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

PORNOGRAPHY AND VIOLENCE
Video Films: Petition

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville)
[2.17 p.m.]: I have a petition couched in similar
terms to others which have been presented in this
House asking that the Parliament not legalise the
sale, or hire, or supply of any video tape, video
disc, or slide presentation showing pornographic
and violent material

The petition bears 35 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See pet ition No. 103.)

CLOSING DAYS OF SESSION
Standing Orders Suspension

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) f2.19 p.m.]: I move-

That for the balance of the present Session
so much of the Standing Orders be suspended
as is necessary to enable Bills to be
introduced without notice, to pass through
their remaining stages on the day they are
introduced and to enable Messages from the
Legislative Council to be taken into consider-
ation on the day they are received.

This is a normal motion towards the end of a
session. The main purpose, of course, is to ensure
that the second reading of a Bill may be taken at
the same time as leave is sought to introduce a
Bill. In that way the Opposition will have greater
time to study the subject. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and I are in constant consultation
about the business of the House. Some matters on
the Notice Paper will not be proceeded with this
session. I hope this motion will expedite the busi-
ness of the House so that we will be able to rise at
the end of next week.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [2.21 p.m.]: The Opposition
will not oppose this motion. As the Leader of the
House rightly says, it is a normal motion at this
time of the session. The only point we would like
to confirm for the sake of the record is the sitting
times for the balance of the next two weeks. As I
understand it we will sit on Thursday evening of
(2411

this week, and on Friday beginning at 10.45 am.
and concluding at 6.00 p.m. Next week we will sit
at the normal time on Tuesday, and on
Wednesday beginning at 10.45 am.

Mr Tonkin: That has not been finally decided
but it is a possibility.

Mr MacKINNON: So it is tentatively
10.45 a.m. next Wednesday, and on Thursday we
will start at the normal time of 10.45 a.m. and sit
through until 11.00 p.m. Hopefully we will con-
clude the sitting tomorrow week. We may sit later
on Thursday evening next week if we look like
concluding. The only other point on which we
would like an assurance is that private members'
time will stay in place as usual today and on
Wednesday next week, or for the balance of the
session.

I have the Minister's agreement on that point. I
thank the Minister, and the Opposition supports
the motion.

Question put and passed.

PUBLIC WORKS: DEPARTMENT

Mr J1. V. Fagan: As to Urgency Motion

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I have received
the following letter from the member for
Gascoyne-

Dear Mr Speaker,
I wish to inform you that at today's sitting

I intend to move "That the House do now
adjourn" in accordance with Standing Orders
No. 47 and 48 for the purpose of discussing
the following matter of urgent and important
business.

"That this House be informed that further
evidence has become available that clearly
indicates that the Premier was directly
involved in the employment by the Public
Works Department of Mr John Valentine
Pagan.

As advised previously to the House the
Public Works Department had advised the
Minister for Works that Mr Fagan would not
be a suitable employee and despite that, it is
now shown that the Premier personally
overruled this Departmental direction.

Further, Mr Fagan, who had a history of
compensable injuries, only worked for the De-
partment for a matter of a few days before
reporting a back injury and going off on
worker's compensation.

The House now censures the Premier for
his involvement with this case in a way in
which extraordinary favours and privilege
were bestowed upon an individual at the ex-
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pense of the taxpayers of this State. The
House also calls on the Premier to make a
complete disclosure of the material facts sur-
rounding the employment of Mr Fagan, in-
cluding an explanation as to the reason for
the Premier's favour being bestowed in this
way-~

Yours faithfully,
IAN LAURANCE, M.L.A.

Member for Gascoyne

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: I want to explain to the House

that the member for Gascoyne telephoned me
after 12 noon today and told me a letter would be
presented in respect of a motion "That the House
do now adjourn". I was not aware of the wording
of' the letter, although I knew of the subject mat-
ter. When I returned to my office at 2.00 p.m., a
copy of the letter was on my desk and shortly
afterwards I received the member for Gascoyne in
my office. I explained to him that I was not en-
tirely happy with the ultimate paragraph of the
letter. Under Standing Orders there is a procedure
for a member to be censured by the House, but it
should not occur by way of an urgency motion, It
must be a substantive motion.

I suggest to the member for Gascoyne that if he
wishes to rephrase this motion and present it to me
tomorrow, I will consider it further. For the
present, I rule that the motion would not be in
order.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling
Mr HASSELL: With regret, I move-

That the House dissent from the Speaker's
ruling.

I submit, Mr Speaker, that you should reconsider
your ruling. I make my submission for two
reasons: firstly, that I believe your ruling is
substantively incorrect; secondly, that as you are
no doubt aware, albeit not in an official capacity,
certain arrangements have been made between the
Government and the Opposition as to the conduct
of the business of the House. Those arrangements
included an understanding that the moving of ur-
gency motions which comply with Standing Or-
ders will be facilitated at least once each sitting
week on ihe basis that has been agreed and on a
basis which I understand involves you making cer-
tain rulings, Mr Speaker. Of course, that does not
cut across Standing Orders and it is open to any
member of the House to take advantage of these
Standing Orders at any time by moving an ur-
gency motion. The agreement between the
Government and the Opposition in relation to this
matter was strictly an addition to what normally

applied. That is the first basis upon which I re-
quest that you reconsider your ruling. That is not
to say that Standing Orders are to be abrogated,
but what was agreed across the House was
intended to be an additional arrangement.

The second point is that the very basis of your
ruling is the suggestion that this motion is out of
order because the letter uses the word "censures"
The very essence of parliamentary procedure is
that matters of urgency may be discussed, and it is
the way in which Parliaments in Westminster and
Canberra are conducted. Hardly a day goes by
without there being a significant debate in
Canberra on current issues of Government policy,
and the Government's business of the day gives
way to that debate.

Our objective in seeking the new procedures was
to facilitate a more effective parliamentary ques-
tioning of the Government on current issues. This
matter is a current issue of public significance.
The Opposition has directed a series of questions
to the Premier and his Minister for Works; and,
those questions have caused embarrassment to the
Premier and his Minister. They have caused the
Premier and the Minister to give a series of
convoluted answers in which they have sought to
pick their way between truth and falsity, and, at
the same time, to give an impression of non-in-
volvement in a matter where clearly there has
been an application of special treatment.

That, Mr Speaker, is the issue upon which we
wish to proceed today. The Opposition has been
provided with further information which it is
entitled to put to the Parliament and with which
we are entitled to test the Government, the
Premnier, and his Minister.

I find nothing in Standing Order No. 47 provid-
ing that, because the word "censure" is used in the
letter, the motion cannot be debated.

The SPEAKER: Look at Standing Order No.
132.

Mr HASSELL: Standing Order No. 132 pro-
vides-

132. All imputations of improper mo-
tives, and all personal reflections on Mem-
bers, shall be considered highly disorderly.

The SPEAKER: I refer you to footnote No. 12.

Mr HASSELL: I assume you are referring to
the note which reads, "Reflections upon members
are disorderly, unless by substantive motion"? I
understand the basis of what you are saying, Mr
Speaker, but there is a very clear distinction be-
tween a personal reflection on a member and a
motion of censure on the Premier in his capacity
as Premier.
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Mr Tonkin: It is not a motion of censure. That
is the problem.

Mr Bryce: You are going to withdraw it.
Mr HASSELL: It is a motion directed at cen-

suring the Premier for his conduct in a matter.
Mr Bryce: You are not even going to put it to

the vote. You are going to withdraw it.
Mr Thompson: All right, we will move to sus-

pend Standing Orders. Will you agree to that so
we can put it to a vote?

Mr Bryce: Of course we will not.
Mr HASSELL: I have no doubt that the

Government does not want to debate this issue
today or, indeed, at all.

Mr Tonkin: That is untrue.
Mr Brian Burke: You would be surprised. We

understood you were going to move it tomorrow,
that is all.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you not prepared?
Mr Brian Burke: We are prepared, actually.
Mr Thompson: Will you suspend Standing Or-

ders to deal with it now?
Mr HASSELL: What made the Government

understand that we would deal with it tomorrow?
Mr Brian Burke: That arrangement was that

you would give us some notice, and we have not
seen the motion. When we knew it was an urgency
motion, we thought it must be according to the
arrangement we made with you whereby you were
to give us two hours' notice, in the same way as
ministerial statements were prefixed.

Mr HASSELL: All I can say is that the motion
is not within the ruling that you have made, Sir.
Standing Order No. 132 relates to an entirely
different matter from the subject matter of the
motion. We are seeking to raise an issue and to
debate it on an urgency basis-the basis that it is
a matter of public interest dealing with the con-
duct of the Premier in his capacity as Premier and
the conduct of the Minister in his capacity as
Minister. There is no imputation or personal re-
flection on a member, and it simply cannot be
brought within the purview of Standing Order No.
132.

The issue to be determined is whether we should
debate a motion that the Opposition wishes to
bring forward urgently under Standing Order No.
47 which provides-

47. A motion "That the House do now
adjourn" for the purpose of debating some
matter of urgency, can only be made after
Petitions have been presented and Notices of
Motions given, and before the business of the
day is proceeded with; but only the matter in
respect of which such motion is made can be

debated, and not more than one such motion
may be made upon the same day.

The question you, Sir, are asked to decide is
whether this is a matter of urgency. "Urgency" in
the sense in which it is used in the Standing Or-
ders is the urgency of dealing with a public issue
which ought to be brought out into the open and
debated.

Standing Order No. 48 provides-

48. A Member wishing to move "That the
House do now adjourn" under Standing Or-
der 47, shall first submit a written statement
of the subject proposed to be discussed to the
Speaker who, if he thinks it in order, shall
read it to the House, whereupon, if seven
Members rise in their places to support it, the
motion shall be proceeded with.

The sole technicality on which you have ruled that
this motion is out of order is that it seeks to cen-
sure the Premier. You have not ruled it out of
order because it is not urgent; you have not ruled
it ouf of order because it is not a matter of import-
ant business; you have not ruled it out of order
because it is not a matter of public interest; you
have not ruled it out of order for any reason other
than that it seeks to censure the Premier.

Mr Speaker, when I questioned the basis on
which you made the ruling, you referred me to
Standing Order No. 132, which provides-

132. All imputations of improper motives,
and all personal reflections on Members, shall
be considered highly disorderly.

That is directed to Personal attacks on members in
relation to them as individuals; it is not directed to
a motion that seeks to censure the Premier and to
question the Government about its operations
That is the situation here.

We seek to censure the Premier in a short and
sharp debate on a matter of public importance and
public interest. It is a matter that one would nor-
mally expect to be brought forward in this way. It
is one that, in other Parliaments, is brought for-
ward in this way on many occasions.

Sir, you know that since you assumed the office
of Speaker, the Opposition has sought to give you
the utmost co-operation. We have given you our
full support and respect. On one occasion, we
moved a dissent motion, and we deliberately with-
drew that dissent motion because we wanted to
make a point without challenging the authority of
the Chair. We moved the motion to make the
point, and we then withdrew it. We do not dissent
from your every ruling because that might give us
some political advantage. We have accepted what
we regard as your very strong, even-handed, and
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fair approach to the business of the House, and I
hope that will long continue.

We operate in a party political system, and we
are aware of the situation in which you find your-
self. I say without hesitation, on behalf of the
Opposition, that we have greatly respected the
way in which you have approached your office.

Our request to you at this time is that you
reconsider your ruling.

Mr LAURANCE: I support the motion moved
by the Leader of the Opposition to dissent from
the Speaker's ruling.

The matter I sought to raise in this urgency
debate is urgent; but I endeavoured to abide by
the rules that have been laid down in recent times
for these debates to take place. I gave you. Sir,
some two hours' notice. I provided the detail by
telephone to give you an indication of the subject
matter of the urgency motion; and I thought, be-
cause the matter had been raised in the Parlia-
ment before, that it was one with which you would
be somewhat familiar. The matter was raised in a
grievance debate a fortnight ago, during the last
opportunity we had to raise grievances.

I indicated to you that we bad further infor-
mation which had been provided, and that is what
made the matter urgent. The matter had been
raised in the Parliament before, so the matter it-
self was not urgent; it was the additional infor-
mation that had become available to the Oppo-
sition that made it urgent that we take this step.

Mr Davies: You have a grievance opportunity
today.

Mr LAURANCE: I couched the urgency mo-
tion in that way and had it delivered to your office,
Mr Speaker. You had indicated to me on the
telephone that you would be leaving the House at
around that time and would be back some time
around 1.30 or 2.00 p.m. I made special attempts
to see you during that time..Of course, I am not
blaming you for not being in the House, because
the time you return to the House is your own
business. Nevertheless, I did make several at-
tempts to contact you. I left the letter with your
Clerks and asked them to place it in a prominent
position so that you would find it on your return. I
did call at your office in the hope I could speak
with you when you returned.

You had indicated there might be a problem
with the word "censure" and I indicated that I was
happy for the wording to be changed so that the
wording gained your favour and we would be al-
lowed to move an urgency motion.

I am still prepared to change the wording and in
particular to withdraw the word "censure", be-
cause I believe the public importance and urgency

relates not to a censure so much as to the ad-
ditional information that has become available.
The additional information was the urgent thing.
The motion to censure the Premier is something
that could be moved at another time. What was
urgent was the additional information.

As I have said, I indicated to you, Sir, that I
was prepared to change the wording in order to
gain your favour in this matter so that it could
proceed on an urgent basis. You indicated that
you would give the matter some consideration and
advise me of your decision in the House.

You really did not give me an opportunity to
alter the Wording so that my motion might find
favour with you, thus allowing it to be debated
today. That is why I am supporting the Leader of
the Opposition's move to disagree with your rul-
ing.' I believe I acted in a proper way in trying to
bring this matter before the Parliament.

It seems the Opposition is to be denied an op-
portunity this afternoon to debate this matter un-
less you decide to change your ruling. If that is not
to be the case, I wonder whether it could be
interpreted-I do not want to reflect on your rul-
ing in this way-as the Government's seeking to
have a 24-hour delay on this matter before it is
raised again.

Mr Brian Burke: That is unfair to the Speaker.
Mr LAURANCE: If that is the case, I wonder

why the Government wants additional time.
Mir Tonkin: You are reflecting on the Chair.
Mr LAURANCE: This matter was raised in a

grievance debate a fortnight ago. The Premier re-
plied to that grievance, although I made it clear at
the time that I was directing my comments to the
Minister for Works. Because of the seriousness of
the matters I raised then, it was the Premier who
decided to respond, although I did not ask him to
do so.

It is clearly on the record that the Government
sought an extension of the Premier's time and he
used all of that additional time to reply to the
matter I raised-

Mr Tonkin: At your suggestion.
Mr LAURANCE: -and to indicate his in-

volvement or otherwise. It cannot be claimed that
at the time the Premier did not have sufficient
time to reply to the debate.

Point of Order
Mr TONKIN: Mr Speaker, the motion before

the Chair is to dissent from your ruling. I do not
believe the member should be canvassing the ques-
tion of whether the Premier has had enough time
or needs to have an extension. We are debating
whether your ruling is improper or proper.
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The SPEAKER: I have been listening very
closely to the remarks of the member for
Gascoyne and I feel that at this stage he is keeping
within what I regard to be an explanation of the
motion. The member for Gascoyne knows very
well that he is not allowed to debate anything that
is not pertinent to the dissent motion.

Debate (on dissent from Speaker's ruling)
Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: Mr Speaker, to keep strictly
to your ruling, let me say that the matter related
to this dissent motion is urgent and serious and has
already been partly canvassed. The point I am
trying to make is that the matter is serious and
that because further information has become
available the matter is not only more serious but
also more urgent. The matter should be debated
today.

I was previously making the point that the
Premier had sought additional time and had used
that additional time to answer my grievance. It
was the first time in the decade I have been in this
Parliament that any Minister of the Crown has
sought an extension of time to give a greater ex-
planation to a grievance.

Mr Jamieson: You asked him whether he
wanted it.

Mr LAURANCE: And the Premier took it,
because it was a very serious matter, so serious in
fact that the Premier decided he wanted more
time to explain his position. I received more infor-
mation the next day, within a Few hours-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member cannot
keep debating that issue.

Mr LAURANCE: The point I was
endeavouring to make was that the Government
was very concerned about the matter I had raised.
It had officers working back late the night the
grievance debate took place. The Premier ran out
immediately after dinner and issued a Press re-
lease. He took an extension of time to explain his
position because he was very worried about the
matter.

Mr Brian Burke: You offered the extension.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier sought it.

Mr Brian Burke: He told me to take more time.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Premier deny that
the Deputy Premier moved for an extension of
time?

Mr Brian Burke: At your invitation.

Mr LAURANCE: So the Premier wanted extra
time. If he did not want it, why did he take it?

Point of Order
Mr TONKIN: Mr Speaker, surely the motion

before the Chair is one of dissent from your ruling.
It should be possible for members to debate only
whether Your ruling is correct, as provided for in
the Standing Orders.

The SPEAKER: I have already advised the
member for Gascoyne that he is going beyond the
bounds. He must stick to this dissent motion,
otherwise I will have to take appropriate action.

Debate (on dissent from Speaker's ruling)
Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: I was only answering the
interjections from the other side, but I will ignore
them in future and abide by your ruling, Mr
Speaker. It has been clearly pointed out that this
approach is within Standing Orders and also
within the precedents set in recent times. The ap-
proach was made properly. It is a matter of very
seriovs public concern on which more information
has come available. This has made it a problem of
an extremely urgent nature of which the public
should be aware. The Premier must be called to
account.

