,
5 892 loans were approved-a fall of 780 or I1I
per cent.

For the 12 months ending March 1981, the
value or loans for the construction of dwellings in
WA was $183.9 million. For the next 12 months
until March 1982, the value of loans for the
construction of dwellings was $164.8 million-a
fall of $19.1 million or 10.4 per cent. So unless we
can find a way to inject funds into the building
industry-having regard, of course, for interest
rates and matters of that kind as well as the
availability of funds-I cannot see the timber
industry getting out of its plight. What we need is
a building programme financed by the State
Government in one of the ways suggested last
night by the member for Dianella when he moved
the motion relating to housing, or in one of the
ways mentioned tonight by the Leader of the
Opposition.

One of the reasons for the shortage of available
funds can be traced back to new federalism. We
heard new federalism heralded in this very
Chamber as a triumph by the predecessor of the
present Premier. What an achievement new
federalism was, he claimed, without telling us that
the revenue component of the Federal funds had
been eroded. As he was told at that time, and as
he should be reminded every day that this
Chamber sits, the lost component cost the State
dearly. How he could ever fall for the three card
trick, let alone seek applause for what he did, is
almost beyond belief.

The Federal Government is of the same ilk as
members opposite, and it has brought about a
fiscal policy aimed at one thing-the containment
of inflation. It has been aimed badly, because it
has not been successful. The Federal Government
has attempted to contain inflation at the expense
of employment-that is the deliberate cold, hard
truth. The Federal Government and Government
members opposite allowed that to happen. We are
told, "We have complained to Canberra; we have
taken up the Fight", while all the time they have
worked hard to keep that Government in power.
They have an affinity with the ideology of Federal
Government members, and they support them
wherever possible. It is poppycock and nonsense
for Government members opposite to say that
they are rectifying the situation. They are part of
a dismal failure of a Government which has gone
from failure to failure. Roll on 1983 and an
additional 14 per cent!

MR 1. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [10.47 p.m.];
There can be no doubt but that the people of
Australia and the people of this State are paying
the price of conservative economic policies,
conservative economic policies that have dragged
this State and this country down to the level we
are at today. There is no excuse for a nation such
as Australia and a State such as Wesern
Australia to have to bear the economic
consequences of the policies adopted by this
Government and its friends at the Federal level.

What price are Australians and Western
Australians paying for this? At the risk of putting
a few more members to sleep, I will take the
opportunity to go through some of the statistics to
show the real price we are paying for the
Government's economic policies. Prior to the last
four years, Australia's consumer prices increased
at a very low rate. However, we now find that
Australia has a rate of inflation which is higher
than the rate of the average of its OECD
partners. In fact, the Australian rate of inflation
is now in the vicinity of 10.4 per cent, whereas the
average of its OECD partners is 8.4 per cent.

WA had the lowest rate of inflation of any of
the States. This is apparent if one looks at the
Consumer Price Index for Perth over recent
years-in fact, until June 1981. But what has
happened between June 1981 and June 1982?
Perth has gone from the capital city with the
lowest rate of increase in prices to the capital city
with the highest rate. In the 12 months to June
1982, Perth's prices increased by 11.2 per cent,
compared with the national average wage increase
of 10.4 per cent.

We should be in no doubt that the rate of
increase is accelerating; and we have cause for
concern about the prices we must pay for the
goods and services available in our community. At
the same time, these prices, as measured by the
Consumer Price Index, do not include such vital
components as the interest charged on mortgages,
consumer credit charges, and also the price paid
for the purchase of land for housing. Therefore,
the CPI we look at is not really a correct
reflection of the real increase in prices in our
community.

When we turn to unemployment in Australia,
we find that in 1981 the unemployment level was
5.2 per cent of the work force; it is now 6.6. per
cent of the work force. In Western Australia, the
Figures are even more disturbing. In 198 1, we had
32 400 people unemployed, or 5.4 per cent of the
work force. We find now that the latest figures
show that we have 45 000 people unemployed in
Western Australia, or 7.3 per cent of the work
force, and youth unemployment represents over
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25 per cent of that total. Therefore, we have a
situation in which unemployment in Western
Australia has gone from the position where we
were one of the best States to ranking third worst
of the States. The only States with unemployment
rates worse than ours are South Australia and
Tasmania.

Job vacancy rates have fallen from 10
unemployed persons per job vacancy to the

stainwhere we now find that 19 persons are
unemployed for every job vacancy available in
Western Australia today. Therefore,
unemployment is on the increase; and that means
real hardship for the people in our community.

The young people have been mentioned tonight
already; but this affects not just the young people.
It affects the older people and the middle-aged
executives who find they no longer have jobs.
What chance have they of moving back into the
work force? They are put on the waste heap by
the economic policies adopted by this Government
and the Federal Government.

We have to look only at the rate of
bankruptcies. Already tonight the member for
Morley has mentioned the number of
bankruptcies in small businesses in this
community. However, I predict that the number
will increase, further. High interest rates are
strangling the business community; and I am
quite certain that in the next year or so we will
find that some of the large corporate
enterprises-some of the really big employers in
our community-will find themselves on the brink
of bankruptcy, or even being forced into
bankruptcy by the economic policies adopted by
Governments, Stare and Federal, in the Liberal
Party mould.

Proof of the inefficiency of Government
economic policy can be found in the statistics. In
1981, the industrial production in Australia, as
measured by the Australian Bureau of Statistics,
actually Fell for the first time in many years, and
we are looking at a further fall in 1982. We have
the situation where the prices of industrial
produce of Australia-the commodity prices for
metals, minerals, fabrics, and rood-have all
fallen away. Not all of that, of course, can be
blamed on the Federal Government or even on
this State Government; but we must take into
account those falls in price.

Mr P. V. Jones: You said not all of the
commodity prices falling can be blamed on the
Governments. Can any of it be blamed on the
Governments?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The price that we must
pay for our overseas exports in the primary

produce area can be blamed to some extent on the
Australian Government. For instance, the
Government should be palying a greater role in
making sure that we obtain a better price for iron
ore. It should make sure that when the producers
go overseas, they do not compete with one another
in trying to sell their tron ore. The Government
should make certain that when we go to Japan,
we do as the Japanese do, and work together to
ensure we obtain the best possible deal.

We have had two consecutive falls in non-farm
gross domestic product. We have seen falls in the
December quarter of 1981 and in the March
quarter of 1982. It is generally recognised by
economists that when we have two consecutive
Calls in the non-farm GDP, we are in the midst of
a recession. We are in the midst of a recession
now, and some of the policies and some of the
effects of that recession were covered in the
debate last night.

I1
Retail sales in Australia also have fallen away.

We know that in Western Australia retail sales
fell by over 12 per cent in real terms in the 12
months to December 1981. Our retailers are
going through real hardship at the moment. The
domestic final demand is slowing down; the
private sector investment has become weaker; and
Government expenditure is falling away.

I thought it only right during the debate to
include an element to give us an idea of how
people other than politicians think about what is
happening in Australia today. I believe that the
Commonwealth Hank is a neutral observer of our
economy. What does the Commonwealth Bank
say about what is going to happen in Australia
over the next 12 months ? When it comes to
interest rates, it suggests that despite falls in
overseas interest rates we have little prospect of a
substantial reduction in long-term interest rates in
Australia. In terms of the balance of payments in
1982 and 1983, it is just a continuation of a grave
weakness in our current account when rthe
Commonwealth relies on capital inflow to
maintain overall stability. In relation to the
external sector, the Commonwealth Bank suggests
that the GDP will grow at the rate of only one per
cent. However, the most recent statistics suggest
that there is little chance of growth in the GDP in
real terms.