Mr Speaker, if you are unhappy about the word
"censure" I am happy to remove it, as I have
already indicated. I offered to do so before the
Parliament sat today, but that opportunity was not
granted to me by you. You indicated that you
would prefer to comment on the matter in the
Parliament.

The Government is hiding behind your ruling. It
is seeking an additional 24 hours because this mat-
ter is an extreme embarrassment to it. Why is the
Government trying to hide behind your ruling?
The matter should be aired today. I call on you
again to change your ruling.

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, it is not our desire
to challenge your ruling. The essence of our
position is to challenge the Government, so we will
proceed with that in another way in the hope that
this question can be resolved in a different way at
a different time. I therefore seek leave of the
House to withdraw the motion to dissent from
your ruling.

Leave denied.

Mr TONKIN: Mr Speaker, the reason leave to
withdraw the motion was not granted is that it is
not good enough for the Opposition in a fit of
pique to get up and say certain things abo~t you
and your ruling and about the Government, and
then suddenly to say that it wants to withdraw the
motion. We want to deal with this in the proper
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way. If the Opposition is to be so childish and
petulant as to have a motion of dissent from the
Speaker's ruling-

Mr Williams: Let's debate it.
Mr TONKIN: -and then have two Opposition

speakers, and expect the Government not to have a
single speaker to show that this is all nonsense,
and to debate the question before the Chair-

Mr Thompson: We will give you an opportunity,
all right.

Mr TONKIN: The member for Kalamunda
was not a very good Speaker, and sitting opposite
he is still not a very good speaker because he
cannot see the difference between a motion of
dissent from the Speaker's ruling and a matter of
substance.

Points of Order
Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, I ask you to con-

sider whether the Leader of the House is debating
the matter before you.

Mr LAURANCE: On a further point of order,
I indicate that according to the Standing Order to
which you directed our attention a few moments
ago-Standing Order No. 132-provision is made
as follows-

All imputations of improper motives, and
all personal reflections on Members, shall be
considered highly disorderly.

I believe that the comments which have been
made by the Leader of the House in respect of the
previous Speaker do reflect on him and on his
holding of that office. I believe that is highly dis-
orderly and he should be asked to withdraw those
remarks.

The SPEAKER: One can get to a ridiculous
stage in this House, and this is a situation which is
nearly bordering on that. The remarks made are
similar to remarks made in debate day after day in
this House and I did not see the previous Speaker
(the member for Kalamunda) attempting to gain
my eye.

Mr Thompson: Let me assure you, Sir, it was
not taken with any joy.

The SPEAKER: I do not regard those com-
ments as being unparliamentary. In answer to the
previous point of order raised by the member for
Karrinyup, I am keeping a close watch on the
situation and on what the Leader of the House has
to say.

Debate (on dissent from Speaker's ruling)
Resumed

Mr TONKIN: I am happy to keep to the mo-
tion of dissent.

I was just explaining the reason that we refused
leave to withdraw the motion. We believe that if
people are going to stand up and say things about
the Speaker-

Mr Hassell: We have the situation where the
Government wants to maintain dissent against its
own Speaker.

Mr TONKIN: That is not true. We are going to
vote against the dissent. Try to tell the truth for
once. We will not maintain dissent. We are
opposing the dissent.

Mr Hassell: You are maintaining the motion of
dissent. You prevented our withdrawing the mo-
tion of dissent.

Mr Bryce: You should never have moved it.
Mr Hassell: We should. It was totally legit-

imate.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr TONKIN: I will just say once more, then

we will get on to this motion, that it is not fair for
anyone in this House to get up and say things
about you, Mr Speaker, in a motion, which is
seconded, and then try to stifle debate on that.

Mr Hassell: We asked him to reconsider.
Mr Williams: You have moved them many

times.
Mr Hassell: What a blunder for a Government

to maintain dissent!
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Op-

position was heard in almost complete silence
when he was making his remarks, and I ask the
House to give the same privilege to the Leader of
the House.

Mr TONKIN: The Government does not intend
to deny the urgency and the seriousness of the
matter which was attempted to be debated. We
are not arguing about that. As a matter of fact, I
understood it was coming forward yesterday. It is
very untrue, and unfair on you, Mr Speaker, for
Opposition members to say we are hiding behind
your ruling. We are happy for the matter to be
brought on, but if this House is to proceed in an
orderly manner, whenever the Speaker makes a
correct ruling, the House must defend that ruling.
We are not denying the right to bring forward the
matter.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr TONKIN: We have reached an agreement

with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that two
hours' notice should be given before matters of
this kind are brought forward, but we received no
notice. That had no influence on your ruling, Mr
Speaker. We did not run to the Speaker. We have
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not had two hours' notice, but the Speaker acted
independently of that fact.

Ijust want to make the point that when the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said in response
to certain suggestions we were making, "What
about an urgency motion once a week", I said
"Yes". There is no attempt to go back on that. I
was happy for this to be brought up yesterday,
today, or tomorrow. We do not mind at all, but the
point the Speaker has made is an important one;
that is, that under Standing Order No. 48, the
Speaker will allow this if he thinks it is in order.
So, it is up to the Speaker to make a ruling as to
whether the proposed motion is in order.

The Speaker went further and referred to
Standing Order No. 132 footnote 12 which states
that imputations against a member should be dealt
with by a substantive motion. It is a technicality; it
is nothing to do with the truth or otherwise of any
allegations. Just the same as it is not right to say,
"We don't want debate; we don't want to give the
Government the chance to defend the Speaker", so
also is it improper to say things about the Premier
and then say, "We withdraw the motion". It is not
taken to a resolution. The proper way to censure a
member of this House, whether he be Premier or
any other member, is by way of a substantive
motion. It is then taken to a division and that is
the Proper decision of the House. Otherwise with a
motion members can get up and say, "This is a
censure motion, but we are going to withdraw it."
Opposition members say the matter is not very
serious. It is serious to censure a member of the
House! If we want to censure a member of the
House, we must have a division, and we must go
about in a proper way.

We are not supporting the Speaker because we
are embarrassed, as the Opposition is, because it
wanted to withdraw the motion-

Mr Hassell: Do you think that statement you
just made is true?

Mr TONKIN: Yes I do. I felt that upon reflec-
tion Opposition members felt that they should not
have moved that motion. They decided, on calmer
and cooler reflection, that it should not have been
moved, and the best way out was to withdraw it.

Mr Hassell: We made the point from the outset
that we were not in the business of challenging the
Speaker's position, we were in the business of
challenging the Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: What changed between the

time you moved dissent and you sought to with-
draw it?

Mr Hassell: Because the point had been made,
and we will proceed in a different way.

Mr Bryce: You didn't think it through, in other
words.

Mr Hassell: That is not true at all. It is delib-
erate action that we have taken.

Mr MacKinnon: And proper.
Mr Davies: Falling over himself to bring it up

again!
Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: The Opposition should think

seriously before moving dissent from the Speaker's
ruling. It is not something just to toss off, to get up
to move dissent and to say, "We have changed our
minds; we will withdraw it". I hope in future the
Opposition will think seriously before moving a
motion to dissent from the Speaker's ruling.

The Leader of the Opposition just said the Op-
position was not moving dissent from the
Speaker's ruling; it was challenging the Govern-
ment. What a way to attack the Government-by
moving dissent from the Speaker's ruling!

If this misunderstanding of the Standing Orders
of the House by the Leader of the Opposition
continues, we will be in a shambles. I suggest the
Leader of the Opposition should come to some
rudimentary understanding of the Standing Or-
ders so that he knows that to move a motion of
dissent is not a proper way to attack a Govern-
ment.

Mr Hassell: We asked the Speaker to reconsider
his ruling.

Mr TONKIN: The Opposition did not. It
moved dissent.

Mr Hassell: How else can you ask him to recon-
sider?

Mr TONKIN: That is right. Under Standing
Orders one cannot. The only way is to move dis-
sent, but then to say, "We didn't move dissent at
all", is nonsense!

Is the Opposition moving dissent or is it not? I
want to make this absolutely clear: The Govern-
ment has not tried to avoid a debate on this sub-
ject. There is the grievance debate in which this
matter could have been raised later today. It could
have been brought on in a proper way yesterday. I
would ask, in accordance with my agreement with
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, that that
agreement be honoured, and that the Government
be given two hours' notice-the same as when we
give two hours' notice before a ministerial
statement is delivered. I think that is fair and
courteous.

I stress once again that it had nothing to do with
the Speaker's ruling, because I have not sought to
influence the Speaker's ruling on the subject, and
nor would 1. He made that ruling because he be-
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lieved that if we talk about the censure of a mem-
ber of this House, we should take the matter to a
division.

If the Opposition wishes to move a motion of
censure of the Premier, or of any other member, it
must do so in the proper way. I hope the Oppo-
sition will have a seminar amongst its members, so
it can better understand Standing Orders, so that
this kind of kerfuffle today-which is totally un-
necessary-can be dealt with so that we can-

Mr Laurance: Running away from it.
Mr TONKIN: That is not true.
Mr Laurance: Why else?
Mr TONKIN: That is not true.
Mr Laurance: It is quite obvious.
Mr TONKIN: That is not true.
Mr Laurance: Regardless of what you say, that

is the truth. You can huff and puff as much as you
like, but you know we have information about this,
and you don't want it to come out. You are run-
ning away from it.

Mr TONKIN: What the member is saying is
that the Speaker ruled to protect the Premier or
the Government.

Mr Laurance: Absolutely!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr B~ryce: Kick him out! Throw him out!
The SPEAKER: Order! I take the interjection

made by the member for Gascoyne very seriously
and I hope that he will withdraw it.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr LAURANCE: I take it, MrT Speaker, that

you feel my interjection is an imputation and a
personal reflection against you as Speaker. I make
the point that I am happy to withdraw the com-
ment.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: In my view, the remark was a

reflection on my position as the Chief Executive
Officer of this House. It is my duty to ensure that
Standing Orders and the practices and usages of
the House are observed by all members. On this
occasion, the remark made by the member for
Gascoyne reflected upon my behaviour and my
involvement in this debate, and I ask the member
for Gascoyne to withdraw the remark.

Mr LAURANCE: I intend to withdraw the
remark, but on a point of order-

Mr Davies: You cannot take a point of order.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I put it to the member for

Gascoyne again: I ask him to withdraw the remark
which he made by way of interjection and which
reflected on my position.

Mr LAURANCE: I am happy to withdraw the
remark.

Point of Order
I would now like to raise a point of order under

Standing Order No. 1 32. By way of interjection,
you, Mr Speaker, asked me to withdraw what you
said were personal reflections on you, but a mo-
ment ago I raised a point of order regarding impu-
tations and personal reflections against the pre-
vious Speaker, and you decided there was no need
for the member on his feet to withdraw those
remarks. I cannot see the difference and I put the
point to you that under Standing Order No. 132,
the remarks were similar. If my remarks were
disorderly, then the previous remarks made by the
Leader of the House about the former Speaker
were highly disorderly and he should have been
asked to withdraw them.

Debate (on dissent from Speaker's ruling)
Resumed

Mr TONKIN: Finally, let us get it clear. The
Speaker, of his own volition, and without any
pressure from the Government, made a correct
ruling. The Government supports that ruling be-
cause it was correct under Standing Orders. We
believe Opposition members should think very
seriously before they jump to their feet in a fit of
anger and attempt to get at the Government by
moving to dissent from the Speaker's ruling. The
Speaker's ruling is correct because the letter was
not in order. if a member of this House wants to
move a censure motion against another member,
he should move a substantive motion to that ef-
fect. Then the motion may be taken to a division.
That is the reason this is not the correct vehicle by
which to censure a member. An urgency motion is
not taken to a decision because, under the Stand-
ing Orders, it is withdrawn.

The Government applauds your decision, Mr
Speaker, and we hope that you will continue to
make correct decisions, not only those which may
be considered at times to be in the Government's
favour, but also those which are in the Oppo-
sition's favour. Whether the Opposition or the
Government fares badly from those rulings, I hope
that you will continue to go straight down the
middle by the Standing Orders, and this House
will continue to function properly.

I congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on the way you
have been discharging your duties and the way in
which you have interpreted Standing Orders on
many occasions including this one. I have been
brought to task by you on at least one occasion
and that is the way a Speaker should preside over
the proceedings of his House-he should make
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rulings without rear or favour. This was such a
ruling, and the motion or dissent against it could
have only arisen fr one of two reasons, the First
being that the Opposition tried to get at the
Government through the Speaker, which is most
improper, and the second is that the Opposition
just does not understand Standing Orders.

I suggest that the Opposition should get its act
together, and do some study on the Standing Or-
ders so that in future the running of this House
will be much smoother.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr THOMPSON: I have one or two points I

would like to make in regard to this motion. 1
reiterate that it is the Opposition's wish that this
motion be withdrawn, but the opportunity to do so
has been denied us by the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: Could I ask you whether you
are supporting or opposing the dissent?

Mr THOMPSON: I am supporting the dissent
because the matter has proceeded a little further
down the track than I would have liked it to pro-
ceed. Mr Speaker, when the member for Gascoyne
took a point of order in respect of the remarks
which were made by the Leader or the House, and
which reflected on me, I did not take any action on
that occasion, not because those remarks were, in
my view, not unfair, but simply because they were
made by a person whose credibility in this House
has long since been shot to bits. He holds the
record as having more often offended the
Chair-the position which you hold, Mr
Speaker-than has any other person in this
House. Therefore, when he offends anyone, there
is no offence. I was not upset that he made the
remarks. I agree with the ruling you gave on that
occasion, Mr Speaker; that was, that one must just
shrug off such remarks because they are of no real
consequence.

The situation is that under Standing Order Nos.
47 and 48, the member for Gascoyne made con-
tact with you, Mr Speaker, and received your ap-
proval to proceed with an urgency motion today.
When you received the written copy when you
returned to your office-what time it was
delivered to your office, I do not know-you found
that certain words in the letter which made it
impossible for you to accept it, and you felt the
debate should proceed in another way. Mr
Speaker, you chose to read the letter to the House
and [ wonder why you did that. The Standing
Order makes provision for you to read it to the
House only if you agree with the matter's proceed-
ing.

I find it a little strange that the letter was read
to the House. I would also like to comment in

respect of the two hours' notice. The two hours'
notice which is required by the Speaker is a pro-
cedure which I instituted. No Standing Order re-
quires it.

Mr Tonkin: I am not talking about that. We
agreed that the Government would be given two
hour's not ice.

Mr THOMPSON: I assumed that the Leader
of the House was talking about the two hours'
notice. The two hours' notice which has been laid
down as a practice of this House was something I
instituted because I believed it was necessary that
I had adequate opportunity to consider the matter
and to determine whether it was in order. It ap-
pears that the member has complied with the
Speaker's wishes in that respect and 1 think it
would have been fair enough for the matter to
proceed.

I remind the Government members who now
carp about the Opposition's taking this oppor-
tunity to move dissent from your ruling, Mr
Speaker, to raise an issue, that during the time
they occupied the Opposition benches they repeat-
edly moved dissent. I used to plead with the
present Premier not to do it that way, but to find
some other device.

Mr Brian Burke: We often came to an agree-
ment. However, the point is that the dissent is
moved and then withdrawn.

Mr THOMPSON: There is precedence for that.
Mr Brian Burke:. That is true, but as far as

withdrawal is concerned on this occasion, there is
absolutely no change, unless the Leader of the
Opposition is convinced he was wrong from the
time when the Leader of the Opposition moved
dissent.

Mr THOMPSON: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition sought to withdraw the dissent because he
took the only opportunity available to him to raise
a point with the Speaker. The Speaker had ruled
that the debate could not proceed. There is no
other way in which the Leader of the Opposition
could take up the matter with the Speaker other
than to dissent from his ruling. The Leader of the
Opposition moved dissent from the Speaker's rul-
ing, and subsequently sought leave of the House to
withdraw it. The Leader of the House has chosen
not to allow the matter to be withdrawn.

Mr Tonkin: Because both sides should be put,
not just one.

Mr THOMPSON: I believe it would have been
far preferable for the Leader of the Opposition's
motion to be withdrawn. The matter has gone
further and, indeed, I am afraid I am of the point
of view chat we must see the matter through, be-
cause the Government wants to see it through.
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Mr CLARKO: We have heard some amazing
perambulations by the Leader of the F-ouse. He
said that Opposition members do not understand
the Standing Orders and that this is a motion to
dissent from your ruling, Mr Speaker, and nothing
else. Of course, that is not true.

The Leader of the House must think that mem-
bers of the Opposition have no memories at all. He
stood on this side of the House many times during
the nine years the Opposition was in Government
and was involved in matters of this kind in which
he deliberately sought to put forward the argu-
ment and not the matter of the dissent. I recall
that on many occasions I raised points of order
and said that the matters were being debated and
not the questions of the dissent from the Speaker's
rulings.

Mr Tonkin: Do you think that was wrong?

Mr CLARKO: In answer to the question of
whether it is wrong, if one follows the
Westminster system, one knows the practice is
almost always used for highlighting the problems
of the movers in terms of getting their voices
heard. It is rarely that motions of dissent are genu-
ine dissents from the motions moved. With the
exception of an occasion when Speaker
Hutchinson was in the Chair, when there was a
specific motion dealing with his position, almost
all dissent motions are of a nature similar to that
of the one we moved today. It is absolute nonsense
to go and read Standing Orders.

Mr Tonkin: That does not make it right if, when
we were in Opposition, you felt we were not be-
having properly. Are you now going to emulate
us?

Mr CLARKO: The standing practice of all Par-
liaments of the western type is that motions of this
sort are used in the way we are using this one now,
and almost never in the other way. I challenge the
Government to get one of its 20 or 30 advisers to
look back in Hansard covering the past nine years,
to see when this type of motion was moved, other
than in the case regarding Speaker Hutchinson,
and that one was not of the same kind that we
have moved today. We are using this particular
motion in the way it is used on almost every oc-
casion.

Mr Tonkin: We have agreed there will be one of
these once a week. When we were in Opposition,
you were in agreement, but the Speaker ruled it
out.

Mr CLARKO: That is a different point. The
Government tried to Lecture us and alleged that we
were using this motion in an improper way, and in
a way it is not usually used in this House. I am

saying exactly the opposite. If members read
Hansard they will find that is the case. People
stood up time and time again and did as the for-
mer Speaker said. We had a Speaker of the same
high calibre as that of the Speaker we have today.
We have a chairman, the Speaker, who does not
need praise from me, but I will give him some
praise. He is a mature, strong man, and he has the
capacity to change his mind. I ask him very
seriously to reconsider the Speaker's ruling on
what was put in front of him. I say to the Speaker
that the member for Gascoyne sought to approach
him two hours before the meeting of this
Chamber. As so often happens, the Speaker was
out. I cannot see there is any fault on the part of
the member. It will often happen that a person of
the prominence of the Speaker has another com-
mitment. There is no fault on the part of the
member who tries to put something before the
Speaker. A Speaker may go out to lunch or to a
business meeting two hours before the start of the
House every day, and he may be doing his job
better because of that; but if a member went regu-
larly once a week and on each occasion found the
Speaker out during the two hours before the start
of the House, it could not be said that was a basis
for a claim that he was not going through the
proper arrangements and understandings.

This particular member went along two hours
before the commencement of the House, and the
Speaker had other commitments.

Secondly, the member said, "if you object to
the word 'censure', I will delete it or change it".
He cannot do any more than go along two hours
before and react immediately to the wishes or
suggestions of the Speaker.

What it means is that Speaker felt that it would
be appropiate to deal with the matter tomorrow. It
must be dealt with urgently. That is what we are
trying to ensure. Using the motion in the way it is
almost invariably used in the Westminster system,
we are trying to ask you, Mr Speaker, and to
prevail upon you, as a mature person, as an out-
standing Speaker, to give us an opportunity to
reconsider your ruling and say, "Yes, I have
already accepted it as urgent. I have rejected it
only because the word 'censure' was used. I will
allow that word to be taken out".

That would tie in with the practices of this
House. I have been here for 10 years, and on
dozens if not hundreds or occasions the person in
the Chair has said to the mover, "You cannot
move it in that way. Just change a particular word
and I' will find that acceptable". That is done
almost every day in this place. it would not be
cutting across tradition. You would be showing
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your great stature by allowing this. It is accepted
this matter is urgent.

In addition, Mr Speaker, as a fair chairman you
think of both sides. You do not have to worry
about whether it would be fair to the Government,
because the Government has said, through the
Premier and also through the Leader of the
House-I have his words her;, I think they are
exactly as he said them-"The Government does
not deny the seriousness and urgency of this mo-
tion". He used the words, "We are happy for you
to bring it on right now".

So, in the proper sprinit of your Speakership,
you will not be inconveniencing them in any way.
They are happy to get on with the job. You agree
with us that the matter is urgent. The only prob-
lem is one word which could be removed and
substituted with other words. It is something
which the Opposition particularly wants to do, the
Government does not mind its being done, and
you, because of your tremendous capacity and
flexibility and courage, can make that sort of
change. Again, you do it because it is the practice
of the House. We have the guidance of people like
you to change our motions.

It is very important to us that we have the right
to deal with these matters on an urgent basis.

I am not pleased with the way the Leader of the
House operates, although I agree with him and I
commend him for his decision to allow us to use
urgency motions more frequently than I have
witnessed previously in the 10 years I have been in
this House. I thank him for that decision. I know
he sought it and so did his colleagues in the time of
the Government of which I was a small member in
one sense. That is a step forward, and it is an
improvement.

At the same time that I commend him for that,
I condemn him for cutting back the time of
speakers in general debate in this House.

I put it to you, Mr Speaker, that the word
"censure" itself in the English language, like
virtually every word, has a great deal of movement
in terms of meaning. The Concise Oxford Diction-
ary says that "censure" means "adverse judge-
ment, expression of disapproval, reprimand,
blame, ertiticize unfavourably, reprove". One may
take that word at one end of the continuum and
imply that this is a matter of major moment. I do
not think that if one reads what has been set out
by the member for Gascoyne at great length-Dr
Johnson said he did not have time to write a short
letter so he wrote a long one-one could deny that
the member gives everyone an opportunity to ap-
preciate what we are trying to do. This censuring
is not an attempt to put the Premier's head on the
guillotine. We are trying to put before the public

of Western Australia a matter which we regard as
very important. It is a matter of great concern. We
are concerned about the improper political inter-
ference in the work of the Public Works Depart-
ment, a matter in which everyone is very
interested. We have already had some questions,
and the Premier spoke at considerable length on
this issue. He tried to imply that Mr Fagan was
not employed because he was a union man.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO: I accept that. I am trying to say

that this particular one-page letter provided by the
member for Gascoyne indicates that we are trying
to bring to the attention of the people of Western
Australia the incidents relating to this matter.

Here is an opportunity for you, Sir, to recon-
sider your ruling and to follow up the suggestion
of the member for Gascoyne, who, in every way,
took the steps which should have enabled this de-
bate to take place but which, for various reasons,
did not. If, instead of being involved in other du-
ties, you, Sir, had been here for two hours before
the House sat-I know the sort of person you
are-you would probably have discussed it and
come to an arrangement, and the House would be
all the better for it. It would be reasonable if the
House were given an opportunity to discuss the
matter. You, Sir, seem to accept that it is an
urgent matter, and the argument relates only to
the word "censure". On behalf of my colleagues
and because the House is happy to debate the
matter right now, 1 call on you, Sir, to reconsider
your previous decision.

MrT MENSAROS: The member for Karninyup's
description of the question before the Chair, the
dissent motion, was very proper; I will not repeat
it, but I shall develop it further. The question in
relation to the dissent motion is either a purely
legal one as to whether you, Sir, have ruled prop-
erly according to the Standing Orders and the
precedents which exist in this House and perhaps
in Westminster, or whether, according to cus-
tom-the member for Karrinyup pointed this out
very correctly-this motion is being used as a ve-
hicle, as so many other provisions of the Standing
Orders are used for different purposes, to enable
the Opposition to have a voice here, because
otherwise that right would be denied.

If the alternative is the case-which appears to
me to be the position, because I could not imagine
the Premier or the Leader of the House becoming
so emotional were we debating a purely legal ques-
tion as to whether the Speaker was right or wrong
in interpreting certain rules-I agree with the
member for Karrinyup, and I think, on reflection,
you, Sir, might agree also. I am sure you would
agree that you should follow the custom of this
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House of telling the member, sometimes privately
or sometimes from the Chair, that he ought to
amend his motion in order that it should be correct
in your view.

However, if we are debating purely the legal
interpretation of the matter, I make the following
comment. Of course, I did not have time to study
the precedents; indeed, nobody has had time to do
so. However, 1 am one of the members who can
remember back rather a long time, and I would
say without any hesitation, that, on many oc-
casions, whether one party was in Opposition or in
Government, Speakers of various political parties
have tolerated an implication or a direct, out-
spoken censure, in other ways than in a
substantive motion.

I do not think that could be denied. However, if
you, Sir, feel I am wrong, and if you feel my
understanding is not the case, the correct pro-
cedure would be for you to suspend the sitting to
instruct the Clerks to obtain all the precedents
regarding this, and to show the cases where an
implied or outspoken censure occurred against a
member or a Minister other than in a substantive
motion. You should show precedents where the
Speaker has ruled that, on the basis of Standing
Order No. 132, where implied or outspoken cen-
sure occurs this way, it is out of order. I ask you to
do that, because I cannot recall that having oc-
curred, although that does not mean it has not
happened.

During debate so far, in which one Government
member has participated, it has not been
mentioned that a precedent exists in this regard.
That strengthens the assertion made by the mem-
ber for Karrinyup, that the dissent motion against
the Speaker's ruling has, on an overwhelming
number of occasions, been used to enable Oppo-
sition members to have a voice. After all, that is
the main purpose for which we are here. In a
system where the Government has a majority, one
can say, and many people do, that it is pointless to
debate legislation as the result is a foregone con-
clusion, bearing in mind that the numbers are
there, the matter has been discussed previously in
the party room, and it will be passed anyway.
However, we must still debate issues to remind the
public of the position, inasmuch as discussions of
this nature are conveyed by the media who attend
our meetings. The public must be made aware, in
particular, of the Opposition's point of view, and
they should be reminded that the Government
may seek to do something which the public would
not expect it to do.

If we used this motion to dissent from your
ruling for that purpose, it would be used quite
properly according to the custom of the Parlia-

ment. Therefore, I suggest that you, Sir, show the
House the precedents in this regard, because they
would strengthen your position.

Mr Tonkin: It is an open-and-shut case.

Mr MENSAROS: That would do away with
any suspicion, not on my part, but on the part of
outsiders, those to whom the debate is reported,
that the Speaker may not have been impartial.

If the Speaker were to show the relevant
precedents and interpretations of that Standing
Order and the behaviour of various Speakers of
the day in favour of or against such usage by the
Opposition as I have suggested, you would be
above suspicion, as you ought to be as the presid-
ing officer of the House. That is the wish of the
Government and of the Opposition.

However, if you just say, "This is my interpret-
ation, and I will not give you any further reasons
for it by way of precedents", suspicion might arise
and might be maintained somewhere outside. That
is something none of us would want.

The SPEAKER: Order! Before I put the ques-
tion, I would like to make one point to the House,
and I will make it by reading from page 378 of
Erskine May's Parliamentary Practice, twentieth
edition. It reads as follows-

Ru les governi ng su bject- matter of motions

Matters to be dealt with by a substantive
motion. Certain matters cannot be debated,
except upon a substantive motion which ad-
mits of a discimet vote of the House. Amongst
these (see pp. 430-431) are the conduct of the
sovereign, the heir to the throne or other
members of the Royal Family, a Governor-
General of an independent territory, the Lord
Chancellor, the Speaker,5 the Chairman of
Ways and Means, 6 Members of either House
of Parliament and judges of the superior
courts of the United Kingdom, including per-
sons holding the position of a judge, such as a
judge in a court of bankruptcy and a county
court, or a recorder. These matters cannot,
therefore, be raised by way of amendment, or
upon any motion for adjournment.7 For the
same reason, no charge of a personal charac-
ter can be raised, save upon a direct and
substantive motion to that effect.8 No
statement of that kind can, therefore be
embodied in a notice to call the attention of
the House to a stated matter.9

Question (dissent from Speaker's ruling) put
and negatived.
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PUBLIC WORKS: DEPARTMENT
Mr i. V. Fagan: Standing Orders Suspension
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [3.28

p.m.]: I move without notice-
That so much of Standing Orders be sus-

pended as would prevent me from moving the
following motion-

That in the opinion of this House the
allegations made by the Member for
Gascoyne in respect of the employment
of Mr J. V. Pagan are not supported by
the evidence disclosed by the Member.

The Opposition indicated that it was very keen to
discuss this matter and so I will invite the Leader
of the Opposition to indicate to me whether he is
prepared to suspend Standing Orders to debate it.

Mr Clarko: What a stunt!
Mr Hassell: What do you want to do?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am moving to

suspending Standing Orders.
Mr Hassell: Will I get a chance to speak on that

motion?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am asking for an indi-

cation.
Mr Hasseil:. I will speak on the motion. You

move it and I will speak on the motion.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It would seem to me that

the Opposition has said consistently throughout
the dissent debate that it was of the view that the
matter should be debated and that in fact the
dissent motion could be dispensed with in order to
permit this subject to be debated. The Opposition
said that the Government was running away-

Mr Laurance: Where is the Speaker, now we
have left him high and dry? He is out on a rung
now.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am well able Io defend
myself.

Mr Clarko: You must be a slow thinker. You
should have moved that an hour ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know who is a
slow thinker, but I have never seen the Leader of
the Opposition stand up in this place and move
dissent and then when nothing has changed fol-
lowing the moving of the motion, attempt to with-
draw it-

Mr Laurance: To do just what you are doing
now.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -and then when the
matter was put to a vote, vote in favour of it. The
Opposition has miscalculated badly simply be-
cause it failed to take into account the Standing
Orders and, secondly, because it, I would think,
was rushed into doing something that it planned to

do tomorrow. I do not know. All I am doing is
giving the Opposition a chance to debate this mat-
ter. It was only a few moments ago-

Mr Clarko: Nonsense. I have never heard such
nonsense. About an hour ago you should have
said, "Ragh to" and moved on with it.

Mr Tonkin: The Speaker ruled.
Mr Cla rko: He could have done this an hour

ago.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was only a few mo-

ments ago that the Opposition was saying it
wanted to debate the matter. The Speaker gave a
ruling, the Leader of the Opposition moved dis-
sent, we were obliged as a Government, in view of
the correctness of the ruling, to uphold that ruling.
That was done.

Mr Clarko: Soft-shoe shuffle.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We had no option of

moving to suspend Standing Orders while the dis-
sent motion was before the Chair, and so now,
which is as soon as it was practicable after the
dissent motion was dispatched-and remember we
had only one speaker on that dissent motion and
there were five from the Opposition, so we could
not reduce the number of our speakers or be ac-
cused of trying to prolong the debate-we are
asking the Opposition to agree to the suspension of
Standing Orders-

Mr Clarko: You interjected about 40 times.
That could have been your first interjection.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am simply repeating
that as soon as it was practicable after the dis-
patch of the dissent motion, the Government
offers to the Opposition in a fairly inert form the
chance to debate a motion that goes to the matter
that has been outlined by the member for
Gascoyne.

Mr Tonkin: They said we were running away.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are not running away

from anything: we are running towards it, as far as
we are concerned.

A member: We will give you some curry to go
with it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me make the Govern-
ment's position clear. We are saying to the Oppo-
sition that we will suspend Standing Orders. We
will debate the motion which is as antiseptic as
this is. The motion we will debate reads-

That, in the opinion of this House, the alle-
gations made by the member for Gascoyne in
respect of the employment of Mr J. V. Fagan
are not supported by the evidence disclosed
by the member.

There is the opportunity for the Opposition.
Mr Ton kin: I formally second the motion.

7693



7694 (ASSEMBLY]I

The SPEAKER: It does not require a seconder.
For this motion to be successful, an absolute ma-
jority is required. The question is that the motion
moved by the Premier-that so much of the
Standing Orders be suspended as would prevent a
motion to be debated-be agreed to.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [3.34 p.m.]-. I declined the Premier's in-
vitation to tell him our attitude to this motion
while he was speaking and I just want to take the
opportunity to make the point that this tactic that
the Premier constantly uses is not one for which I
will fall. I wilt not be put in a position of trying, by
way of interjection during question time, to state a
policy decision of the Opposition, as the Premier
tried last night. I will not be put in a position of
answering the Premier every time it suits him to
do one or his grand flourishes and invite me to
state our position by way of interjection.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!

Mr HASSELL: The Premier knows, and every
member of the Government and the House knows,
that one cannot possibly get a point across in that
way. Every member of the Government knows
that the Premier would not invite the interjection
if he thought that an effective point could be made
in that way, and the Premier will have to get used
to the idea that when he asks silly questions, he
will receive no answers, because I am not playing
at that game. When we have a policy position to
state-

Mr Pearce: On those rare occasions.

Mr HASSELL: -we will state it in the proper
way, in the proper place, and at the proper time
when we are in command of the floor and when we
are in command of the action, and that is the way
it is going to be, whether the Premier likes it or
not.

A member: You have a long wait.

Mr H-ASSELL: The second point that the
Premier dealt with in moving to suspend Standing
Orders was an attack on us for the way we
handled the dissent motion. I will try to explain to
the Premier what we did, and why.

Mr Speaker, we disagreed wish your ruling.
However, as I stated to you, in that dissent motion
and as we have stated before, we are not in the
business of seeking to challenge your conduct of
the House-

Mr Tonkin: But you did so.

Mr HASSELL: -when we believe it to be
genuine.

Mr Tonkin: You moved it.

Mr Pearce: That is a reflection on the Chair.

Mr HASSELL: Our business is to debate the
issues. When we believe that your ruling, Mr
Speaker, is wrong, we are entitled to move dissent,
and we will do so. There is no question about it.
We will take our every right in that respect. That
is what we did today; but having moved a dissent
motion, I then asked that you reconsider your
ruling. That was the request we made in moving
dissent.

Mr Tonkin: Sheer impudence.

Mr HASSELL: We believed that your ruling
was wrong and we moved dissent to test it, but in
particular to ask you to reconsider it. The ruling
was not absolutely clear-cut-

Mr Tonkin: It was as clear as crystal.

Mr HASSELL: -in your own mind, as I
understand it. It was a matter to which you had to
give consideration. I am not saying anything
.sgainst the Speaker; do not get carried away.

Mr Tonkin: The ruling was crystal clear and
correct.

Mr HASSELL: We were dealing with the mat-
ter in an entirely proper way. We moved the dis-
sent motion, and we asked for the ruling to be
reconsidered. We then sought to withdraw the mo-
tion to facilitate the business of the House to get
on with the job.