The Commonwealth Bank suggests also that we
will see little or no growth in non-dwelling
construction and investment in Australia. If there
is no such growth, and if all these other things do
come to pass, we will have cause for concern, We
have cause for concern now because the Federal
Government and this State Government do not
appear to recognise the difficulties we will face in
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the next year. If they are not prepared to
recognise them-and speakers from the other side
of the House appeared to say tonight that they do
not recognise them-how is it possible for them to
come up with the answers to Overcome the
problems?

The first thing the Government must do is
recognise the problem. If it does not recognise the
problem, how can we expect it to provide the
answers? The Government will not provide the
answers. Government. as practised by the Liberal
Party throughout Australia, is defunct because it
is government based on outmoded monetary
policies that will not work and which have not
worked for seven years. in fact, over those seven
years, the Australian economy has become worse
and worse. It is high time that the Government in
Canberra and the Government here worked
together and came up with some realistic
economic policies along the lines suggested by the
Leader of the Opposition tonight.

I turn now to some of the points mentioned by
the Leader of the Opposition. One in particular
related to the so-called State Report-the
dishonest, corrupt State Report that we see
published by this Government at the expense of
the taxpayers. During the course of his speech,
the Leader of the Opposition mentioned that in
the last Stale Report-in fact, the edition of 12
July-the Premier suggested that in the last 10
years, while national output has risen by only one-
third, wages have been multiplied by four. During
the course of mentioning those factors, the Leader
of the Opposition gave the Premier the
opportunity to reject that statement, or at least to
explain what was meant in the State Report. The
Premier said, "l will reply when I get to my feet."
He said later on, "Ij will reply in due course"; and
he suggested that it was -the most dishonest
statement that he had heard.

However, when the Premier got to his feet- it
is a pity he is not here now, because he might
have taken the opportunity to rebut what the
Leader of the Opposition said-he made no
reference whatsoever to the statement of the
Leader of the Opposition. I am quite certain the
Premier was unable to rebut what the Leader of
the Opposition said, because it contained the
truth, and the contents of the State Report were
untrue and misled the community.

It is disturbing to think that the taxpayers'
money is being used to publish this untrue
propaganda about our economy. The Leader of
the Opposition mentioned the problem of
including the value of steel in contracts dealt with
by the Government to the extent that. a certain
proportion of those contracts shall come into this

State. The Minister for Industrial, Commercial
and Regional Development said he was aware of
the matter and would explain the situation when
he got to his feet. However, he also made no
attempt to do so. It is a pity he is not here to
explain what is going on.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to the
fact that the developers provide the information
on which the Department of Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development bases its
estimates of the input of State moneys in the
contracts which have been let. The Minister said
he would answer that when he got to his feet, but,
of course, he did not do so.

Before concluding, I return to the point I
mentioned earlier in relation to the State Report
which was published on 12 July. The Leader of
the Opposition gave the Premier the opportunity
to refute the accusation in that report that in 10
years, while national output has risen by only one-
third, wages have multiplied four times. The
Leader of the Opposition said that was untrue and
compared like with unlike.

The Premier said he would explain the position
when he got to his feet. He now has the
opportunity to explain it if he wishes to do so. The
silence from the Premier is quite deafening,
because he cannot explain it. He knows as well as
we do that that statement was untrue and,
therefore, should not have been included in a
report published at the taxpayers' expense.

I support the motion moved by the Leader of
the Opposition and suggest it is high time the
Federal Government and the Government of this
State came to grips with what is happening in our
economy. If they cannot do so, I assure them that,
in 1983. Labor Governments at both State and
Federal levels will come to grips with it and will
ensure the rate of inflation is reduced and the
people of Western Australia have the opportunity
to work.

Adjournment of Debate

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [11.04 p.m.]: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and a division taken with the
following result-
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M r Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
M r Terry Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Evans

Ayes
Mr Rushton
Mr CoyneF
Mr Blaikile
Mr Shalders
Dr Dadour
Mr Watt

Motion thus passed.
Debate adjourned.

Ayes 25
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

Noes I5
Mr Harman
Mr Jamiesn
M rT. H. Jones
Mr Parker
M r A. 0 . Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hodge
Mr Grill
Mr Carr
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

COAL MINE WORKERS (PENSIONS)
AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr P. V. Jones

(Minister for Mines), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Mines) [ 11.07 P.M.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bill before members is for the purpose of
introducing early retirement into the coalmining
industry and allowing administrative personnel to
use their expertise in the industry beyond the now
compulsory retiring age of 60 years.

The arduous nature of the work in the
coalmining industry was acknowledged in 1943
with the introduction of a 60 year compulsory
retirement scheme, and although, over the years,
mechanisation has reduced the manual effort, the
duties of a coalminer are still quite demanding.

This Bill is designed to meet the needs of the
coalmining industry today by introducing 58-year
optional retirement for all men and allowing those
persons eligible to be members of the Association
of Colliery Management or covered by division
"A" of the colliery staff award 1955, the added
option, with the agreement of the colliery, to
extend their working lives to 62 years.

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

Burke (Leader of the Opposition).

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF
TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup-Minister for
Education) [11. 10 p.mn.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
On 17 June this year the Government announced
its decision relating to the provision of educational
facilities in the eastern goldfields region. This
decision outlined the establishment of the
Kalgoorlie college and changes to the WA School
of Mines.

The School of Mines will remain a part of
WAIT, but its status will be enhanced through
the creation of a board of management which will
give it the status of a branch of WAIT. The board
will have an appropriately broad-based
membership and a significant degree of
independence in the management of the school. In
addition, its responsibilities will include resource
allocation and staffing of the school and advising
the WAIT council on all mining-related courses
provided by WALT, regardless of where they are
taught.

The Bill is aimed at amending the existing
WAIT legislation in order to provide a framework
within which the School of Mines board-and I
might add the board of any other branch which
also may be created within WAIT-may perform
its functions adequately.

Briefly the Bill expands the provisions of the
WAIT Act to WAIT branches and specifies
continuation of the School of Mines as a branch
of WAIT; obligation for the WAIT council to
gazette the establishment of such branches; the
functions of the board of such branches, with an
emphasis on increased status for branches; and
the membership of the board, which is to
comprise 14 people, eight being appointed by the
Minister, drawn from a wide variety of areas,
including the branch.

The above provisions are reinforced by
provisions which specify that the board of any
branch shall have one of its members on the
WAIT council, and that reports on its operations
submitted by WAIT to the Minister shall
incorporate reports made by branch boards to the
institute.

In addition the Bill includes a further
amendment to the principal Act. The amendment
which relates to the appointment or election of
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members to the WAIT council is not directly
relevant to the provisions relating to branches of
the institute, but it is desirable to include it,
particularly as the new division 2A of the Act will
include a corresponding provision with respect to
a board.

Icommend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr 1. F.

Taytor.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
111. 13 p.m.): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
4.30 p.m. Tuesday, 10 August.

Question nut and a division taken with the
following result-

A'
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
M r G rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

N
Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Evans

Ayes
Mr Rusbton
Mr Coyne
Mr Blailcie
Mr Shalders
Dr Dadour
Mr Watt
Question thus passed.

yes 25
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Sibson
M r Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
M r Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wiltiams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

oesl15
Mr Harman
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Parker
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr H-odge
Mr Grill
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Carr
Mr Gordon Hill

(eller)

(Teller)

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
ORDINARY

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
[11. 16 p.m.]: 1 move-

That the House do now adjourn.
The SPEAKER: The question is, "That the

motion be agreed to." All those in favour say
"Aye".

Government members: Aye.
The SPEAKER: All those against say "No".

Mr Brian Burke: No.
The SPEAKER: I think the ayes have it.
Mr Brian Burke: Divide.
The SPEAKER: Division called for. Ring the

bells.
The bells were rung.
The SPEAKER:. Order! I direct that the bells

be stopped from ringing. As I recall, there was
only one voice for the "Noes", and Standing
Orders are clear on this point; where there is only
one voice a division cannot be taken.

Paint of Order
Mr BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I am afraid that

you did not hear my voice.
Government members interjected.
Mr BARNETT: Unquestionably I heard my

leader say "No" and I certainly voted against the
motion.

The SPEAKER: Order! I did not hear more
than one voice, so just to test the question to see
whether my hearing is right I will put the
question again.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Question put and a division taken with the

following result-
Ayes 25

Mr Clarko Mr Mensaros
Mr Court Mr O'Connor
Mr Cowan Mr Old
Mrs Craig Mr Sibson
MT Crane Mr Sodeman
Mr Grayden Mr Spriggs
Mr Grewar M r Stephens
Mr Hassell Mr Trethowana
Mr Herzfeld Mr Tubby
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Williams
Mr Laurance Mr Young
Mr MacKinnon Mr Nanovich
Mr McPharlin (Teller)

Noes 15
Mr Barnett Mr Harman
Mr Bertram Mr Jamieson
Mr Bridge Mr T. H . Jones
Mr Bryce Mr Parker
Mr Brian Burke Mr A. D. Taylor
M r Terry Burke Mr I. F. Taylor
Mr Davies Mr Bateman
Mr Evans

Ayes
Mr Rushton
Mr Coyne
Mr Blaikie
Mr Shalders
Dr Dadour
Mr Watt

Pairs
NoDes

Mr Hodge
Mr Grill
Mr Carr
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)

Question thus passed.
House adjourned at 11.19,p.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
LIQUOR: BEER

Eastern States Product

919. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:

(1) In view of the ever-increasing price of
beer in Western Australia, including the
expected increase again in the near
future, what restrictions would apply to
an interested party who wishes to
transport canned Eastern States beer to
be sold at a far cheaper cost than
Western Australian canned beer?

(2) What restrictions would apply to such a
party wishing to set up its own selling
outlets or outlets in Western Australia?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The Liquor Act does not impose
restrictions on the import of canned beer
from outside Western Australia.

(2) The appropriate licence according to the
type of selling outlet, issued by the
Licensing Court, would be required.

CONSUMER PRICE INDEX

Items Excluded

920. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

(1) Is it fact that items to be excluded from
the new Consumer Price Index regimen
were made available to relevant State
Government departments for comment?

(2) if "Yes", which departments?

(3) Will he detail the recommendations in
respect of the inclusion of any of the
following items-

(a) housing mortgage interest;
(b) consumer credit charges;

(c) land purchased for housing;
(d) watches and jewellery;

(c) subscriptions to clubs and trade
unions;

(f) veterinary services;
(g) legal services;

(h) optical services;
(i) gambling?

Mr O'CO NNOR replied:

(1) Relevant State Government departments
were advised that the Australian Bureau
of Statistics had made certain decisions

as a result of the bureau's review of the
Consumer Price Index. The departments
were given an opportunity to attend a
briefing session in July this year where
these decisions were outlined by bureau
officers.

(2) The departments which attended the
briefing session were Treasury, the
Department of Industrial Development
and Commerce, the Department of
Resources Development, the
Department of Labour and Industry,
and the Education Department.

(3) (a) to (i) The particular items listed
were not included in the previous
Consumer Price Index regimen and
the Bureau of Statistics, in the
course of its review of the
Consumer Price Index, concluded
that technical difficulties of
measurement precluded them being
included in the new regimen.
However, the bureau is continuing
its investigations to determine
whether it is practicable to widen
the regimen in the next review of
the CPI in about five years' time.
The State departments expressed
concern at the briefing session at
the continued exclusion of housing
mortgage interest from the
Consumer Price index regimen.

ABATTOIRS: HARVEY, LINLEY VALLEY,
AND WAROONA

Inspection Fees

921. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
AgricuIt ure:

Why do the abattoirs at Waroona and
Harvey not have to pay local meat
inspection fees equivalent to the fees
which are imposed on the export
abattoir at Linley Valley?

Mr OLD replied:

At Waroona and Harvey, ins'pection (or
the domestic market is carried out by
the Commonwealth Department of
Primary Industry as agents for the local
shires. A small charge is imposed for the
branding of the meat.
At Linley Valley export works, meat for
the domestic market is reinspected and
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branded by an inspector from the local
authority. The fee for this service is set
in relation to the cost of the local
authority providing meat inspection
services in its district.

FUEL AND ENERGY:
ELECTRICITY

Power Statiion: Burrbury
922. Mr T. H-. JONES, to the Minister for Fuel

and Energy:

(1) If the Government is not successful ins its
negotiations to have a smelter built in
the south-west, will this mean that the
Bunbury power station will not be
constructed?

(2) If "Yes", what is the programming for
additional power supplies after the Nduja
power station extensions are completed?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) I am advised that, in the event
the current negotiations to have an
aluminium smelter constructed in the
south-west of the State are unsuccessful,
the programme for construction of the
Bunbury power station will be delayed
by possibly up to three years, the actual
delay depending on the rate of growth of
power demand, and the prospect that
other industrial power loads may
eventuate during the remainder of this
decade.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Station: Kwinana
923. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for Fuel

and Energy:

(1) Is it intended to use natural gas for
power production at the Kwinana power
station?

(2) If "Ycs", what will the reduction of coal
burn at the power station be?

(3) What are the relative production costs
of power using-

(a) coal; and
(b) natural gas?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) It is the commission's current intention
to temporarily use some gas in Kwinana
power station.

(2) It is too early at this stage to give
accurate figures of consumption.

(671

(3) (a) and (b) Since the production costs
are dependent upon fuel costs and
consumption, it is not possible at
this stage to give costs.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Collie- Kalgoorlie Power Line
924. Mr T. H. JONES, to che Minister for Fuel

and Energy:

(1) What progress has been made with the
construction of the power line from
Collie to Kalgoorlie?

(2) Is it Fact that there is opposition to the
construction of the power line in the
goldields?

(3) (a) Is it considered that agreement will
finally be reached on the
construction of the line; and

(b) what is the programming and
capital cost of the line itself?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) The SEC advises me that tenders have
been called for supply of equipment and
construction of the high voltage
interconnection from Muja to the
eastern goldfields, Tenders are due to be
returned on 14 September 1982 and it is
presently planned that contracts will be
placed late this year. 1982, subject to
finalising power supply agreements with
mining companies in the eastern
gold fields area.

(2) The SEC has no knowledge of any
opposition in the eastern goldfields area
to the construction of the transmission
line. Following the negotiations of the
take-over of the power supplies to the
town of Kalgoorlie under the country
towns' assistance scheme, delay has been
experienced in finalising the agreement
with the Kalgoorlie Town Council, the
commission has done everything possible
to finalise this matter, and it is hoped
the council will sign the agreement as
was negotiated. The commission does
not believe this delay is related to any
opposition to che proposed eastern
goldfields power supply scheme.