Mr Tonkin: So the Speaker could not be
defended.

Mr HASSELL: Not so that the Speaker could
not be defended.

Mr Pearce: You just want to do a bit of mud-
raking.

Mr HASSELL: Let me say to the Leader of the
House that we wanted to do two things. Let me be
very clear and frank with him in saying this.

Mr Pearce: Throwing mud!
Mr HASSELL: We wanted to consider further

the basis of the Speaker's ruling. We did not want
to have a complete argument about it when we
had not looked up Erskine May and the other
precedents and had not looked at the matter prop-
erly, because, as I have said, we are not in the
business of mucking up the business of the House
by constantly challenging the Speaker. That is the
first thing we wanted to do. The second thing that
I and the deputy wanted to do-

Mr Pearce: Throw more mud!

Mr H-ASSELL: -was to check out the
position. Gee, the member really is rather childish.

Mr Pearce: The woolly king of the brumbies!

M r Bryce: King of the what?

Mr Pearce: King of the brumbies.
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Mr H-ASSELL: Why does not the member
grow up? The Premier told him months ago to
shut up and keep quiet in the House. Why does he
not do what he tells him? The second thing that I
wanted to do-

Mr Clarko: Very telling. I like that one.
Mr HASSELL: The second thing the deputy

leader and I wanted to do was to check out the
very point that the Leader of the House had made
about our alleged failure to give the Speaker no-
tice. I discussed the matter with the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, and I said to him, "Is
that the arrangement-that we are supposed to
have given two hour's notice to the Government?".
and he said, "Look, it is not precisely my recollec-
tion". I said, "is it in writing?" He said, "No, it is
not''. I said, "Well, we ought to look at that''.
Those were the two things we were trying to do in
withdrawing that dissent. There was no attack
whatever on the Speaker.

Mr Tonkin: What?
Mr HASSELL: There wa s no attempt to waste

the time of the House or to muck around. The
Government raised a point and we responded to it.
We were refused leave to withdraw the motion so
that we could deal with the issues the Leader of
the House has raised. That was the situation in
which we found ourselves and that is the situation
that the Premier and the Leader of the House
have attacked. I know the Leader of the House
does not give us credit for proper motives in what
we are doing, but he wilt have to learn that we do
have them, and that we are trying to get on with
the business of the House in a sensible way. By
refusing us leave to withdraw our motion, he put
us in a position of having to vote on the motion of
dissent.

Mr Tonkin: If it was wrong, you should not
have voted on it.

Mr HASSELL: Our starting point was our be-
lief that the Speaker's ruling was wrong. Had we
not believed that, we would not have moved dis-
sent. When the Leader of the House refused us
leave to withdraw, of course we had to vote for it.

Mr Tonkin: Even though you were wrong.
Mr Pearce: You have more positions than can

be found in the Kama Sutra.
Mr HASSELL: The Government determined

we were wrong because it has the numbers. That is
the only determination that has been made.

We sought to withdraw the dissent motion for a
third reason. Very simply, it was to get on with the
business of the House by then immediately moving
the following motion-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as will permit and allow the mo-

tion raised for urgent discussion by the mem-
ber for Gascoyne to be moved and debated
forthwith.

We were trying to facilitate the business of the
House and get on with the job which we are here
to do and which the Leader of the House wants to
get on with as well. What did the Government do?
It denied us the opportunity to withdraw the dis-
sent motion and caused the loss of an hour's debat-
ing time.

Mr Tonkin: You had five speakers and we had
one.

Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the House
insisted that the debate on dissent be played out
and it was.

Mr Tonkin: Do you believe the Speaker should
be defended or not?

Mr H-ASSELL: The withdrawal of a dissent
motion does not leave any question standing
against the Speaker.

Mr Tonkin: You voted for the dissent motion.

Mr HASSELL: We would not have voted for it
if the Government had allowed us to withdraw it.

Mr Brian Burke: You have just made a bad
bue.

Mr HASSELL: Dear oh dear, is that the best
the Premier can say?

Mr Brian Burke: I think you are very tender
about it, and the more you say, the deeper in you
get.

Mr Tonkin: Why not sit down so we can debate
the motion.

Mr HASSELL: I will sit down when I have
finished replying to the Leader of the House and
the Premier or when the time runs out, whichever
comes first.

Mr Brian Burke: You are replying to a speech
the Leader of the House made not on this matter,
but on some previous occasion.

Mr HASSELL: I am replying to the speech the
Premier made not 10 minutes ago.

Mr Brian Burke: I seek to suspend Standing
Orders to allow you to debate it.

Mr HASSELL: That is not all the Premier
spoke about.

Mr Brian Burke: You had five speakers on the
dissent motion and we had one. We did not muck
around.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: I am anxious to get a word in
on this debate.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr HASSELL: The Premier used the motion
for the suspension of Standing Orders to attack
the approach we adopted on the dissent motion. I
am replying to that. I pointed out the basis on
which we proceeded to seek to withdraw our mo-
tion and the basis on which the Government acted.'That is a simple set of facts and I will not repeat
them.

One of the reasons we sought to withdraw our
dissent motion was so that we could move suspen-
sion of Standing Orders to allow the substantive
issue to be debated. We wanted that suspension to
take place so that the very motion that we put in
the letter could be debated. The Premier has
sought to prevent that by moving a motion which
he called-I think the word used
was-antiseptic".

Mr Brian Burke: And inert.

Mr H-ASSELL: It is neither of course.

Mr Brian Burke: Move dissent from the words.

Mr H-ASSELL: It is not a neutral motion at all,
any more than ours was. It seeks to condemn that
which the Opposition has raised.

Mr Brian Burke: It doesn't really.

Mr HASSELL: Yes it does. The Opposition is
in favour of debating the issue, but I want to check
with the Premier what he sees as the parameters
of the debate. We have wasted a lot of time this
afternoon, not through our speeches. If we had
had a debate on the motion, it would have been
over ages ago. What is the Premier's desire? Are
we to carry on with this debate ad infinitumn?

Mr Brian Burke: That would not be my inten-
tion. I do not know that you can impinge on
Standing Orders by proposing limits now. I give
an undertaking that we will not draw the matter
out indefinitely.

Mr HASSELL: We want the matter dealt with.
It is usual on Wednesday to commence private
member's business at 4.30 p.m. and we have a
motion of some importance with which we want to
deal, and there are grievances as well.

Mr Brian Burke: I can understand the point you
are raising, but it is a bit rich. What time do you
think we should set for this debate? At what time
should it finish?

Mr H-ASSELL: I do not know.

Mr Brian Burke: You are the one making the
request and knowing the business you have. If by
5.00 p.m., we conclude the debate to suspend the
Standing Orders it would give us I14 hours. You
are making the request.

Mr HASSELL: I am asking what are the
Premier's intentions?

Mr Brian Burke: It is not my intention that it
drag on interminably.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier will presumably
be moving the motion because it is his motion, and
his speaking time will be unlimited.

Mr Brian Burke: 1 will not use all of it.

Mr Clarko: That is the second silly thing you
have said today.

Mr Brian Burke: I should think I would speak
for perhaps 20 minutes.

Mr HASSELL: If that is so, we can balance it
out. We are interested in other private member's
business. I wanted to find that out before we com-
mitted ourselves to a position. On the basis that we
will debate the matter relatively briefly on each
side-i do not know how many speakers the
Government has-we are anxious to debate the
issues. We do not accept that the Government's
motion is neutral. It is intended to make the
Government look good and at the end of the day
the Government will win because it has the num-
bers.

Mr Brian Burke: Your motion is not intended to
make the Government look good.

Mr HASSELL: No, it is not. But the Govern-
ment will win on the numbers at the end of the
day.

Mr Brian Burke: With two speakers on each
side, we could finish the debate no later than 5.00
p.m.

Mr HASSELL: We will have to work that out
as we go, depending on how long the Premier
speaks. We do not necessarily want to cut off at
5.00 p.m. if the Premier has used up all the time
beforehand.

Mr Brian Burke: What do you want? If you tell
me what you think is appropriate, I will accommo-
date you.

The SPEAKER.: Order! I suggest the arrange-
ments be made behind the Chair.

Mr HASSELL: 1 was trying to get a general
indication from the Premier. There is no need for
anyone to be smart about it. I wanted to preserve
our private member's time, and I have the
Premier's assurance. Although the motion is not in
the form we prefer, we accept the proposition put
forward.

The SPEAKER: To be successful, this motion
requires the support of an absolute majority. If
when I put the question, a dissentient voice is
heard, I shall have to divide the House to decide
whether the motion has the support of an absolute
majority.

Question put and passed.
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Mr J. V. Pagan: Motion
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier)

[3.50 p.m.]: I move-
That in the opinion of this House the alle-

gations made by the Member for Gascoyne in
respect of the employment of Mr J. V. Fagan
are not supported by the evidence disclosed
by the Member.

I appreciate the point raised earlier by the Leader
of the Opposition, and I will attempt to be brief in
dealing with each of the points I want to make.
However, I will make one or two preliminary
points about the progress of debate on this matter
to this point. This is the truth about the progress
which has been made by the House today.

The Speaker gave a ruling, then two speakers
from the Opposition benches debated a dissent
from that ruling.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, on a point of or-

der, this has nothing to do with the motion. It is
rehashing old ground. The Premier should get on
with the motion we have been trying to debate all
afternoon. This was what the Opposition sought
originally at 2.15 p.m.

The SPEAKER: In reply to that point of order,
I was about to do that when the Leader of the
Opposition commenced his remarks on the pre-
vious motion before the Chair. I refer to Standing
Order No. 1 25 which reads as follows-

No Member shall allude to any debate of
the same Session, upon a question or Bill not
being then under discussion except by the in-
dulgence of the House for personal expla-
nations.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can summarise by say-

ing that we have reached this point today as a
result of the mismanagement of its position by the
Opposition. There is no gainsaying the truth of
that statement. The Government cannot be
blamed. The Opposition had, within its power, the
ability to circumvent the debate.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: On a point Of Order, Mr Deputy

Speaker, the Speaker has just ruled on this matter.
The Premier is proceeding to raise issues which
have been canvassed already twice. Apparently
the Premier wants to make statements, to have
them replied to, and then have another go. The
Speaker has just ruled on the matter, Mr Deputy
Speaker. We came here today to debate the
substantive issue of the Premier's involvement

with Mr Fagan. We finally brought before the
House a motion to do that and the Premier should
debate that issue and not any other issue.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: On the point of or-
der just raised, I draw the Premier's attention to
the ruling brought down by the Speaker. However,
while I am on my feet I will draw also to the
attention of the Leader of the Opposition the fact
that I have just assumed this seat and I would be
very surprised if the Premier had spoken more
than 20 words when he rose to his feet to raise a
point of order. If the Leader of the Opposition
wants me to rule on a point of order 1 suggest that
he allow the speaker on his feet to say more than
20 words before he raises a point of Order.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKIE: I think I have made the

point that it is not a matter in which the Govern-
ment bears any culpability. The motion is quite
specific, and every member in the Parliament
knows, I am sure, from the corridor gossip, the
nature of the minute that the member for
Gascoyne says he has that impinges on this mat-
ter. It is my intention to read that minute to the
Parliament, to deal with it, and to explain to the
Parliament that it is no support for the proposition
put forward by the member for Gascoyne. It is
necessary for me, in doing so, to make one or two
other points.

The starting point must necessarily be the alle-
gations made by the member for Gascoyne when
he spoke on the Last occasion during a grievance
debate. I would like to explain also how we came
to this point-the gossip was abroad to a degree
that occasioned the Government to prepare a
question without notice and an answer to a ques-
tion without notice which were to be given tonight.
I guess that is the reason the Opposition has sud-
denly tried to rush ahead and squeeze in this mo-
tion. I am pleased to say that we are debating the
matter and I am pleased to say that I am prepared
to read to the House one or two other comments in
regard to the minute that the member for
Gascoyne has been broadcasting all over the place
that he possesses.

As clearly as I can discover-and I will be brief
in deference to the Leader of the Opposition-the
following allegations were made by the Oppo-
sition, and principally by the member for
Gascoyne, in the currency of this matter. Firstly,
it was claimed that I had written a letter insisting
that Mr Fagan be employed. That was one of the
allegations. Specifically, the member fr
Gascoyne said-

Then a letter arrived at the Public Works
Department from the Premier of Western
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Australia, Mr Brian Burke, indicating to the
PWD that he insisted that Mr Fagan be
employed.

There is no ambiguity about that. It was an alle-
gation by the member.

I will read it again-

Then a letter arrived at the Public Works
Department from the Premier of Western
Australia, Mr Brian Burke, indicating to the
PWD that he insisted that Mr Fagan be
employed.

Therefore, that was one allegation made by the
member for Gascoyne. As clearly as I can discern
from the member's contribution, the next ale-
gation was-

That only after a week at work Mr Fagan
went off work as a result of a back injury and
to this day has not returned to work.

The third allegation was that the file relating to
Mr Fagan was missing, and therefore, it would be
difficult to trace letters which he alleged were sent
by Mr Dans and me directing that this man be
employed.

Those were the three allegations contained in
the contribution by the member for Gascoyne. I do
not know that I can be any more precise or clear
than that. These are the facts about those three
allegations as they have presently been supported
in disclosures by the member. I will then deal with
the disclosures the member wants to make when
he refers to additional evidence.

Firstly, I am unable to find any correspondence
on the files from me directing that Mr Fagan be
employed. I have had the files searched and I am
unable to find any evidence whatsoever of any
letter written by me asking that Mr Fagan be
employed, or instructing that he be employed.

In addition to that, knowing the minute that the
member for Gascoyne had. I had occasion to ask
the Under Secretary whether I had ever raised the
matter of Mr Fagan with him. He said "No, you
have never raised the matter with me". 1 then
asked him whether I had raised the matter with
him verbally or in writing. He said, "No". That is
the situation in respect of the First allegation.

In respect of the second allegation-that Mr
Fagan went off work as a result of a back injury
and to this day has not returned to work-a check
of the files reveals that the statement by the mem-
ber for Gascoyne is completely false. It is just
untrue. The man has been back to work.

Mr Thompson: Is he at work now?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know if he is at

work now.

Mr Clarko: Can you give us details of how long
he worked?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I do not know that
because I was checking the allegation made by the
member for Gascoyne. There is no ambiguity
about it. The member for Gascoyne said that the
man had not returned to work after the first week
he was engaged. That is untrue. The first alle-
gation was untrue and the second allegation is
untrue.

Mr Thompson: Can you tell us how much time
he has actually spent on the job?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I cannot tell mem-
bers opposite how much time he has spent on the
job.

Mr Clarko: It could be one day.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suspect he has not spent

a great deal of time at work, but I do not know.
Mr Clarko: I will ask you a question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup can ask me a question. I was going to
have the question asked to clarify the matter for
myself.

Mr Clarko: It is something you normally do not
do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I accept the point that I
do not know how long he has spent at work since
then, but I do know that the allegation made by
the member for Gascoyne is untrue.

The next point was that the file was missing. I
can only say to the House that checks in respect of
the alleged missing file revealed that Mr Pagan's
file has never been missing. The explanation for
the difficulty in tracing letters referred to by the
member for Gascoyne might be that there is no
evidence of which I am aware that these letters
were sent. Therefore, the file has never been miss-
ing to the knowledge of the Government.

There were three specific allegations and in
each case the allegation is not supported by any
evidence disclosed by the member or by any evi-
dence we are able to deduce from our inspection of
the Files.

As I indicated previously to the House, my
strong view, as expressed to the Minister for In-
dustrial Relations and the Minister for Works,
was that an application for employment could not
be rejected on claims that a certain person was a
union activist, or on doubtful allegations that he
was a malingerer. That is what it amounts to-an
allegation that he is a compensation malingerer.
Whether that is construed as an instruction is
doubtful. It certainly was not a written instruc-
tion, but in any case the Minister for Works has
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told the House clearly that the decision to employ
Mr Fagan was made by him.

The next point I want to refer to is one that
bridges the gap in that information which is
wrong-remember that the member's allegations
do not correspond with the motion he desired to
move today. Members will see that he has changed
his ground. He does not make the same alle-
gations, because they are wrong. He has changed
his ground and seeks to support what are essen-
tially new allegations. I suppose this can be
summed up in his criticism of me for causing Mr
Fagan to be employed. The facts of his allegation
have changed and the motion he sought to move
today is different from the one containing the alle-
gations to which I have referred. Those allegations
are demonstrably incorrect. The motion that he
has sought to move today takes into account the
mistakes he made in the previous debate and
presents itself in a different form.

The reason it presents itself in a different form
will be explained shortly. I want firstly to make a
point, and it is a point which will be underlined by
the Deputy Premier in due corse

This same member, in 1974, moved this mo-
tion-

That in the opinion of this House un-
authorised access to and use of confidential
Government information is to be deplored
and that prompt action should be taken to
expose those responsible and implement prac-
tices which will prevent a recurrence.

Mr MacKinnon: To which member was he re-
ferring?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Premier, the
member for Ascot at that time. But there is a
plethora of information to warm the cockles of the
heart of this unfortunate member. We will take
great delight in telling him of all those things he
said.

Firstly, the allegations were wrong when first
made. Secondly, the motion he sought to move did
not cover the same ground that the first alle-
gations covered because they were wrong. The ad-
ditional evidence and the further motion he sought
to move said that in the opinion of this House,
unauthorised access to and use of confidential
Government information is to be deplored, and
that prompt action should be taken to expose those
responsible and implement practices which will
prevent a recurrence.