(3) (a) The final agreement on the
construction of the transmission line
and associated works is subject to
satisfactory arrangements with the
Town of Kalgoorlie and mining
companies;
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(b) the complete project to interconnect
the eastern goldfields with Muja is
scheduled for completion in June
1984 at an estimated cost of
approximately $70 million.

FUEL AND ENERGY
Griffin Coal Mining Co. Ltd.
and Western Collieries Ltd.

925. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

(I) What date was the last coal contract
signed between the State Energy
Commission and the Griffin Coal
Mining Co. Ltd.?

(2) Has a contract been signed between the
State Energy Commission and Western
Collieries Ltd.?

(3) [f "No" to (2), what are the reasons for
the delay in the signing of the contract?

(4) When is it anticipated that the coal
contract will be signed?

Wr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The long term-25 year-contract with

Griffin was signed on 21 December
1978.

(2) No contract has yet been signed between
the State Energy Commission and
Western Collieries.

(3) Negotiations are still continuing. Long-
term contracts of this type necessitate a
great deal of work by both parties and
documentation will be finalised when all
commercial aspects have been agreed.

(4) If agreement is reached it will be later
this year.

H EA LTH

Aerosol Sprays
926. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact the National Health and
Medical Research Council has called for
a continued reduction in
chlorofluorocarbons as the propellant in
aerosol sprays?

(2) What regulatory or legislative action has
been taken by the Western Australian
Government to ensure this reduction
takes place?

(3) (a) Have manufacturers been asked to

(b)
(c)

label their aerosol products, to
indicate the type of propellant used;
if so, when;
if not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) A report endorsed jointly by the

National Health and Medical Research
Council and the Australian Environment
Council notes that the Australian
aerosol industry has already achieved
voluntarily a significant reduction in the
use of chlorofluorearbons I I and 12 and
recommends that manufacturers of
aerosol sprays should continue the
voluntary programme of conversion to
alternative propellants or substitute
products wherever practicable.

(2) None. The report recommends that
aerosol companies should report
annually to the NH MRC and AEC on
the progress of conversion, and that
Australian chlorofluorcarbon
manufacturers should annually provide
production data for chlorofluorocarbons
I I and 12 to the NH MRC and AEC to
enable monitoring of their use in
aerosols.

(3) (a) The Australian industry has been
asked to comment on a
recommendation in the report that
manufacturers should label aerosol
cans to specify the propellants used
in the formulation;

(b) industry comments were sought in
June 1982;

(c) the response of industry is currently
awaited.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT: DRINK CONTAINERS

Ring Pull Tops

927. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Local
Government:

What action has been taken by the
Western Australian Government to
ensure that detachable ring pull tops
from cans are replaced with
environmentally acceptable push tabs or
some similar alternative?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
I understand that the industries involved
propose to introduce a suitable
replacement to detachable ring pull tops
on cans as early as possible in 1983. No
Government action is therefore required
at this stage.
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HEALTH: AIR POLLUTION

Victorian Legislation
928. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Is he aware that in Victoria recently,
new additions and amendments have
been made to control Victoria's air
environment and that the changes
address the problem of controlling odour
and odourous compounds?

(2) What action has been taken by him or
the Western Australian Government to
implement similar legislation in this
State?

(3) If no action has been taken, is action
proposed?

(4) If "No" to (3), why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) This attempt in Victoria to control

offensive odours is ambitious and its
implementation will be watched with
interest It apparently refers only to
stack emissions and not to ambient air.
Rendering works have been added to the
schedule of the Clean Air Act of
Western Australia in November 1981.

(3) and (4) Not applicable.

WASTE DISPOSAL: DRINK CONTAINERS

South Australian Legislation
929. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Local

Government:

(1) Is he aware that South Australia's
Minister of Environment and Planning,
claims that the litter problem in his
State has declined in recent years
through-
(a) public awareness campaigns;
(b) deposit legislation;
(c) the upgrading of recycling

facilities?

(2) Is he aware that the same Minister
claims that before legislation the major
component of litter was beverage
container waste, and that it has now
reduced to as low as 0.1 per cent for
cans, 0.8 per cent for glass?

(3) Is his claim factual?
(4) (a) Has the Minister in question (1)

claimed the returned rate for beer
and soft drink cans is now
approximately 95 per cent for soft
drink bottles and for beer bottles
approximately 85 per cent;

(b) if "Yes", has the claim been
verified?

(5) With figures showing such an obvious
success in South Australia, what action
is being taken by the Government to
encourage deposit legislation on
returnable containers?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I)

(2)
(3)

(a) to (c) Yes.

Yes.
I am not in a position to say.

(4) (a) So I understand;
(b) I am not in a position to verify the

claim.

(5) Despite the claims referred to in the
previous questions, I understand that
there are problems associated with the
South Australian scheme. In any case,
the Western Australian legislation
which adopts a total approach to the
litter problem is proving very successful.
For instance, surveys arranged by the
Keep Australia Beautiful Council
indicate a reduction or approximately 57
per cent in all items or litter in Western
Australia since 197 5-76.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT: SYSTEM 6

Submissions
930. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for

Conservation and the Environment:

(1) How many submissions were received by
the Department of Conservation and
Environment from the public in response
to the System 6 study report?

(2) How many of those submissions were
made by the specific interest groups
identified in the public participation
programme established prior to the
public release of the System 6 study
report?

(3) When was the Minister at that time first
advised about those specific interest
groups?

Mr LAURANCE replied:.

(1) 1 494.
(2) 54.
(3) While the Minister at the time was kept

informed on the general development of
the public participation programme, he
was not advised which specific interest
groups were involved.

2115



2116 ASSEMBLY]

LAND: AGRICULTURAL

Clearing: Land Act Provisions

931. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Lands:

(I) Is there a provision in the Land Act
making it compulsory that 10 per cent of
farming blocks be left uncleared?

(2) Is this provision policed?
(3) How?
(4) Is the provision being adhered to?
(5) If not, in which cases and why?
Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) to (5) Not applicable.

ABATTOIRS

Kim berley

932. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) How many abattoirs in the Kimberley
region have operated in each of the past
two seasons?

(2) (a) Which abattoirs were these; and
(b) what was their kill in each year?

(3) What was the kill of each of these
abattoirs in the year 1972?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Four.
(2) (a) The export abattoirs at Broome and

Wyndham and non-export abattoirs
at Broome and Halls Creek.

(b)
flxpori AbaiWirs Non-expori Abattcirs

Broome Wynudham Broo0me Halls
Creck

1980 42 252 59292 N/A 142--
0981 -82

1QB1 42 211 62826 N/IA 205-
1981-82

(3)
1972 29 781 37452 N/A N/A

LAN D: AG RICU LTU RA L

Clearing: Cornpensation

933. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Works:

(I) How many applications for
compensation have been made by
farmers in the clearing ban zones of the
Warren, Kent and Denmark Rivers
catchment areas in each of the past
three years?

(2) Of these applications, how many have
been-
(a) approved;
(b) rejected?

(3) Of those applications, how many-
(a) have been finalised;
(b) are pending finalisation?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
It is assumed that in each of the questions
the word "applications" refers to "claims",
On that basis-

(1) Claims for compensation received
are-

Warren Kent Denmark
1979-80 23 20 -

1980-81 17 13 -

1981-82 22 23 4

(2) (a) and (b) A claim for
compensation arises following
the refusal of an application
for a licence to clear land
situated within a catcliment
area. Sections 12D)(2) and
12E(4) of the Country Areas
Water Supply Act refer. In
some instances claims could
have a legal impediment which
would not allow same to be
proceeded with. In such cases
the claimant is requested to
complete a further claim, but
no record of claims with a legal
impediment is maintained. All
valid claims proceed to
finalisation as soon as
agreement can be reached.

(3) (a) Claims finalised are-
Warren Kent Denmark

1979-SO 12 7 -

1980-81 5 10 -
1981-82 22 17 -

(b) Claims pending finalisation as
at 30 June are-

Warren Kent Denmrark
Cash Com- 13 16 4
pensation

Exchange 10 6 -
in Lieu

Of these, 12 have been referred to the
conveyancer, Crown Law Department
for settlement.

MEAT: CLASSIFICATION

Grain-fed Animals

934. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is it intended to introduce a meat
classification which will serve to indicate
meat from grain-fed animals?
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(2) If -Yes", what will be the requirements
necessary to have meat classified as
from a grain-fed animal?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) and (2) The member will be aware that
the Western Australian Meat Industry
Authority Act has recently been
amended to enable carcases of sheep,
cattle, and pigs to be branded according
to their end use suitability as determined
by carcase classification measurements.
An industry advisory committee has
been formed which will advise me,
through the Meat Industry Authority,
the types of' carcases to be branded and
the requirements for various
classifications.

TIMBER: PINE

Potential Growing Areas

935. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Forests:

(I) Have the areas of the Pingrup and Why
Plains, in the Walpole region been
evaluated as potential pine growing
areas?

(2) If "Yes", is it considered that it is viable
and economically feasible to grow pines
in these areas, and if so--

(a) at what age would first and
subsequent thinnings be made;

(b) at what age would Final harvesting
be recommended;

(c) on Forests Department calculations,
what would be the return per
hectare per annum, averaged aver
the cropping period which would be
anticipated?

(3) (a) Are there any other areas along the
south coast, between the Donnelly
River and Walpole, which the
Forests Department considers to be
suitable for pine growing on a
commercial basis;

(b) (i) how many trial pine plots have
been planted in this region;

(i i) how many of these trials are
considered to be commercially
viable;

(c) does the Forests Department
propose to extend its pine plantings
in this region and, if so, to what
level?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) A number of trial plots has been

established in these areas, but initial
results have indicated major problems
with drainage and nutrient deficiency.

(2) (a) to (e)Answered by (1) above.

(3) (a) It is considered there are limited
areas of private property on the
south coast between the Donnelly
River and Walpole which could be
suitable for pine growing on a
commercial basis; Crown land
along the south coast is 'mainly
existing or proposed national park;

(b) (i) three small plots;

00i none;

(c) There are no current proposals for
this region.

PUBLIC SERVICE: PUBLIC SERVANTS

Leave Entitlemnents

936. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(]) What leave other than promulgated
holidays is available to Government
employees for religious feasts or
festivals?

(2) On what basis is such leave granted?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:

(1) and (2) Subject to the convenience of
the employer, Government employees
may take annual leave or be granted
leave without pay for religious feasts or
festivals.

ABORIGINES: ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
PLANNING AUTHORITY

Permanent Head

937. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Community welfare:

(1) As the Director of Aboriginal Affairs
retired on 3 July, did he also vacate the
office of Commissioner for Aboriginal
Planning on that date?
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(2) If so, who is acting as the permanent
bead of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority-section 10 (2) of the
Aboriginal A ffairs Planning Authority
Act 1972-during the interim until a
new Director of Aboriginal Affairs is
appointed and subsequently appointed
by the Governor as Commissioner for
Aboriginal Planning-section 10 (1) of
the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Act 1972-and section 5 (3)
of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Act 1973?

(3) Will the interim appointee be a deputy
of the commissioners appointed by the
Governor-section 10 (3) of the 1972
Act-or a delegate appointed by the
commissioners section I 1 (1) of the
1972 Act?

(4) (a) If so, of whom will he be a deputy
or delegate;

(b) if not, will the State public servants
of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority be-

(i) without a permanent bead; or

(ii) under the control of a
Commonwealth public servant,
a so-called Acting
Commissioner for Aboriginal
Planning?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Mr Brian W. Easton

(3) No.

(4) (a) Not applicable;

(b) (i) no; within the terms of the
agreement set out in the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Amendment Act
1973, the State Public Service
Board is taking the necessary
steps to formally appoint Mr
B. W. Easton to the position of
Acting Commissioner for
Aboriginal Planning.

Under the provisions of section
10(2) of the AAPA Act 1972-
73, the person appointed as
commissioner is also appointed
as the permanent head;

(ii) not applicable-see 4 (b) (i).

HOUSING: HOME BUYERS' ASSISTANCE
FUND

Applicants: Eligibility

938. Mr WILSON, to the Minister representing
the Chief Secretary:

(1) Can the Chief Secretary confirm that an
applicant for assistance under the
Government's home buyers' assistance
fund whose home loan was approved in
May, but whose settlement date occurs
in August, is not eligible for such
assistance?

(2) If "Yes", what action does he intend to
take to right the apparent injustice
involved in denying such assistance to
low income home buyers whose loans
have not actually been finalised until
after the proclamation of the legislation
establishing the fund?

Mr H-ASSELL replied:

(1) The Chief Secretary would need to be
made aware of the particular
circumstances of the case before he
could consider the matter in question.

(2) The amendment to the Real Estate and
Business Agents Act was proclaimed on
25 June 1982. However, the home
buyers' assistance advisory committee
will give consideration to any application
made by a first home buyer meeting the
criteria whose loan was approved after
12 March 1982, being the date of the
Government's first announcement of the
scheme.

DEPARTMENT FOR YOUTH, SPORT AND
RECREATION

Advertising Budget
939. Mr WILSON, to the Minister representing

the Minister for Recreation:

(1) What amount was set aside in the
Minister's departmental estimates for
newspaper advertising in-

(a) the financial year to 30 June 1982;
(b) the interim between I July 1982

and the passage of the 1982-83
Budget?

(2) What amount has actually been
expended on newspaper advertising by
the department in the periods referred to
in (1) (a) and (1) (b) to date?
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(3) What proportion of the total
expenditure of the department for the
periods referred to in (1) (a) and (1) (b)
to date is represented by expenditure on
newspaper advertising?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) (a) $11080;
(b) estimate is $7 000-calculated to

30 September 1982.
(2) (a) $19041. This figure includes

artwork and layout costs. The
overexpenditure in this area was
compensated by savings in other
areas.

The bulk of this expenditure has been
incurred as a result of new initiatives,
the foremost of which are the areas of-
(i) recreation for the elderly;

(hi) recreation for the incapacitated.

New initiatives and extended
programmes include-
We Can Help You Enjoy Your Free
Time More-informing public of range
of our services.
Financial Assistance (Office of Child
Care through DYSR)-Aimed at
organisations responsible for vacation
child care programmes.
Volunteer Leader Training-Volunteers
in child, youth, and adult groups.

Understanding Us-Community
workers, doctors, teachers, social
workers, health educators, Clergy,
counsellors working with families.
Chemical Dependency and the
Family-Community workers, teachers,
etc. working with people and families
where there exists a drug-alcohol
problem.

Understanding Your Teenagers-
Parents and teenagers.