Mr Crane: When did he say that?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In 1974.
Mr Crane: He is more mature now.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: He may be, but step by

step we have gone to this point where the member

for Gascoyne has been promoting this almost to
the stage of stopping people in St. George's Ter-
race and asking whether they want to know that
he has this minute. This is addressed to the
principal architect from the under secretary, and
it says-

(1) The Hon. Minister for Works has
instructed me to arrange for the employ-
ment of Mr J. V. Fagan as a builder's
labourer.

(2) 1 am advised that the Honourable
Premier has ordered that a job be found
for this man.

(3) Will you please arrange Mr Douglas
Mitchell of the Premier's Department
can be contacted and advised of the de-
tails as to where and when Mr Fagan can
report for Work.

We have now come to an interesting point where
the minute does not support the original alle-
gations made by the member. The minute does not
support any allegation that I had issued a written
instruction saying that someone was to be
employed. It does not support the allegation that
Mr Fagan did not return to work after one week of
work. It certainly does not impinge upon the third
allegation, which was that the File was missing.
The minute does not support any of those things
which the member for Gascoyne had to say in
support of the allegations when he was talking to
them during the grievance debate.

I can only repeat that as far as I am con-
cerned-and I am prepared to state this publicly
now-any challenge to the employment of some-
one on the basis of union activity or an unproved
allegation of his being a malingerer certainly can-
not be a substantial bar to the application for a
position. If it were, we would be in a position
where anyone who was a union shop steward, or a
union activist, would be precluded from obtaining
work because of that activity.

There is one other thing on which I want to
touch, and I am conscious of my undertaking to
the Leader of the Opposition. The strange thing
about this is that this minute which the member
for Gascoyne has been telling people about was
written when I was overseas. I asked Mr Douglas
Mitchell of the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net what this matter was about, and this is the
note he gave me-

This morning for the first time I saw a copy
of a memorandum of 13 May from the Under
Secretary for Works. The Minister for Works
asked me to telephone the Under Secretary
for Works to convey Mr Mclver's decision
that Mr Fagan should be employed. As I
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recollect it there bad been discussions among
Ministers about the issues involved in Mr
Fagan's employment. The reason that I
phoned the head of the department was that
the Minister was travelling interstate that
day. Friday, and told me he would not him-
self have an opportunity to speak to Mr
Cadee, the Under Secretary for Works. I note
that the Under Secretary's minute advised
the principal architect that I knew where Mr
Fagan could be contacted. In fact, I was not
contacted by the department. My recollection
is that the department contacted Mr Fagan
direct. This was the context of my involve-
ment.

I can only repeat that that deals very precisely
with the original allegation and the method by
which the member attempts to distort his position
to move to his newer ground and to change the
reflection of the allegations and their nature. This,
of course, deals with the justification in the mem-
ber's mind for that distortion. As t have
demonstrated, it is not supported by that evidence.

The other thing I would say is that I suppose
there is room for substantial disagreement about
the attitude of the Government, and I suppose
about the attitude of the previous Government,
towards the employment of certain people with a
record of union activity. I make it clear, and I am
prepared to instruct all the Ministers, that Minis-
ters should not reject an application for employ-
ment on the basis of union activity. I do not think
the Opposition in its cooler and less passionate
moments would believe that we should put a black
ban on the employment of union activists. If one
does that, one must then determine what role of
union activity prohibits employment. Perhaps the
Opposition will be able to take issue with the
Government on where the balance might be
struck.

I do not wish to go into all the detail about the
member for Cascoyne's attitudes towards these
matters as reflected, Firstly, in 1974 by the motion
he moved. The Deputy Premier, in seconding the
motion, will deal with that particular aspect, and
that is hardly appropriate in view of the circum-
stances of the 1974 motion. Far from trying to run
away from this matter, the Government has
sought to facilitate the debate. It has presented its
case. I do not apologise for indicating that union
activity is not to be accepted as a reason for a
particular person's not being employed.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [4.09
p.m.]: I second the motion moved by the Premier
and indicate to members that they should not sup-
Port this announcement brought to this House by
this man who calls himself the member for

Gascoyne. In the short time this Parliament has
been together, the role the member for Gascoyne
has cast for himself has become fairly apparent.
That is the role of the grubby bucket tipper. The
member will revel in the reputation he is earning
for himself as the grubby bucket tipper. Is it not
extraordinary that this grubby bucket tipper
squeals for the protection of the Chair on behalf of
himself and on behalf of his friends if anybody on
this side of the House dares cast aspersions at
their motions or motives? We have seen him doing
that so often-squealing to the Chair for protec-
tion and apology.

Mr Laurance: Have you got anything to say
about this motion?

Mr BRYCE: Yes. We will be examining the
credibility of the member for Gascoyne who could
not contain himself enough when he wanted to
come into the Chamber a few days ago on a mat-
ter of grievance. He was not sure at the outset of
the debate whether he had 10 minutes or 15 min-
utes in which to tip his bucket of bile. That is how
much he knew about the proceedings of this place.

Mr Laurance: The Clerk put up the wrong time.

Mr BRYCE: The member has been here long
enough to know that anybody can grieve for 10
minutes.

Mr Laurance: They put up 15, you idiot; you
fool!

Mr BRYCE: How long has the member been in
this place? He could be expected to know the
Standing Orders.

Mr Laurance: They put I5 minutes up there.
Ask the Clerk, or turn your head down to dim; it is
blinding me.

Mr BRYCE: The reality is that the member for
Gascoyne could not contain himself on that oc-
casion. He would dearly have loved the oppor-
tunity to move a fully-fledged censure motion, but
he chose this funny little avenue called a grievance
debate.

Mr Laurance: Did you see what the Speaker did
to the member for Albany? He put up 20, 15, and
then 10 the last time we had an urgency motion.

Mr BRYCE: I would expect the member for
Gascoyne, in his own defence, to squeal and ask
for the protection of the Chair. I would expect this
grubby member to start tipping buckets on the
Clerks in the course of the next few minutes for
the purpose of seeking to protect his own ignor-
ance.

Mr Laurance: I was on a grievance; but the
member for Albany had 20 minutes put up first,
then 15, then 10. You check the record.
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Mr BRYCE: No matter how the member
squirms, his ignorance after a decade in this place
cannot be excused.

Mr Pearce: Or matched!
Mr Clarko: It is exceeded by the member speak-

ing.
Mr BRYCE: This is the man who could not

contain himself in tipping his bucket. What was in
the bucket when he tipped it? Absolutely nothing.
Let us consider it again.

Mr Laurance interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I assume that the mem-

ber for Gascoyne will be addressing the House
shortly. If he wishes to receive the protection of
the Chair in respect of interjections, I remind him
that if he interjects on the Deputy Premier he
cannot expect any protection.

Mr Laurance: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I will be
seeking your protection.

Mr BRYCE: As I said, we have seen him squeal
for the protection of the Chair so frequently. It is
his modus opera ndi. He can dish it out but he
cannot take it. This is the man who came to this
place and used Parliamentary privilege to deni-
grate a man called Fagan. He used the "coward's
castle", as it is called by the people outside who
are on the receiving end. Because the member has
the right to defend himself, he took the oppor-
tunity to defame Mr Fagan; yet the same individ-
ual-this is the member for Gascoyne I am
talking about-had the hide, the unmitigated gall,
to stand in this place the week before last and
present us with a flow of crocodile tears on behalf
of his personal friends in his electorate who, he
claimed, had been defamed by a Minister. When a
Minister had delivered a parliamentary report
containing serious allegations which did not sit too
comfortably with the friends of the member for
Gascoyne, he stood in this place and shed croco-
dile tears on behalf of his mates, screaming
"hurt". However, within a week, the member for
Gascoyne came back to this place and sought to
make precisely the same sort of allegation.

This is not the first time we have had good
reason to witness this member's double standards
and his lack of credibility. He has no credibility,
and there is no substance in what he says. The
man simply specialises in prefabricating and try-
ing to establish untruths in this place.

Let us consider the three allegations that the
member for Gascoyne wanted to squeeze into 10
minutes. One allegation was that the Premier had
written a letter to the Minister for Works,
directing the Minister to employ Mr Fagan. The
member for Gascoyne knows that no such letter
has been written by the Premier. it did not matter

that the member was a slight bit astray-a signifi-
cant degree astray-he simply alleged-

Mr Laurance: Will you table the file?

Mr BRYCE: Does the member have a copy of
the file? Has he spoken to public servants?

Mr Laurance: No.

Mr BRYCE: He has not spoken to public ser-
vants about this matter?

Mr Laurance: No, not in any way. You table
the file, and then tell me who is right and who is
wrong.

Mr BRYCE: I have not seen the file. Is the
member for Gascoyne saying that when the
Premier says that there is no letter from him, he is
not telling the truth?

Mr Laurance: Yes.

Mr BRYCE: If I ever have to choose between
accepting the word of the member for Gascoyne
and the word of the Premier of this State-

Mr Laurance: You won't! Will you table the
file?

Mr BRYCE: If I decided to table the files in-
volving the member, his friends, and all their deal-
ings with Government departments, we would
bring in a truck load of files. That should wipe the
grin off the member's face.

Mr Laurance: No, just these iles.

Mr Brian Burke: The point is-I can only re-
peat it again-there are two files involved. One is
Mr Fagan's, and one is a file of my correspon-
dence. On neither of those files is there any evi-
dence of a letter that I have written. You know as
well as I do-the principle applied under your
Government as much as ours-that personal files
of individual people are not tabled. You refused
time and time again to do it. As far as I am
concerned, I am right about the matter-

Mr Laurance: But these are serious allegations.

Mr BRYCE: Don't take yourself so seriously!

Mr Brian Burke: They are a little bit of non-
Sense.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Gascoyne then
went on with his second allegation, that the files
were missing. The clear imputation in what he was
saying was that there was something sinister about
an alleged missing file. Not only was there an
alleged letter written by the Premier, but also the
Files were missing. Of course the files are not miss-
ing.

Mr Laurance: Are you saying this file was
where all the other files were kept?

Mr BRYCE: Has the member for Gascoyne
been cross-examining public servants lately?
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Mr Laurance: No, I have not. I am asking a
question.

Mr BRYCE: The member seems to be asserting
that the file was not where it ought to be, but he
claims he has had no contact with public servants
on this matter. He says he knows it was missing
from its normal place.

Mr Laurance: That is the information I have.
Mr BRYCE: "The information I have"! This is

the man who was suggesting that there was some-
thing terribly inappropriate and improper in
'974-

Mr Laurance: We have an agreement on this,
you know.

Mr Brian Burke: I spoke for 20 minutes, or even
less than that. The Deputy Premier has spoken for
nine minutes.

Mr BRYCE: The member could not understand
the difference between 15 minutes and 10 minutes
on a grievance debate, either.

Mr Laurance: You have only 10 minutes on an
urgency motion.

Mr BRYCE: The member alleged there was a
missing file. The file was never missing, but the
member is now alleging that he never had any
contact with public servants. Otherwise how would
he know the file was missing?

Mr Tonkin: It sounds like an untruth to me.
Mr BRYCE: How would one believe an individ-

ual who would allege this? He says that a file was
missing from its proper or normal place. How is he
supposed to know that, as a member of the Oppo-
sition? The man says he had no contact with, or
cross-examination or questioning of public ser-
vants on this matter. Of course he has! How else
would he know that, in somebody's opinion, a file
was missing? Otherwise he was simply making
this up and presenting this Chamber with a fig-
ment of his imagination. That is how much
credibility we can place in this individual. He
has demonstrated it over a considerable time.

Let us examine the third great allegation,
remembering that this man stood here and said
what a terrible and heinous thing it was that the
Minister for Local Government should have
tabled a report that sheeted home certain concerns
to members of the Shire of Carnarvon. He stood
here and shed those crocodile tears on behalf of
people in Carnarvon who were named in that
document, and then he stood here a week later
using Parliamentary privilege to allege that this
individual named Fagan had been appointed on
the direction of the Premier, that a letter had been
written by the Premier to the Minister for Works,
and that the file concerning this subject was miss-
ing. That is fundamentally untrue and completely
false.

This member then went on to say that Mr
Pagan-this terrible Mr Fagan, who in his opinion
was a malingerer and in someone else's opinion
was a trade union activist and therefore should not
be employed-was a person who reported for work
for two days because a job had been found for
him-and had not reported for work since.

That simply is not true. The member for
Gascoyne really does not care very much about
those details. Is it not unbelievable, this hypocrisy
of the member, for him to make these allegations
in this place about Mr Fagan, when he is the same
member who shed those crocodile tears when the
Minister for Local Government tabled a report
indicating that the member's mates in Carnarvon
had done the wrong thing?

Let us consider the continuing hypocrisy and
double standards of this member for Gascoyne.
He has demonstrated to members on both sides of
the House that he cannot be trusted to tell the
truth and that we cannot rely on anything he says.

Mr Gordon Hill: Mendacious.

Mr BRYCE: As the Premier has already
mentioned, this is the member who in 1974 moved
a motion, "That in the opinion of this House,
unauthorised access to and use of confidential
Government information is to be deplored and
that prompt action should be taken to expose those
responsible and implement practices which will
prevent a recurrence".

Will the member for Gascoyne indicate to me
now whether he believes that the use of infor-
mation on a Public Works Department file is not
the use of Government confidential information?
Well might he concentrate on the attendant. Is he
prepared to admit that information about this
matter concerning alleged correspondence be-
tween the Premier and the Minister for Works is
confidential Government information on a
Government file?

Mr Laurance: I draw the Deputy Premier's at-
tention to the time.

Mr BRYCE: The member is not prepared to
own up. HeI is not prepared to face the reality that
he moved that motion in 1974 and went on to say
some interesting things in support of it.

Mr Laurance: You are trying to stop me from
speaking.

Mr BRYCE: I will not stop the member from
speaking. He can speak for as long as anyone else.
No-one has an agreement to keep the member's
bile out of this place. The member can debate the
matter and he can discredit himself and his col-
leagues as much as he likes.
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Mr Laurance: The Premier said the five o'clock
arrangement is not going to apply now.

Mr BRYCE: The member can have as long as
anyone else.

Mr Clarko: What about that clerk? Is it true
that he has never had a job since?

Mr BRYCE: Remember 'what happened?
Mr Clarko: A Government file. Did he ever get

another job?
Mr BRYCE: Yes.
Mr Clarko: It set his career back.
Mr BRYCE- No. I believe the Government of

the day promoted him. I think he is in a very
senior position today.

On the understanding that the member for
Gascoyne has alleged that these flies were missing
and that he knows what is in the letters-because
he has alleged that letters are in existence-I ask
him: Should there be a police inquiry into the
activites of the member for Gascoyne in respect of
this matter and into the activities of public ser-
vants in the Public Works Department to Find out
whether the member for Gascoyne has broken the
law in respect of the Public Service Act, whether
he has encouraged the public servants to supply
him with information, and whether he has been
involved in that fashion of operation? Is that what
the member for Gascoyne thinks is just and appro-
priate-to be consistent?

Mr Laurance: Will you give me a guarantee
that you will move for a police inquiry?

Mr BRYCE: Does the member want a police
inquiry into his activities?

Mr Laurance: On this matter, yes.
Mr BRYCE: The member may just be

accommodated.
Let us go on and look at some of the extraordi-

nary statements the member made in support of
the motion he moved in 1974.

Mr Laurance: You have spoken for longer than
the Premier now.

Mr BRYCE: Is the member trying to shut me
up? Is the member trying to deny me my right to
speak?

Mr Laurance: We had an agreement, which you
have now abrogated.

Mr BRYCE: No, I have not.
The member for Gascoyne's comments can be

found on page 781 of Hansard of 21 August 1974.
This is the inconsistency and the double standards
of the man who now expects this Chamber to
believe what he has to say. When he moved his
motion in 1974 he did not seek to squeeze it in
between the Standing Orders; he moved a

substantive motion, and this is what hie had to say
in support of it-

... it is a highly unsatisfactory state of affairs
if any member, frustrated by what he con-
siders to be parrying answers, should act in a
dubious manner and try to unearth facts
which he needs to answer his question. He
does this by prying beyond the bounds of
acceptability and acquiring information di-
rect from the Public Service.

This member has come to this place and alleged
that a file is missing, when in fact a file is not
missing. He has alleged that the Premier wrote
and directed the Minister for Works to employ Mr
Pagan, when in fact the Premier did not. The
member has alleged that the man was employed
for a period of about 24 hours, that he left the job
and did not return to work, and this too has been
demonstrated by the Premier to be untrue.

Mr Laurance: He doesn't know; he thinks it is.
Mr BRYCE: What has happened today is that

the member for Gascoyne has decided to say all
these things, irrespective of what his actions do to
Mr Fagan and his family, people who cannot de-
fend themselves outside this Chamber. The mem-
ber can throw all the muck he likes at members of
the Chamber, because they have the ability to
respond to his grubbiness. They can protect them-
selves because he is no great shakes, and his col-
leagues who sit alongside him know it. They know
he is puffed up and capable of this venal nastiness.
If the member is in doubt about why he did not
fare so well in the ballot for his party's deputy
leadership, perhaps he should look at that aspect
and at his modus operandi, and then when his
mask slips he might see the real Mr Nastiness
which comes out from behind.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: I do not pretend to have a mask;

that is the point. There is no double standard; that
is the difference. I do not mind calling a spade a
spade, and never have done.

Mr Old: Look in the mirror.
Mr BRYCE: This is the member who enjoys

picking on people who are outside the Parliament,
people like Mr Fagan, and his family by impli-
cation, who cannot defend themselves. This is the
member who shed crocodile tears for his personal
friends in Gascoyne named in the Minister for
Local Government's report.