Perth Corporate Cup--To encourage
employees of private enterprise and
Government departments to begin a
healthy lifestyle by running at lunch
time.

Fitness and Health Course-Promoting
newsletter on reducing stress, diet,
exercise.

Coaching Kids-in co-operation with
Shire of Swan: Parents and parent-
coaches.

Sports Trainers Course Level 1-In co-
operation with Beiersdorf Red Cross &
Sports Medicine Federation.

Helping Sports Help
Themselves-Aimed at presidents of
State sporting associations and
representatives of potential private
enterprise sponsors of sport.

Women & Girls in Sport-As per title.

Sports Update-The Female
Athlete-As per title. Lecturer-Dr
Jack Wilmore.

Sport and the Law-Copy of
proceedings of seminar.

Level 11 General Coaching
Course-General coaching of coaches
all sports.

Help for Country and Metro
Sport-Advertising courses, talent
opportunity and development, coach-in-
residence, coaching accreditation
scheme

Graiits-Community
Recreation Facilities
local authorities.
associations, clubs
groups.

Sporting and
Fund-Aimed at

State sports
and community

With Young People Mary Ruth
Marshall-Four Seminars M. R.
Marshall-Youth Research Project
Officer from Melbourne

(b) Unavailable at present.
(3) (a) 0.52%;

(b) unavailable at present.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Australian Homnelocatos

940. Mr WILSON, to the Minister representing
Fitness Assessment Centres- the Chief Secretary:
Encouraging community to undergo
fitness-testing

Healthy Lifestyle Course (7
weeks)-Lectures on reducing stress,
diet, exercise.

(1) Can the Chief Secretary confirm that he
has received representations from the
Real Estate Institute of Western
Australia regarding the operations of
Australian Homelocators?
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(2) If "Yes", have these representations
been in terms of a request for
amendments to the Real Estate and
Business Agents Act 1978-1980 to
prevent Australian l-tnT''elocators from
refusing to provide dewz0s JF a property
advertised for rent prior -~ the payment
of a fee or $40?

(3) Has this request for amendment of the
Act been related to section 66 (2) (a)
and (b)?

(4) If "No" to (3), what has been the nature
of the requested amendment?

(5) (a) Has the Chief Secretary acceded to
this request for legislative action to
bring a halt to this practice by
Australian Homelocators; and

(b) if so, when does he intend to
introduce the necessary
amendments in the Parliament?

(6) If not, why not?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) to (6) An amendment to section 66 of
the Real Estate and Business Agents
Act is one of a number of amendments
to the Act, sought by the real estate and
business agents supervisory board. The
proposed amendments are being
examined by the Government to
ascertain the extent of amendments
required.

TOWN PLANNING

Residential Planning Codes

941. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Developmcnt and Town Planning:

(1) Since the publication of policy statement
No. 7 regarding residential planning
codes, has any significant concern been
conveyed to her or the department
regarding application of the new codes?

(2) If so, from where and of what nature?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I) Since its publication in April of this
year, policy statement P.7 has been the
subject of much discussion and comment

by local authorities and others
concerned in the planning process. As 1
pointed out in my answer to question
914 of 3 August 1982, amendments and
modifications to the residential codes
contained in policy statement P.7 have
been made as a result of those
comments, and a revised policy
statement is about to be released. I
believe that most oF the problems that
have been identified will now be
resolved.

(2) My answer to part (4) of question 914
indicates that to provide this
information will involve a considerable
amount of detailed work. As I have
stated earlier, the publication or policy
statement P.7 has prompted
considerable discussion and comment.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Rural

942. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

Referring to question 891 or 1982
regarding quotations from State Report,
is he able to give the numbers of jobs
represented by the percentages quoted in
the answers given?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The employment figures, matching the
percentage figures quoted by me
yesterday, are set out in Cull below-

EMPLOYED PERSONS BY
INDUSTRY-WESTERN

AUSTRALIA February 1982 and
February 198 1

I idustry Group Total Total Per evit
EIvmplo~cd Employed change
Feb. $982 Feb. 1991 Feb.'82

Feb. I81

Agriculture & seic 37381 43 833 -14.7
Forestry, lagging. Fishing. 51~23 6048 - 4

and hunting
Mining 26 088 19929 + 30.9
Macuratrn 76210 729 - 0.1

Food. beverages & 13 262 13319 - 0.4
tohacco
Metal products 19871 16734 + 18.7
Other mannfactn ring 4 3077 46 216 - 6.8

Electricity, gas. water I 1 524 10672 + 8.0
Construction 49648 $0496 -1.7

Wholesale/retail 107 654 109 400 -1.6

Transport and siorage 38352 33 287 + 15.2
Communication 9 390 9 329 + 0.65
Finance, property. 47792 48 122 - 0.1

busitness services
Public adinnStention and 20 135 20 670 - 2.6

detence
Community services 96238D 95934 + 0.5
Recrtarinn. tcc 39898 37 277 + 7.0

TOTAl. 566 175 361 267 + 0.9
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In respect or rural sector employment,
the Government's informed advice is
that cost pressures are the cause of most
or the substantial drop. However,
because it will take time to officially
verify this advice, it was felt that to
attribute 3 000 lost jobs to rising costs
would be most conservative, and a very
fair indication of a serious problem.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

INTEREST RATES

Money Lenders

336. Mr NANOVICH, to the Premier:

During the debate on the motion moved
yesterday by the member for Dianella,
members of the Opposition referred to
Government members as being silver-
spoon fed and as people who do not want
to help those in financial problems, but
who support only the greedy, not the
needy.
Has the Premier read the article in the
Daily News of Monday. 18 January this
year which states-

Loans at 162 per cent
Sydney today.
Money lenders are charging up to

162% in interest rates to low-
income earniers finding it difficult
to get loans elsewhere.

Mr Evans: Is that a question?
Mr NANOVICH: To continue-

Mr Mark Lynch. of the Debtors
Advisory Service, said today there
was an urgent need for the New
South Wales Government to stop
abuses in money lending.

Points of Order

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Questions should go to
the nature of the information sought,
and not involve members in making
inordinately long speeches.

Mr Pearce: It should be tabled.
The SPEAKER: If I were to rule strictly that

members must simply ask questions and
not preface questions, many questions
would not be able to be asked and
question time would be much less.
Clearly the practice has been that
questions be prefaced; however, I

suggest to the member for Whitford that
his remarks should be curtailed and he
ask his specific question.

Mr DAVIES: On a further point of order, I
believe it has been ruled that any
member quoting from a newspaper must
be able to verify the accuracy of the
statement. Are you prepared to ask the
member for Whitford to verify the
accuracy of the statement he made?

The SPEAKER: I am not prepared to ask
the member to do that, but simply ask
him to put his question in a form in
which it can be answered. The member
for Whitford.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

Mr NANOVZCH: If members had listened
closely they would have heard me ask
the Premier whether he read the Daily
News or 18 January 1982.

Mr Pearce: He wouldn't remember that.
Mr Parker: He was probably thinking at that

stage whether to put you in the
Ministry.

Mr NANOVICH: Again I will quote what
was reported-

Loans at 162 per vent.
Mr Pearce: This is comical.
The SPEAKER: Order! I was not here at the

commencement oF the member's asking
his question, but it would appear to me
that he is restarting his question.

Mr Brian Burke: The way interest rates are
rising they will be 200 per cent by the
time he reads it.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the member for
Whitford put his question in succinct
terms.