Ever since the day he arrived in this House he
has demonstrated that he is a man of double stan-
dards; a man who has no credibility. I suggest to
members on both sides of the House that they
reject the nonsense that this member brings to this
place. On this occasion he has set himself a target
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and he has made himself a kamikaze pilot. He has
decided he will attempt to destroy, if not the Min-
ister for Local Government or the Premier, then
some other Minister. He has decided that that is
his mission. He has decided, and it does not matter
if innocent people get injured in the process.

I suggest that members on both sides of the
House treat with contempt the utter scuttlebutt
this member deals in and that they support the
proposition moved by the Premier.

MR LAUJRANCE (Gascoyne) [4.31 p.m.]: It
simply will not work. What the Government has
tried today, in answer to the grievance debate a
fortnight ago, simply will not work. This is a mat-
ter of serious public concern and Parliament is the
place where it should be raised. That is where it
will be raised.

Government members can go on for as long as
they like about the agreement we made for a one
hour debate; the Premier made a brief speech; the
Deputy Premier spoke for twice as long, and be-
tween them they took up more than half the time
available for this debate. We all know that the
Government tried to frustrate an urgency motion
on this matter.

If urgent new material comes to our notice it
should be brought before the Parliament, because
this is the place where that information should be
made public. Regardless of what I said in 1974,
regardless of what the Premier has claimed, and
what the Deputy Premier has said, there is only
one way to deal with a matter such as this;
namely, to bring it to Parliament.

This is a matter of concern. People in the Public
Service have talked to other people about this
matter and it has been picked up by the Oppo-
sition because it stinks. That is the only reason,
because it stinks. I was approached on this matter
from the end of the State. I was told by a man who
was told by a man who was told by a man.

Mr Pearce: On that basis you make allegations
in the Parliament? How irresponsible!

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Because the matter stinks I

thought it my duty to find out a bit more about it.
Mr Pearce: That is not what you said in a pre-

vious debate. You claimed you had personal
knowledge of these things.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: There is one way to prove

whether the information I have is correct , and that
is for the material to be tabled. If the Premier says
I am the one who should be censured by the
House-

Mr Brian Burke: You made the allegations!
You prove them!

Mr LAURANCE: I am prepared to accept
that, if the Premier tables all the material.

Mr Brian Burke: You prove the allegations!
Mr Pearce: Table Your proof. You made the

allegations. You should not make them until you
can prove them.

Mr LAURANCE: Parliament provides an op-
portunity for members to raise these matters, and
the Government is running very scared.

Mr Pearce: You defamed a man, under your
own admission, on the basis of rumours.

Mr LAURANCE: The veracity of my claims is
proved by the protestations of Government mem-
bers.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish! You did not say during the
previous grievance debate that all you had were
rumours.

Mr LAURANCE: They had spread far and
wide.

Mr Pearce: You claimed they were true.

Mr LAURANCE: What was so disconcerting
was that I asked the persons who had this evidence
to put it on paper for me, before I would do any-
thing about it, and I found that people were very
quick to put this matter on paper. From where
they received their information is their business.

Mr Bryce: You want us to repeat the rumours
about you in this place?

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister has tried very
hard.

Mr Bryce: You would thiink that is reasonable?
Mr LAURANCE: When the Premier was

answering the grievance debate, he said-

I said that the claim that I wrote a letter
instructing that this person be employed was
a lie.

I interjected and said, "Do you deny the instruc-
tion was given?" The Premier replied and said,
"Of course I deny that." No instruction was given,
according to him, yet earlier in his speech he
acknowledged that discussions were held among
the Minister for Works, the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations and himself, following which he
said. "it was agreed he should be employed". So,
he has involved himself in discussions with two
other Ministers.

Mr Brian Burke: I said that in reply to the
debate.

Mr LAURANCE: I know the Premier did.
When I asked him a question on this matter I
said-

7704



IWednesday, 2 May 1984]170

Did the Premier write a letter or direct that
a letter be written or in any other way influ-
ence the Public Works Department to employ
Mr John Valentine Fagan?

His answer was-
To the best of my knowledge I did not write

such a letter.
Mr Brian Burke: I did not even speak to the

Public Works Department.
Mr LAURANCE: To continue-

1 did not direct that such a letter be writ-
ten.

In discussions with the Ministers involved I
concluded, as they did, that the basis for
rejecting the application for employment of a
person who was "a union radical and a com-
pensation malingerer" were not sufficient. If
that was the basis for rejecting his employ-
ment, it was not sufficient.

Mr Brian Burke: Your question asked whether I
had tried to influence the Public Works Depart-
ment.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier may not have
tried to influence the Public Works Depart-
ment-that is what he is trying to tell us-but the
fact is the new information which has been given
to the Opposition is a photocopy of a minute from
the Under Secretary (Mr Cadee) to the principal
architect. Maybe the Premier is right, and Mr
Cadee is wrong. I do not care which one is wrong,
but it is a serious matter about which the public
should know, The minute read as follows-

The Minister for Works has instructed me
to arrange for the employment of Mr S.
Fagan as a Builder's Labourer.

I am advised that the Hon. Premier has
ordered that a job be found For this man.

Mr Court: Why Mr Fagan, and not thousands
of other people?

Mr [AURANCE: Yes, why not the 70000
other unemployed people; why Mr Fagan? The
Premier had said he did not know the man and
that he did not give this instruction, or write the
letter, but he ordered that a job be found for this
man. The minute continues to state that Mr
Douglas Mitchell of the Premier's Department
could be contacted for advice of the details as to
where Mr Fagan could report for work. The in-
struction was not to go back to the Premier, but to
go to the principal ministerial advisor, the bag-
man, Mr Mitchell.

Mr Bryce: Arc you defaming someone else?
Mr [AU RANCE: After the grievance debate

in this place, officers of the Premier's department
were working on this matter. The Minister For

Works was in Singapore and was telephoned in
respect of Mr Fagan. A builder's labourer was the
subject of a telephone call from the Premier, when
he was overseas, to the Minister for Works while
he was in Singapore. I do not wish Mr Fagan any
harm, but if the Premier is involved in some skul-
duggery, then this is the place to bring it up. That
is our duty as an Opposition.

It is my information that in one of the files was
a letter from the Premier. If that is so, let us have
a police inquiry-

Mr Brian Burke: I made a telephone call from
where?

Mr LAURANCE: I am led to believe the
Premier made a telephone call to the Minister for
Works about this matter while he was overseas.

Mr Brian Burke: Have you any evidence of
that?

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier can deny it.
Mr Brian Burke: I did not make any telephone

call to the Minister for Works while 1 was over-
seas.

Mr LA'JRANCE: While he was overseas.

Mr Brtan Burke: You said I was overseas.

Mr LAIURANCE: IHe was in Singapore.

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot recall making a call
to him when he was in Singapore. Have you some
evidence?

Mr LAURANCE: I have a signed letter from
the Under Secretary to the principal architect,
stating that the Premier had ordered that this man
be employed and that the Premier's bagman-

Mr Brian Burke: Say "bagman" if you want.

Mr LAURANCE: These allegations are
serious. Here is a man on a high salary employed
as a political adviser and I wonder what people
think his job is? Is it to run around organising
special jobs for people like Mr Fagan? The
Government has been trying to bluster its way
through this debate and boofhead took twice as
long on the grievance debate as he should have
and attempted to prevent me from speaking by
using too much time. I have had further infor-
mat ion t ha t M r Faga n was known to h ave received
compensation for back injuries and the Public
Works Department did not want to employ him
for that reason. However, the Minister was
instructed to employ him. If there is any doubt
about the Under-Seretary's part in this matter, if
the Premier says he has lied and that this instruc-
tion was not given, I believe Mr Cadee should be
brought before the Parliament.

A few days after being employed, Mr Fagan,
who was known to have a history of workers' com-
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pensation claims, went off for a period of several
months.

Mr Brian Burke: You said he did not return.

Mr LAURANCE: Part of the information I
received was wrong.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: Are you sure that all the infor-

mation you have now is correct?
Mr LAURANCE: The Premier is not sure of

that himself. The allegation is substantially true.
It is true enough to be of concern to the people of
this State. I then received further information:
Not only did this man go onto workers' compen-
sation a few days after he was employed, but also I
now make the claim that Mr Fagan was on
workers' compensation the day he was employed
by the Public Works Department and he did not
disclose that fact. I make that serious allegation.

Mr Brian Burke: A question was asked on that
subject and it has been answered.

Mr LAURANCE: I know; the answer given
was, "No, he was not". The Minister for Works
gave me that answer.

Mr Brian Burke: Then the question has been
answered.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier can put his
neck in the noose as well.

On I May I asked question 3130 in respect of
Mr Pagan being in receipt of workers' compen-
sation payments when employed by the Public
Works Department on 17 May 1983. The Minis-
ter for Works replied that Mr Fagan was not on
workers' compensation payments when employed.'
t query how Mr Fagan got the job in the first
place. The Public Works Department did not want
to employ him but the heavies in the form of the
Minister for Works, the Minister for Industrial
Relations and finally the Premier became
involved.

Mr Brian Burke: You said the man did not
disclose he was on workers' compensation pay-
ments.

Mr LAURANCE: I am saying that he had a
history of receiving workers' compensation pay-
ments and a few days after he was employed he
made further claims. That is exactly what the
Public Works Department was trying to indicate
when they did not want to employ him but the
department was overruled and directed to do so by
the political thug who runs around at the
Premier's direction. I ask what the people of this
State are paying S35 000 a year for? Is it for the
Premier to employ such a person, one who was
never needed in previous Governments, who can
run around finding jobs for people like Mr Fagan?

I query why the Premier would ring all around the
world.

Mr Brian Burke: I have told you that I did not
ring. Have you any evidence that I rang?

Mr LAURANCE: They not only had to report
but also they had to ring Mr Mitchell to say that
the dirty work had been carried out. Did Mr
Cadee write that letter? The letter stated that
when Mr Pagan was employed a telephone call
had to be made to advise Mr Mitchell of that fact.
Is the Premier denying that Mr Cadee said that
when this man was employed, as the Premier had
directed, Mr Mitchell must be told?

Mr Brian Burke: No, I read the minute and that
is what Mr Cadee said.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: An inquiry should be held.

The Deputy Premier seeks it and there should be
an inquiry into the activities in this matter.

Mr Brian Burke: Are you able to say what your
evidence is for the telephone call I made overseas?

Mr LAURANCE: No, I am not.
Mr Brian Burke: I did not make it.
Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Is the Premier saying that he

made no contact with the Minister for Works on
this matter when he was overseas?

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: I do not know of any telephone

call. I did not make a telephone call. The out-of-
State business arises from when Mr Mclver was
leaving to go east; Mr Mitchell spoke to him and
asked him to convey certain information.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: It seems then that the bag-
man, the Premier's principal ministerial adviser,
made a telephone call. The situation gets worse.
The Premier has denied that he gave any instruc-
tion. How can he say such a thing?

Several members interjected.

Mr Brian Burke: I have told you exactly what I
said.

Mr Tonkin: You made up the telephone call. It
never happened.

Mr LAURANCE: The only way in which this
would be resolved would be for all the files in
connection with the matter, including Mr Pagan's
personal File and any other file that has anything
to do with this matter, to be tabled in this House.
It has been quite clearly shown that the Premier
has mud all over his boots. He is trying to tiptoe
his way through and the mud is sticking quite
irmly. Clearly he is implicated.
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In addition the Minister for Works has been
sucked in. The Premier tried to cover for him by
answering the grievance. However, the Minister
has given an answer in this Parliament and you,
Mr Speaker, know the seriousness of the situation.
The Minister said that Mr Fagan was not in re-
ceipt of workers' compensation payments when he
was employed.

Mr Brian Burke: You said the man did not
disclose that fact.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, the situation would cer-
tainly have been far worse if he had disclosed it.

Mr Brian Burke: How then were we to know he
was on workers' compensation if he denied it?

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier was told that
Mr Fagan had a history of workers' compensation
claims. That should have been sufficient reason
not to employ him. However, the Government's
bagman was sent down there and the Minister was
ordered to employ Mr Pagan.

Mr Bryce: Who is the "bagman"?
Mr LAURANCE: It is the person on the pay-

roll running around doing the political dirty work
for the Premier. Mr Cadee seems to think his
name is Mr Doug Mitchell. The Premier could ask
Mr Cadee if that is the person to whom he is
referring. If the Premier is right, Mr Cadee has a
lot to answer for. On the other hand if Mr Cadee
is right, the Premier certainly has a great deal to
answer for. He will have misled this House.

I firmly believe there is a letter or some form of
correspondence on Mr Fagan's personal file,
which indicates that some time after Mr Fagan
was employed it was discovered that he was in
receipt of workers' compensation payments when
put on by the Public Works Department.'

Mr Brian Burke: All I can say is that the file
does not reveal that at all. Obviously we have been
right through it, and it does not reveal that. That
is why the question was answered in that way.

Mr Thompson: If the File does not reveal that,
have you information that it was a fact that he was
on compensation.

Mr Brian Burke: Not until tonight, when he
said that he had not then said he did not tell the
Public Works.

Mr Rushton: You did not check it out before?
Mr Brian Burke: We only checked it out in

response to the question.
Mr LAURANCE: We can settle on one of two

options. One is that the files should be tabled in
this Parliament; or, because there seems to be such
conflicting evidence about the claims made about
what is on the file, the police should investigate it.
Subsequently, when the Opposition moves for a

police inquiry into this matter, I hope that we will
have the support of the Deputy Premier, for a
start. Obviously he would have to support it be-
cause he made the first call for a police inquiry.

Mr Brian Burke: Can I just clarify something
for you now? The advice which has just come to
me is, "There is no evidence that John Fagan was
in receipt of workers' compensation payments
when he was employed. Fagan has admitted that
he was receiving compensation payments, and he
admitted it to the PWD at the time. There is no
such letter on the file saying that he was in receipt
of workers' compensation payments". I have not
made that up; it has been checked.

Mr LAURANCE: This is a very serious matter.
Mr Brian Burke: It is very serious for you.
Mr LAURANCE: It is so serious that people

within the department are obviously concerned
enough to tell other people about it.

Mr Bryce: If somebody spread a rumour about
you, would you be happy to have all the riles of a
personal nature tabled?

Mr LAURANCE: It would depend on the cir-
cumstances.

Mr Bryce: Would you call for all the files if you
were involved in such a matter?

Mr LAURANCE: Let us have a police inquiry.
That is what the Deputy Premier wants, and I
would go along with it.

Mr Bryce: You do not mind the files being
tabled?

Mr LAURANCE: In fact I demand a police
inquiry, and I thank the Deputy Premier for his
support of it. My case today is far stronger since
he has indicated he is in Favour of a police inquiry.
That is what should happen.

My information is that the file either does or did
contain information which came to the notice of
the Public Works Department after Mr Fagan
had been employed by that department, indicating
that he was in receipt of workers' compensation
payments on the day that he actually joined the
department. That is a very serious allegation.

Mr Brian Burke: I can only repeat the infor-
mation given to me, that that is not true.

Mr LAURANCE: I will raise one more serious
matter. It is also my information that a letter from
the Premier about this matter is on File.

Mr Tonkin: Who told you that?
Mr LAURANCE: If that is not true, I claim

that the Premier has had it removed.
Mr Tonkin: You are making it up. You are just

making this up.
Mr Parker: You sick man!
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Mr Bryce: You are sick, you know, and that is
why your colleagues put you on the bottom of
their ballot paper.

Mr Brian Burke: Can you produce some evi-
dence today? Have you got a statutory declar-
ation, or some other evidence?

Mr LAURANCE: No, I have not; but I was
given-

Several members interjected.
Mr LAUR.ANCE: Members opposite do not

want to hear. Ariar raising the matter initially by
way of a grievance, as Mrs Malaprop was apt to
say, it is a "remarkable coiri-sidence" how much
has come forward. After what has been said today,
I would be very surprised if more information does
not come forward to prove what I have said is true.

Mr Brian Burke: It would be good if you had
the information to prove it before you spoke.

Mr LAUR.ANCE- They are very strong alle-
gations. Fortunately, we have a democratic system
and such a thing as parliamentary privilege which
allows a member to make allegations. The Premier
has tried to frustrate the procedure. He tried to
frustrate it a fortnight ago, and he is trying to
frustrate it today.

Mr Tonkin: What do you mean?7 We moved the
suspension of Standing Orders to allow you to
debate it.

M r Bryce: You have just spoken for 25 minutes.
Don't give us "frustrated"!

Mr LAURANCE: First of all, I allege that
Fagan was in receipt of workers' compensation
payments when he was employed by the Public
Works Department, which makes worse the ori-
ginal allegation I made in my grievance. Infor-
mation either is on the file or was on the File that
that is the ease. I believe it was brought to the
attention of the Minister at that time and at the
time he was engaged by the Minister for Works.
When this evidence came up, his employment
should have been terminated but when the Minis-
ter pressed the Premier, he was told that Mr
Fagan's employment was not to be terminated; it
was to be continued. I believe that the Minister for
Works was contacted by the Premier or by his
principal ministerial adviser in an urgent way,
even when the Minister for Works was travelling
out of the State, and perhaps in Singapore.
Further to that. I believe that there is on file a
letter from the Premier, or there was-in other
words that the Premier had written a letter in
connection with this matter. All of that adds up to
a very serious situation for the Government, and it
goes further and further into disgrace. The
Premier and his Minister have got themselves
further into trouble.