Mr NANOVICH: I was doing so when
rudely interrupted by members of the
Opposition. Again I ask whether the
Premier read the article in the Daily
News of Monday, 18 January 1982,
which stated-
Loans at [62 per cent

Sydney today.

Points of Order

Mr DAVIES: Mr Speaker.
third Lime, a point of
raised. Is he dull?

Several member interjected.

please, for the
order must be
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The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member
for Victoria Park to repeat his point of
order.

Mr DAVIES: The last part was, "Is he
dull?", but I doubt whether that could
be a point of order! I believe it is a
ruling of this House, and by former
Speaker Guthrie, that members who
quote from newspapers must be able to
verify the accuracy of the statements
quoted.

My point of' order is: Will Mr Speaker
ask the member for Whitford to vouch
for the accuracy of any statement he
may make?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: To the same paint of
order, perhaps to save a little time-

Mr O'Connor: It would be easier to let him
read it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Every time we raise a
point of order and Mr Speaker agrees
with us, the member for Whitford reads
the question again. We need to have a
mechanism introduced by which when
we raise a point of order that Mr
Speaker agrees with-by implication
anyway-this member does not read the
whole thing again.

The SPEAKER: Order! With respect to the
point of order raised by the member for
Victoria Park, I am sure the member for
Whitford will have established the
authenticity of the newspaper article
that he has quoted, bearing in mind it Is
a newspaper article of January last, I
understand.

Mr Pearce: Of considerable antiquity.

The SPEAKER: With respect to the point of
order raised by the Leader of the
Opposition, I again say to the member
for Whitford: Will he ask his question
without going into too much detail.

Mr Pearce: from where he left off'

Questions (without notice) Resumed

Mr NANOVICH: All I want to ask the
Premier is whether he has read this
article.

Mr Brian Burke: Sit down!
Mr Bryce: Let him answer.
Mr NANOVICH: I went on to quote the

article. It is my entitlement to ask that
question in Parliament.

Mr Brian Burke: Okay, now sit down. You
have asked it.

Mr NANOVICH: No.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member

(or Whitford to ignore the interjections
and simply ask the question. I will
handle the points of order. I ask
members to desist from interjecting so
the member can get on with the business
of asking his question.

Mr Pearce: But not from the beginning!
Mr NANOVIC-: I have asked the question.

All I want to do is clarify to the House
what was in the newspaper. The matter
is now in the Premier's hands.

Mr Brian Burke: Tell him you didn't see the
newspaper!

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I have stated previously that I would not
be Surprised at anything that happened
in New South Wales. However, if this
has happened, I am surprised.
To answer the question, yes, I have seen
the article in the newspaper.

Mr Brian Burke: That was the oddest
Dorothy Dixer I have ever heard.

Mr Nanovich: It hurt you, didn't it? Of
course it did, with your socialist policies.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Brian Burke: One wonders what would

happen if the Premier faltered.
Mr Nanovich: Socialist!
Mr Barnett: Don't be so devastating!
Mr Brian Burke: The member for Whitford

should know I am a Catholic.

INTEREST RATES: AUSTRALIAN
SAVINGS BONDS

Home Loan Interest Rates: Effect
337. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

(1) Does the Premier understand the lateral
pressure placed on home loan interest
rates by the levels of interest paid on
Australian savings bonds?

(2) Will the Premier list the reasons he
agreed to surrender to the Fraser
Government in Canberra complete
control over Australian savings bonds
interest rates and to relinquish any
power in that matter that he previously
had?

2122



[Wednesday, 4 August l982J 12

(I) Yes.
(2) In view of the detail involved and

need for total accuracy, I request
Leader of the Opposition to place
question on notice.

the
the
the

LIQUOR
Distillery: Swan Valley

338. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional
Development:
(1) Is it correct that the Minister has met

today with representatives of the Swan
Valley Grape Growers Association to
discuss their proposal for a distillery?

(2) If so, what was the outcome of that
meeting?

(3) In view of the facts presented to him
both prior to and at that meeting, how
does he regard the Opposition's promise,
if elected, to go ahead with the
distillery?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) Yes, I did meet with representatives

from that association today. It is a part
of our ongoing discussions with them
following our commitment last year to
the association to provide a subsidy of
$35 000 so that the grape growers could
juice their surplus grapes or distil this
into spirit and sell the product. During
this time, we have commissioned a
jointly funded report-I think, three
quarters of the cost being met by the
Government and one quarter by the
growers-into the feasibility of a
distillery.

(2) We discussed a subsequent report we
received from the association as a
consequence of the first report and we
explained and discussed with the
representatives that the distillery, on the
report presented to us, certainly is not
viable at present without equity
participation. We asked them to clarify
the position, if possible, as to where the
distillery would be located. This has yet
to be done. As a consequence, the
Government will be writing to the Swan
settlers co-operative regarding the
location of the distillery to clarify that
position.
We will also be writing back to the
Grape Growers Association to try to
outline to them what the position should
be from an equity and cash flow point of

view in an effort to show what growers
should be contributing as far as equity
participation is concerned, if the project
is to be at all feasible. Once the
association has had the opportunity of
discussing that with their members, we
will then review their reaction in the
light of other factors, including the
market force, the Swan Valley study,
and the price and availability or loan
funds for that particular project.

(3) The commitment made by the
Opposition should be seen by people in
the valley-and I am sure that it is-to
be the political stunt that it is. In my
view, any commitment of funds to that
project on the basis of the submission
made, and without any equity
participation by the growers would be a
total mismanagement of taxpayers'
funds. It would be doomed to failure and
would do nothing to secure the long-
term future of the growers in the valley.
We are committed to helping people to
help themselves, the emphasis being on
the latter point. They must be prepared
to make some commitment to the future,
a future that we want to ensure they will
enjoy.

HEALTH: CHEMICAL SPRAY
Tests

339. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Health:

Following my question without notice to
the Minister yesterday I ask-

(1) Can he advise whether tests
undertaken by the Public Health
Department on chemicals sprayed
on verges in Gosnells which some
people have connected with the
death of a six-year-old boy,
included testing for the chemical
'Paraquat"?

(2) In general terms, would the
Minister make available to me for
tabling in the House the results of
such testing as they have been
completed by the Public Health
Department in this matter?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am not certain whether tests
have been carried out for the chemical
to which the member for Gosnells
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referred, but 1 had a conversation to the
same effect with the father of the
deceased boy this afternoon. I explained
to him the difficulty of the
representation of the theory that a test
can be made against every single
possibility. Firstly, one must know what
one is looking for. I cannot say that I
would automatically go along with the
presupposition that the Public Health
Department would be able to test for
every known chemical and herbicide
which might have been used in the
vicinity. What I have said is that I will
certainly draw to the attention of the
Commissioner of Public Health the fact
that he has been asked to test for
Paraquat; I will do that tomorrow. I
suggest that until the Coroner's report is
received, it would be better if we
restricted ourselves to tests that are
specifically requested in respect of
specific chemicals or herbicides rather
than to try to test everything, because
that would be virtually beyond the
power of the Public Health Department.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Bull Creek Area
340. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:

(1) Is 'the area bounded by Bull Creek, Pubo
Road and Leach Highway
environmentally protected?

(2) Who is responsible for the upkeep of this
area?

(3) Is this area to be upgraded in the near
future, for example, to become parkiand,
picnic areas, etc. If so, when? If not,
why not?

Mrst CRAIG replied:

(1) to (3) The area is under several
ownerships and is complex; a detailed
reply will be given to the member in due
course.