The information will come forward when people
know what has been raised today.

Mr D. L. Smith: You have run out of things to
say.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I have unlimited time, and

the Deputy Premier said I could use it.
Mr Bryce: You are a squealer of the first order.

You have spoken longer than 1, and you are griz-
zling.

Mr LAURANCE: What has happened this
afternoon in order to frustrate the Opposition
from bringing this matter forward is disgraceful.
Members of the Government have implicated you
in that, Mr Speaker.

Mr Davies: We let you bring it forward. What
are you talking about?

Mr LAUJRANCE: I would like to continue
talking until after the dinner suspension, if that is
possible; but I will leave it to the Premier and my
leader to work out for how long they wish to go. I
have unlimited time and the Deputy Premier said
I should use it. I have as long as I want to speak on
this matter. I presume that is the current arrange-
ment.

Mr Brian Burke: Your leader made a certain
request of me.

Mr LAURANCE: We made a request of the
Speaker to move an urgency motion, hut you frus-
trated it.

Mr Tonkin: You should withdraw that com-
ment.

Mr LAURANCE: In order to give another
member from this side an opportunity to speak on
this matter, I will leave it at that. The allegations
have been made. It is up to the Government to
give a satisfactory answer-not to me, as I do not
need the answer, but to the people of this State
who should know the truth about this matter.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [4.58 p.m.]: This is
an important matter, as justice must be seen to be
done. The key to the debate at this stage is the
failure of the Parliament and the people of West-
ern Australia to receive the necessary answers.

The Cadee minute, from my experience of read-
ing civil service minutes, is an unusual one. One
could not take any other view of it. The Minister
for Works has imposed on that particular depart-
ment the employment of this man. This has been
dealt with at considerable length by other mem-
bers. In the Cadee minute, we read, "The Minister
for Works has instructed me to arrange the em-
ployment of Mr Fagan." It continues, "I am ad-
vised that the Honorable Premier has ordered that
a job be found for this man. Will you please ar-
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range it through the Premier's officer, Mr Doug
Mitchell?" That minute does not sound enthusi-
astic to me. It is a classic example of a person
writing a minute and saying, "This has been
forced on me. 1, as the under secretary, am being
required to do something that I would rather not
do". x

,Alternatively he could be saying, "I am merely
stating the fact that this is an appointment which
is most abnormal", If one reads the answers that
the Premier gave to the member for Helena the
other day, one sees also some unusual comments.
In one place in answer to a question from the
member for Helena, the Premier said, "To the
best of my recollection, no such letter has ever
been written". It is interesting that in one of his
answers the Premier said, "I have no recollection
of it", but in another answer he said, "There is no
letter on the file". It seems to me the Premier has
it back-to-front and he is trying to escape from the
position.

The Premier and the Government should
answer some fundamental questions such as: Why
was the Premier involved in the appointment of a
builder's labourer to the Public Works Depart-
ment? Thai is most unusual. It is even more un-
usual that the Minister for Works should say, in
answer to a question on the appointment from the
Leader of the Opposition, "I considered the ques-
tion of the appointment of Mr Fagan, then I re-
ferred the matter to the Premier". Apparently the
matter was referred also to the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations. The three of them came together
to discuss the employment of a builder's labourer.
I find that remarkable in the extreme.

It is remarkable that the Premier and two very
senior Ministers should come together to discuss
the employment of one person.

It is unfortunate that the Premier is not in his
seat, because I should like to ask him why he
became involved. He says he has never met the
man. Who is the person who was pressing for the
employment of Mr Fagan? Why was the Public
Works Department so opposed to the employment
of this man?

The citizens and members of Parliament of this
State are entitled to know why this man was
chosen and given this special treatment. I do not
know whether the man, as a unionist, merely car-
ried out the duties which so many people who are
unionists do within the public sector, but, as I
understand it, this man's activities as a unionist
were so extreme that the hierarchy of the PWD
did not want to have him. That is a situation
which demands an answer from the Premier. It is
not good enough for the Premier to say that be-
cause a man is a unionist he should not be kept out

of a job, because we employed thousands of union-
ists and will in the future continue to do so. How-
ever, this person is different-different to the
point that the hierarchy of the PWD did not wish
to employ him. The Premier owes it to the people
of Western Australia to tell us all the facts about
that.

The Premier should tell us the real position. He
should not do as he normally does, which is to pass
over the top of an issue by saying, "He is a union-
ist. We are a Labor Government and we employ
unionists". We employ unionists too. This man is
special in some way. He must be special, because
we have a minute signed by Mr Cadee which says
that the Premier ordered it. If the Premier did not
order it, it is incumbent on him to tell the public of
Western Australia and this House that that is the
case.

Everyone listening to today's debate and what
has happened over the last couple of weeks I am
sure agrees that the Premier has been very evasive.
He has answered questions in a specific way by
saying, "No, I did not write a letter" when all of
us are thinking that he gave an instruction or he
spoke orally. That is the impression gained by
everybody who has been in the Chamber during
the debate.

Mr Watt: I'll put my money on Ken Cadee.
Mr CLARKO: He is an outstanding officer,

from the little that I know of him. However, it is
not a question of Mr Cadee, as a person; rather it
relates to a statement read out by the Premier and
others. It was said that the Premier ordered Mr
Fagan's appointment.

We have not had a proper explanation of the
matter and it will never go away until the Premier
explains what happened. How does he explain the
fact that he and two important Ministers came
together to discuss such an appointment? Why did
the Minister for Works say, in answer to a ques-
tion from the Leader of the Opposition, "I will
take up this matter with the Premier and then
with the Minister for Industrial Relations"? It is
most peculiar. There is something fishy here and
we should be told.

If the position is that Mr Fagan is a very signifi-
cant part of the Labor Party and if he is being
rewarded for his services, I am surprised the
Government should be reluctant to tell us. When it
is all boiled down, Mr Butler the Leader of the
Labor Party in this State, has been appointed. He
is giving advice and getting paid over $30 000 a
year for that when all past Labor Premiers were
advised by such people and they were not paid.
The Premier has virtually called on everybody who
has a card that says he is a member of the Labor
Party. Therefore, the Premier should not be em-
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barrassed about that. Daily he puts on these
people. He also employs people he thinks belong to
the Liberal Party! He must be a very strong party
mani!

Here we have the failure of the Government to
explain in any sort of credible way why one
builder's labourer should be in this position. There
is no question about his union radicalism, which I
take it is so bad that he disrupts the workers to the
point that it is no longer possible to get effective
work out of them.

Then there is the question of Mr Pagan's
workers' compensation situation. The Premier did
not say Mr Fagan was a malingerer, but he talked
about whether he was one. For Mr Fagan's ben-
efit, that needs to be explained to the people of
Western Australia. It does not need to be
explained for anybody else's benefit other than Mr
Pagan's. The Premier owes it to Mr Fagan to say
that he is a genuine workers' compensation case.

It could be Mr Fagan has back trouble; many
people do, and many people cannot get other jobs
because of it. Several of those sorts of people have
come to my office. They have serious back prob-
lems; they cannot get jobs; they want to work, but
they cannot get work. Some people question such
cases, because it is possible to malinger about back
problems. However, to be fair to Mr Pagan, the
Premier should say that this man's record in re-
spect of workers' compensation is clear. The
Premier should say Mr Fagan has a clean record;
that he has had a series of back problems; that he
is keen to go back to work, but his back goes on
him every time .he does. If that is the case, the
Premier owes it to Mr Pagan to tell us. Mr Fagan
presumably has to live in Western Australia for a
long time and he does not want to have a cloud
over his head as to whether he malingers in respect
of workers' compensation claims. That is not fair
to him.

In addition, an explanation should be given to
us as to why this man received such great atten-
tion and if it occurred because he was a favoured
son of the Labor Party, and the party is giving him
a job, because he is one of its boys, the Premier
should admit it. The Government does not mind
doing that; it does it daily, so let the Premier
admit it.

However, if there are other reasons and if there
has been an unsavoury cover-up, this must be ex-
posed and that is what the member for Gascoyne
is seeking to do. He is saying, "Tell us the facts. If
we have been given wrong advice and if the minute
from Mr Cadee is being misinterpreted by us-if
it is inaccurate or something of that sort-tell us
about it here".

The Premier will need to be wary because
people are already giving information to the Oppo-
sition saying that what has been said is inaccurate.
Therefore, the Premier would want to be careful
and would want to make sure we get the accurate
position in regard to this matter.

What has been said so far has been very much
to the disadvantage of Mr Fagan. The position
should be cleared up from his point of view and it
should be cleared up also from the point of view of
the public of Western Australia. The people want
to know whether the Premier, the Ministers, and
the Government of Western Australia gave this
man a job when he did not deserve it. We have the
highest unemployment rate ever seen in this
country except for the period of the great de-
pression. Therefore, perhaps Mr Pagan has been
given a job when some other healthy, able, and
possibly more competent man should have been
given it.

However, if in fact this man is a member of the
Labor Party and, despite the fact that he has a lot
of' faults, he still gets the job at the expense of a
good potential worker, the Premier should say so.
He should say so in this House as well as through
his plethora of advisers and assistants. This
Government lives by Press releases and leaks. It
has the biggest army of media people ever
employed at the greatest cost ever to the people of
this State. Many of these people are able to get
their stories across to the public when in fact they
are not quite right.

The position should be clarified in this place.
When the Premier says that he believes in union
radicals getting jobs, I wonder if he would be
happy to have Norm Gallagher in his work force
because he is a classic union radical. I guess many
people in the Civil Service would not want to em-
ploy "Stormy Normie".

I could say more, but my time is limited because
of the timing arrangements which are very restric-
tive these days. The Premier needs to do one other
thing: He should produce to the people of Western
Australia and to this Parliament the PWD report
on Mr Pagan. He should give to the Parliament a
report setting out why the PWD did not want to
employ this man.

The Government owes it to the Parliament and
the people of Western Australia to do that. We
have seen a farcical waste of time today. By his
previous actions the Premier wasted a great deal
of time and now in order to give him five minutes
to respond, if he so wishes, I shall conclude my
remarks.

There is a very unsavoury smell about all of
this. This particular thing stinks. It smells. The
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Premier has a very fine degree of loquacity and
can be specific if he wants to be. He is being more
evasive than usual, using little tricks of the English
language to not answer precisely what is asked,
and that is also revealed by the way the Govern-
ment has evaded almost every question that has
been asked by members in this House.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier)
[5.11 p.m.]: I will be as brief as I can in trying not
to answer new points because they were not raised,
but to reply to some of the points that were raised
and debated. It was the policy of the previous
Government not to table personal files and we see
no reason to break that policy and to table them.
In any case, iF one thinks about the logic expressed
by the member for Gascoyne, one realises that
there is not much point in doing so because he
says, "Table the File and if what I am looking for
is not there, you have removed it". One does not
advance anywhere with that sort of action. The
member for Gascoyne has not produced a skerrick
of evidence to support any allegation that he has
made. I tend to agree with the member for
Karrinyup. If I were detached and listening to the
debate, I would be thinking, "Well, obviously
someone said that this chap should be given a job,
etc." I can only say to members that the discussion
that I referred to took place. I expressed the point
of view that a person should not be barred from
employment on the basis of union activism. The
member [or Karrsnyup asked why that meeting
took place. I will tell him. It took place because
the Government was challenged by someone who
said that that was the case. Someone was being
barred from employment because of his union
activism. Someone had raised that with us and
that is in our folder.

Mr Hassell: Who raised that?
Mr Clarko: Name the person.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would rather not name

the person who drew the matter to our attention.
It was just a person who drew it to our attention.

Mr Hassell: Indeed, we believe that bit.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Gascoyne has refused to name anything or to
produce any evidence. He went so far as to say
that I was making phone calls from overseas, to
overseas, to someone who is overseas, to someone
who was intrastate, and then to someone who was
interstate.

Mr Bryce: And then you were in the east and
allegedly made phone calls to overseas and all over
the place.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is not a skerrick of
evidence-

Mr Tonkin: Just made it all up.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I can say is chat I
have looked through the file and can see no letter
from me directing thac anything happened. I have
looked through the file and can see no evidence at
all that this man was on workers' compensacion
when he was employed by the Public Works De-
partment. In addition to that, the member for
Gascoyne said, "He didn't cell you". I do not know
what I am supposed to do about that.

If someone says he has no criminal record, for
example, when he applies for a job, it is sometimes
the case that one Finds out later that he does have
a criminal record;, when one is asked a question in
the meantime-and I still have no evidence that
he was on workers' compensation at the
time-whether in fact the person did have a crimi-
nal record, one cannot say, "Yes, he did", because
one has not learned the fact.

I would like the member for Gascoyne to
produce evidence which shows that this man was
on workers' compensation when he was employed.
Such information is not secret. The member for
Gascoyne has not produced a skerrick of evidence
to substantiate any of the things he has said. In
fact, he has admitted that he was wrong in respect
of the man's leaving work after staying for only a
week, and not returning. He admitted tonight that
he was wrong about that. He said the file was
missing. I say that the file, when it was called for,
simply was not missing. He says there is a letter. I
say there is no letter. He says if there is not, it has
been taken off che file. I really do not know how
one answers chat. I really do not know how to
prove that something was not taken off the file.

Mr Thompson: You can prove it all right be-
cause of the folios on the file which have been
numbered. You could see if one were missing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am willing to go back
and check if there are folio numbers and if they
are out of sequence, but all I am saying is that it is
not there, and if one finds folio numbers are out of
sequence 1 suppose he has to prove that a certain
thing was taken off. I do not know.

Mr Old: Fairly suspicious.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What I am saying is in

the Opposition's interests as well as ours; the way
the member has carried on really has not done him
much credit.

A member interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member can inter-

ject if he likes and I understand his position in
coming to the defence of the member for
Gascoyne. The Opposition has been taught a
lesson today.

Mr Clarko: Who says?
Mr Rushton: Caught with your pants down.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition can say
that we pulled a stunt; it can say that we did
something that diverted attention Or that we dis-
torted or blustered. I tell the House what
happened; the Opposition miscalculated badly. It
moved dissent and, to give the Leader of the Op-
position his due, it is something he does not do
Jightly He sought to withdraw his dissent motion,
and to his embarrassment he was not permitted to
do so.

Mr Clarke: That was your mistake. It was the
grand mistake of the year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Whether it was a mis-
take, I do not know.

Mr Hassell: I bet you will be telling your
Leader of the House later on that it was a mistake.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He would have preferred
to withdraw it. We quite rightly said, "No, you
can't". There were then five speakers, most of
whom said, "We want to debate this thing and you
are running away from it". All we did was ensure
that debate took place, and we ensured, as mem-
bers would expect us to do, that the debate was
pursued on our ground in the same way as the
Opposition wanted to pursue it on its ground. That
is all. Then the member for Gascoyne had ample
time to disclose everything that he wanted to dis-
close and he did not produce a skerrick of evi-
dence.

Mr Clarke: You did not give us much time. You
gave us very limited time.

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: You denied it positively. You did

not interject earlier on to say that you were happy
for it to be brought forward at that time of the
day.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Speaker gave a rul-
ing and dissent was moved.

Mr Clarko: You could have done it earlier.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was as a result of

the member's Leader's-
Mr Bryce: It is a different motion.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose I can also print

the Opposition's How-to-Vote cards and man their
polling booths.

Mr Clarko: You should have done at 2.30 p.m.
what you did at 3.30 p.m.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I wanted to debate the
motion we are debating. I did not want to debate
the Opposition's motion.

Mr Clarko: We would have been happy to de-
bate that one if you had said that at 2.30 p.m.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I really do not follow the
member for Karrinyup now. All he can do-

Mr Clarko: You did it at 3.30 p.m. and you
could have done it at 2.30 p.m.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This is the position I tried
to outline previously. The Opposition was hoist
with its own petard and did not produce any evi-
dence. In fact, the member for Gascoyne, when
asked to produce evidence, said, "You produce the
file". H-e said in effect, "I will make the alle-
gations. I won't back them up, you produce the file
and, by the way, if the file does not support my
allegations, I will tell you that material has been
removed from it". That is what he said. I do not
know how members oft the Opposition can sit there
and accept that that is the way in which we should
conduct debate in the Chamber. The member for
Gascoyne can say, "Well, the Westminster system
permits party procedure that includes all sorts of
unsubstantiated contributions", and I agree that it
does. No-one can stop the member for Gascoyne
from saying whatever he wants to say, but every-
one has to judge his credibility by the way he
backs up what he says, and tonight the backup
was non-existent.

Mr Clarko: You haven't given the reason for
three Ministers of the Crown spending their time
on this.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I told the member
earlier. It was drawn to my attention.

Mr Clarko: But that is not enough. Someone
whom you won't name says that there is union
bias and you say that is the reason, but there is the
other reason about his workers' compensation ar-
gument. He will suffer for that later.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Ministers were asked
by me about this matter because it was drawn to
my attention that claims had been made that he
had been refused employment because he was a
union activist.

Mr Clarko: You haven't given us any expla-
nation to prove that that is why he didn't have a
job, have you? That is what you should do. You
should come out and say, "We have evidence that
he was denied employment because of his politi-
cal-"

Mr BRIAN BURKE: J did not know that when
I asked the Ministers about it.

Mr Clarko: You know that now. You need to
tell the people of Western Australia that the PWD
was quite wrong in doing what it did.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Any employer, Govern-
ment Or private, who says he will not employ
someone because he is a union activist is doing the
wrong thing.