HEALTH

Clover Meats
341. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Did the Minister hear the ABC news
report which said that meat from Clover
Meats was being picked up in private
cars and carried away on the back seat
and in the boot of at least one car?

(2) If he heard the report, is he able to
confirm that this is happening?

(3) If he has not heard the report-

Mr O'Connor: I pick up meat from the
supermarket in the same way.

Mr DAVIES: In that instance the person
who picks it up is going to consume it,
but I remind the Premier that there are
laws regarding public health which need
to be policed. However, if the Premier is
taking the side of anti-public health laws
and against strikers at Clover Meats-

Mr O'Connor: I have not taken any side. I do
not agree with what the strikers are
doing.

Mr DAVIES: The Premier is implying-

Mr O'Connor: They are holding the public to
ransom.

Mr DAVIES: I thank the Premier for the
interjection which gives me the
opportunity to gauge which side he
always takes during a dispute. To
continue-

If he has not heard the report, will he
have his inspectors investigate whether
this is happening. and if it is put an end
to it?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) I will have the matter examined to see if

any breach of the law is involved
because that is the obligation I have
under the Public Health Act. I cannot
give a guarantee 1 will put an end to it if
no breach of the law exists.

MINING

Resource Tax

342. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Resources
Development:

(I) Has the Minister seen the article in The
Australian dated 10 July 1982 which
states that the mining industry would
not be told how a resource tax would
affect it until after Labor won
Government.
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(2) Is the State Government conceding any
State resource-related charges to the
Commonwealth?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes. I have seen the article to which the

member refers and which relates to a
Press conference addressed by several
members of the Federal Labor Party
regarding policies.

(2) No. The State has indicated publicly, in
response to a policy document issued by
Mr Keating regarding resource rent
taxes and similar measures, that a future
Federal Labor Government would seek
to take over charges, levies, royalties,
and so on which are the constitutional
responsibility of the States and
incorporate them into one federally
collected and distributed taxing
arrangement.
We indicated clearly that this State will
not concede any of its constitutional
responsibility or entitlement in that
regard.
It is also worth noting that the House
has heard the Leader of the Opposition
say there is a need for stable and
responsible development policies. We
could not agree more, but here we have
a situation where a future Labor
Government is clearly signalling that if
it ever comes to power it has
disagreement between its members as to
what it would do. We have heard
members saying they would do certain
things and others saying things which
are in complete opposition. So, what can
the mining industry believe? This was
the substance of the article-what can
the mining industry believe?

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR RECREATION

Newspaper Adverrisemnrts: Expenditure

343. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

I refer to the information contained in
an answer to a question I asked today of
the Minister representing the Minister
for.Rcqreation in which he indicated the
overspending by the Department for
Youth, Sport and Recreation on
newspaper advertising for the year
ended 30 June 1982 was $8 000. In view
of the Premier's recently expressed
concern about overspending by

Government departments, will he
investigate this apparent
overexpenditure on newspaper
advertising, by the department and
Minister, with a view to ensuring that no
waste is occurring in that area.

Mr O'CON NOR replied:

I can assure the member that I am going
through the Budget now in an endeavour
to have any department which overspent
account for those amounts.

Mr Parker: Will you have your photograph
in your advertisements, too?

Mr O'CONNOR: I do not want to attract
too many votes; I want to give members
opposite an even chance.

Mr Pearce: Like the 14 per cent swing last
Saturday?

Mr O'CONNOR: I will be looking at the
areas where overspending has occurred
to make sure the position is rectified.

EDUCATION: DEPARTMENT
Budget: Expenditure

344. Mr PEARCE, to the Premier:

With regard to the allegations made a
month or so ago that the Education
Department spent $2 million oF its 1981 -
82 Budget in the last six weeks of the
budgetary period, can the Premier
inform the House whether there is any
substance to those allegations, and if so
will he table, for the benefit of members,
the report on this subject that was
supposed to be made for him by the
Minister for Education?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
In connection with this issue I did give
an indication that I would give the full
details at Budget time. The matter has
been clarified with the department and I
will, in due course, table the document.

MEAT: LAMB MARKETING BOARD
Premises

345. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is the Western Australian Lamb

Marketing Board contemplating or
actually building new premises?

(2) If "Yes" has the prospect of using the
meat industry's excess space at Robb
Jetty been considered as an alternative?

(3) If so, with what result?
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Mr OLD replied:
(1) to (3) The Western Australian Lamb

Marketing Board purchased premises in
Wellington Street some two or three
years ago. It has taken up occupancy of
Claver House which was previously
occupied by the Education Department.
The building is suitable for the board's
use.

PUBLIC SERVICE: PUBLIC SERVANTS

Retirement: Age 55
346. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

The West Australian of 1 think, 16
March last contained a statement by the
Premier which gave an indication that
same progress was being made by the
Government in examining the retirement
of public servants at age 55 years. Could
he advise what progress has been made?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The Government has been looking at
this on the basis of voluntary retirement
at age 55 years. No legislation has been
prepared at this stage and no final
decision has been reached.

Mr Davies: Is it close?

Mr O'CONNOR: I would hope so.

TOWN PLANNING: MRPA

Seret us Street: Report

347. Mr PARKER, to the Premier:

Could he advise when the final report of
the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority in regard to the Servetus
Street issue will be made and presented
to this House?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

I do not know whether the Minister for
Local Government has details regarding
this report, but I do not have them.

EDUCATION: DEPARTMENT

New Building: Lift

348. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:

Is he aware that because education
officers are unable to use his private lift
system they have to make extensive

detours to carry to their cars equipment
which is required for their visits to
schools? If he is aware will he move to
implement a system so they will be able
to use his lift?

Mr CLARKO replied:

I thank the member for his question.
Members might recall that last time he
raised this question he got laid down
quite heavily. He was up on cloud
four-which he normally is.

Mr Pearce: I have seen your office. Don't
scratch the furniture.

Mr CLARKO: I think in a literary sense
they talk about that as being the mouse
that roared. They say that anticipation
is better than arrival. I hope he is
enjoying himself. The previous question
was answered by me in a deliberate and
careful way. The limitations on lifts
have nothing to do with me; they were
made by the person who planned the lift.
I have spoken to the person from the
Public Works Department who is
responsible for the lift being used in the
way it is. The member for Gosnells
raised the question of the lift in a
peculiar way in the House before and I
should not have taken it seriously
because he had his facts wrong. He was
a couple of hundred feet out as he
usually is.

As far as I am concerned I have not
made the arrangement. This matter was
raised recently with the director-general
and he made the decision that the use of
the lift should remain as it is.

Mr Pearce: Who is in charge of the
Education Department?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Pearce: Our first action will be to liberate
that lift.

Mr CLARKO: Someone suggested to me
that perhaps the member for Gosnells
should be given a lift. I do not think he
meant one designed by Mr Otis. Other
people have made the decision that it is
appropriate to restrict the use of the lift
in the way it has been done and I am
prepared to accept their decision.
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TOWN PLANNING: MRPA

Servewus Street:, Report

349. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Local
Government:

I now direct to the Minister the question
that I asked the Premier regarding
Servetus Street. Is she in a position to
advise when the report will be tabled in
this House?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

I am unable to provide the member with
the precise details. I have not yet
received the recommendation from the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority. Once I am in receipt of that
recommendation, of cou rse,
deliberations will have to be made by
Cabinet. Therefore, I am unable to
indicate to him when it will be presented
to this House.
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