Mr Clarke: It could be that ibis bloke was
lighting bombs in the corridor. You should tell us
whether that is the case. You should tell us
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whether it was the mere fact that he wore a cer-
tamn union badge.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not have thought
that that was an indication of a person's being a
union activist. I would have thought that was an
indication of his being an arsonist, a law breaker,
or something of that description.

Mr Clarko: You haven't given us any details
about it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is a union activist, by
definition, someone who has broken the law. Some
of the greatest reforms in this country's history
were achieved by union activists; should we not
employ such persons?

I can only repeat and underline that it is not
good enough for the member for Gascoyne to
stand up and say, "I do not have any evidence; you
produce the file", or "I do not have any evidence,
but wait, there will be a flood in the next few
days". That is no proof of anything except his lack
of credibility and his inability to support what he
is prepared to say without any evidence. As far as
the Government is concerned, the motion is very
apt. It sums up the situation completely and I urge
all members, including those on the Opposition
benches, to think seriously about supporting it.

Question put and
lowing result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hedge
Mr Jamieson

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
M r Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MeNee

Ayes
Mr Mclver
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Grill

a division taken with

Ayes 27
M r Tom Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 18
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

M r Peter Jones
Mr Blaikie
Mr O'onnor
Mr Graydcn

Question thus passed.

(2421

the fol-

RURlAL SECTOR HARDSHIP:
SELECT COMMITTEE

Interim Report
Mr 1. F. Taylor submitted the interim report of

the Select Committee.
Ordered: That the report be printed.

Extension of Time
On motion by Mr 1. F. Taylor, the time for

submitting the final report of the Select Com-
mittee was extended to 28 June.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.15 p.m.

COMMUNITY WELFARE
Child Care Facilities: Grievance

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [7.17 p.m.]: I
address my remarks to the lack of child care facili-
ties in Western Australia and particularly in my
electorate of Gosnells. There has been a legacy of
neglect of child care in Western Australia, in par-
ticular in the south-east corridor of the metropoli-
tan area. This neglect has been the result of a very
narrow view, which was held by the former
Government, about the needs of people in the
community for child care.

Gosnells is an electorate in a densely populated
section of the south-east corridor that has been
characterised by rapid growth and development.
The population growth in that part of the metro-
politan area has been second only to the northern
suburbs. Despite this growth in the area, which
extends from Cannington to Byford and includes
Gosneclls, Thornlie, Maddington, Kelmscott, and
Armadale not one Government-assisted child care
centre is available to parents. There is a local
community-based child care association-on

(Teller) whose the management committee I serve-
which was established about six years ago. It was
called the Town of Armadale Child Care Associ-
ation. That group of local concerned parents has
spent almost six years preparing submissions to
Government departments and to the Government
of the day seeking assistance to establish child
care facilities in the district. They have sent
submissions, year after year, and have received

(ec replies which were negative in the extreme. It was
(Tle) suggested to them that they should seek assistance

from church bodies as sponsors. They did that and
their submissions were still unsuccessful.

it was not until 18 months ago when Labor
Governments came to power federally and in this
State that this association, now known as the
Roberta lull Child Care Association, received
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funding and established a co-ordinated system of
family day care in the area.

Mr MacKinnon: Under what programme did
you receive the funding?

Mrs HENDERSON: Under the Office of Child
Care programme for the establishment of family
day care.

It is interesting to note that the need for child
care within this area is more than demonstrated
by the rate at which that service grew. In that
time- and I stress this is only 18 months-the
service has three co-ordinators who look after 61
care givers who provide care for 253 children. Not
all of those children receive full-time care. If we
take the number of hours for each child and divide
it by the number of hours for a full-time child, we
find that it would be the equivalent of 78 full-time
children.

For those people who are unaware of what fam-
ily day care is, I indicate that it is a system where
a mother cares for up to four children in her home.
She is licensed by the Department for Community
Welfare to do that, and it is a form of child care
which is particularly useful to those parents who
have two or three children and would like their
children cared for together, where they can play
together in the back garden of the care-giver's
home, go to the shop with the care-giver, and go to
kindergarten and do what a normal family would
do, which is sometimes not available in child care
centres.

The form of child care which is provided in my
electorate is excellent, and I pay tribute to that
local community~rganisation and to the co-
ordinators who service the 61 care-givers. They
have a travelling library of toys and other facilities
which they make available to the care-givers.
They are constantly on call for help and assistance
that the care-giver may require and they are an
invaluable backup service for that form of child
care.

The other key aspect this form of child care
provides which is attributable to the work of the
local association is Government funding of
subsidies for families in need who use that form of
child care. A family on a substantial income would
pay the maximum fee for child care, whereas a
family on modest income would pay substantially
less, and one on low income would pay only a few
dollars a week for the care of their children.

Although this local community body struggled
for six years to set up child care in an areA that
had none, it was only with the advent of this Labor
Government that it received this form of child
care. Despite the existence of family day care in
my electorate-and there are two private nurseries
which have a limited number of places-this does

not provide a real choice for parents who need
child care of good quality. It is absolutely essential
that parents who require child care should have
care of the highest quality available, and care in
which they have confidence.

Child care is like health and education-it is an
area in which room exists for the public and pri-
vate sectors. It is also essential that the Govern-
ment be involved in a positive and wholehearted
way. The Government should set the standard and
provide parents with a real choice of quality care.
The family day care scheme and a limited number
of places in private nurseries does not constitute
real choice for people in the area.

To understand why parents need a choice it is
important to look at the different groups of people
who might need child care. One category of child
care is called occasional or emergency care. A
parent might need this on an unpredictable once-
off basis. A person in the family may be ill, or a
child may be ill. Perhaps there is a medical or
dental appointment or a business appointment
that must be kept. This type of child care operates
when parents need a place they can leave their
child and be secure in the knowledge that the child
will be well cared for. It is not the kind of situation
in which parents can check out the centre or a
range of places before deciding where to leave
their child. No such facility exists in my electorate
to provide occasional once-off care. Some of my
constituents travel to Perth to leave their children
in the Florence Hummerston Centre which has an
excellent reputation.

The second type of care is regular, part-time
care which may amount to two or 20 hours a
week. It may be needed by a person working part-
time, perhaps a mother who is studying part of the
week, or a mother who needs a couple of hours a
week for her own recreational needs and a break
from her children. Many people stagger their fam-
ilies today; it is not uncommon for them to have
two children within 18 months. As a result,
mothers are Often under stress caring for a new
baby and a toddler, and they may need two or
three hours a week to get some relief from full-
time child care duties.

It is important that people be able to get quality
care and to know that it will be available. The
situation now is different from that of 20 years
ago when people had five or six children, usually
spaced at least four years apart, where the older
ones could take some part in looking after the
younger children.

The third type of care is full-time day care.
Families in which both parents are working most
often need this type of care. In Australia today
more families have two parents working than one
parent at work. Those children under school age
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require quality care and it is essential that they
should get it and that the parents can be confident
of the care their children are receiving. There is
nothing worse than parents going to work worry-
ing about the care their children are receiving
while they are away. I do not believe there is
sufficient of this type of care which gives parents a
choice in my electorate or in Western Australia
generally.

Over the last nine years until February last year
the contribution of the State Government towards
child care was conspicuous by its absence. The
only funding that went into child care came from
the Federal Government. The time is long overdue
for the State Government to become involved in
child care and provide a range of high quality care
which recognises the needs for such services in
Gosnells and Western Australia.

MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for
Youth and Community Services) [7.28 p.m.]: I
commend the member for raising this very import-
ant issue and for the genuine, serious and com-
petent way in which she dealt with it. Obviously
her own study of the matter and involvement in
the local community-based child care association
has given her a comprehensive appreciation of this
most important community issue.

Our Government's policy is that it is committed
to working with the Federal Government for the
extension of child care services. We want to see
the creation of a comprehensive service with maxi-
mum community participation. The priorities of
such a service must be planned according to the
greatest need. The member for Gosniells has been
able to point to Gosnells as one of those areas of
need. We want to be able to encourage local
government, community groups and employers to
join with Governments to establish child care fa-
cilities.

Very few children in Western Australia have
access to organised child care services. I under-
stand an Australian Bureau of Statistics study
showed only Five per cent of pre-school children
used either day care centres or family day care
schemes, whether they be private schemes or those
with some Government funding. Yet, one-third of
the persons responsible for looking after children
under six years in this State told the ABS that
they worked. Many women are obliged to put
together a patchwork of arrangements because no
one service can help them.

We recognise that women-and sometimes men
now when they are the sole parent responsible for
children-seek access to child care for a variety of
reasons. Single parents on benefits need the oppor-
tunity to study or to train if they are to enter the
work force; immigrant mothers need a break from

their children if they are to learn English. Mothers
of handicapped or mentally undeveloped children
need to share the load of caring for their children.
Mothers who work need to know their children are
well cared for. Mothers under stress who may be
at risk of harming a child can be prevented from
doing so by day care places and sympathetic
counselling.

Good child care services also provide benefits to
children. As the member for Gosnells indicated,
this is especially the case for small and isolated
families. Children need to meet one another, to
play together and develop social skills. Adults
other than their parents can care for them and for
many mothers and children this can be like the
extended family experienced by children in the
past.

A child care centre is not an easy service to
create. In the past planning has been something of
a misnomer; services were established by groups
which made submissions to the Federal Govern-
ment. Often this resulted in the "she who shouts
loudest" method of funding. The more sophisti-
cated, practised and experienced groups benefited
from scarce Government funds at the expense of
the less experienced groups which did not have the
know-how.

It is the intention of the present State and Fed-
eral Governments to change this situation. We
have reached agreement with the Federal Govern-
ment that we have to move forward to planning
child care services. We agree that child care ser-
vices wherever possible should be part of multi-
purpose services such as those in neighbourhood
centres. The building should be flexible and wel-
coming and the maximum participation of parents
in running the service needs to be encouraged.

To assist in the thinking and work necessary to
develop this new approach, the State Government
in sensible partnership with the Federal Govern-
ment has set up a planning committee to consider
these matters. The committee is known as the
Child Care Planning Committee. It has the ben-
efit of being associated with the welfare and com-
munity service review which is presently undertak-
ing a comprehensive study of Government and
non-Government community services including
services for children.

I am pleased to say that the Gosnells area has
been pinpointed as a high priority area for the
setting up of one of three Government-sponsored
child care centres in 1983-84. This has been made
possible as a result of the allocation of Federal
funds and it is hoped that the City of Gosniells will
give support to this scheme. It has been ap-
proached and is presently giving serious consider-
ation to co-operating with the Federal and State
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Governments and the planning committee in terms
of setting aside land and having a share in the
management and ongoing running of this child
care centre. I know that two areas of land have
been looked at by the City of Gosnells and we
hope that in the near future we shall receive a
positive reaction from them. The City of Gosneils
is one local authority prepared to give recognition
to the need for good child care services and for a
good choice of child care services for parents, both
fathers and mothers, who have need for these ser-
vices in that locality.

Similar ventures are being looked at in the Shire
of Wannerco and in the City of Perth. We see
these as the first of many centres to be developed
in this way and future development as neighbour-
hood centres where families can receive services
which in the main will be preventive. They will be
cost saving because they will be largely developed
in the form of family support services. They
will provide additional support for many families
needing to stay together and cope with the many
problems which face families bringing up young
children.

I commend the member for Gosnells for raising
this matter. I think she and other members can
look forward to much better provision of child
care services under the initiatives being taken by
the present Federal and State Governments.

LIQUOR: WINE
Viticulture: Grievance

MR WATT' (Albany) [7.35 p.m.]: I wish to
express my concern that the Government viticul-
turist, John Elliot, is to be transferred at the end
of this month from the Albany office of the De-
partmient of Agriculture to South Perth. The
reason for this act is that the officer presently
located in a similar position at Margaret River is
resigning to take up a position in private enterprise
and another Government viticulturist is to be
transferred from Perth to Aill the position in
Margaret River. Mr Elliott is being transferred to
South Perth to fill that vacancy and Mt. Barker,
Denmark and the Frankland River area will be
left without a viticulturist. That is not good
enough.

Mr Elliott is regarded by those in the Albany
and Great Southern region as an excellent officer
and is also qualified not just as a viticulturist but
also as an oenologist. This makes him even more
valuable. It is now proposed that the advisory ser-
vice to the Lower Great Southern area should be
maintained by regular visits to the area by an
officer located in Margaret River. The word
"regular", which I took from a letter from the
Minister to Plantagenet Wines, has not been de-

fined so we do not know whether those visits will
be monthly, three monthly, or as the occasion de-
mands. It suggests that if a crisis occurs in both
Margaret River and Mt. Barker, it would be fairly
predictable which area would get priority treat-
ment. Obviously with human nature as it is, if one
has two urgent calls, one deals with the problem
closer to home first. In that case Mt. Barker and
Frankland will take second place.

It is some 20-odd years since the trials began for
the commencement of a wine industry in Mt.
Barker and since that time it has made spectacular
growth. At this stage there are almost 30 grape
growers in the area, four established wineries and
another in the process of being established. Some
have sent their vintage to Perth wineries but the
majority have their wines produced under contract
by one of the local wineries. The wines produced
have been an outstanding success, winning many
medals and awards against strong competition at
shows and exhibitions both in Western Australia
and the Eastern States. At least one more major
vineyard is being established this year and others
are planning to expand by planting new vines. This
is taking place while the industry in the region is
still in its comparative infancy.

From the commencement of this industry in the
area, the then Government viticulturist, Bill
Jamieson, gave outstanding assistance to the in-
dustry. Prior to his retirement a special dinner was
held in his honour to recognise his work. That
good work has been carried on by Mr Elliott.

I now refer to some of the duties of the Govern-
ment viticulturist to demonstrate the effect it will
have when he is removed from the region. Firstly.
when a new grower is contemplating establish-
ment or a farmer is thinking of diversifying some
other farming into the growing of grapes, because
it is such a specialised industry, considerable ad-
vice is needed and testing must be carrried out. It
is necessary to find out whether the soil is of the
right type, which types of grapes are most appro-
priate for that soil, whether the land is suitable for
irrigation and, if so, where the best water sources
are located. The viticulturist advises on the best
way of setting out the vineyard to take advantage
of natural sunshine and other features, to
maximise the yield and recommends the variety of
grape most suited to the soil type. He assists with
the costing of the various proposals and in general
offers a management service in a wide variety of
areas. He is also of tremendous importance to
established grape growers. He makes regular visits
and advises on any diseases Occurring. Sometimes
he detects diseases of which the grower is not
aware. The viticulturist identifies the problem,
whether it is caused by insects or disease and
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advises on the best method of eradication or con-
trol, whether spraying is required and if so, what
chemicals to use.

He is also involved in the administration of the
certificate of origin scheme which was introduced
by the Department of Agriculture and which is
now paid for by the industry itself. Under the
scheme the grower must provide a statutory dec-
laration to state how much has been harvested ,where from, and on what date. The viticulturist
follows the progress of those grapes into the
winery, dips the tanks and measures the
quantities. He knows roughly how much wine
should be produced from the quantity of grapes
and ensures it is not diluted or interfered with in
any other way. If he so certifies, the grower can
print and produce a label which carries certifi-
cation as to the origin of the wine.

Wines are produced at different times of the
year so there is no one time when he should be in
the region. Even if that were the case, it is reason-
able to assume that the other region would require
his services at the same time. Indeed, I understand
there is also some activity in the Manjimup area
and I have no doubt that the Margaret River
officer will be required to service that district also.

It is important that the officer live in the area
he services; by doing so he gets a feel for the place,
and an understanding of the climatic conditions,
both of which are important for the growing of
grapes. The present officer has done his job very
well. When he moves to Perth we shall be no
better off. In the future when a problem occurs we
could have to wait several weeks for a visit to be
arranged. Some of the problems in wineries are of
an urgent nature. The viticulturist carries out
sulphur dioxide checks, pH checks and total acid
checks. One of the most important tasks he carries
out is alcohol level checks. This is particularly so
with a new Federal Government excise on fortified
spirits being due and payable within a week. When
a sample is sent to Perth it will take a couple of
days for the result to be known. If the grower
needs to make some adjustments he must then
send another sample and wait for the results of
that test. The whole process is time-consuming
and impractical.

We need a resident viticulturist who can carry
out the functions on the spot.

The viticulturist has been transferred from the
area and what is even worse, the machinery used
for testing at Albany has also been removed and
sent to Perth. Even if a new viticulturist is posted
to the area there will be no equipment for testing.
I do not know whether they carry portable equip-
ment to carry out the tests. If not, the equipment
should have remained in Albany.

It seems to me that Mr Elliott, a qualified viti-
culturist and oenologist, will come to Perth, be-
coming virtually a clerk of some type. This has
most serious implications for the wine industry in
the lower great southern. We need an officer resi-
dent in the region. In fact, I would go further and
suggest that he ought not even to be located in
Albany. That might sound funny coming from me
as the member for Albany, but the right place for
him to be located is Mt. Barker. He could be
established at the Mt. Barker Research Station
and properly administer the area and carry out his
functions from there.

Members would be aware of the importance of
the wine industry to the tourism industry. Places
like the Barossa Valley and Margaret River have
become established parts of tourist routes, with
people visiting the wineries. In one example during
last Easter, many thousands of dollars worth of
wine was sold to people making visits to the wine
regions.

For all of those reasons, people in the wine
industry are most concerned about the action that
the Government has taken. If Mr Elliott cannot be
retained, the very least that should be done is that
a graduate should be employed and sent into the
area so that the service which has been provided,
and which is desperately needed in the industry,
will be maintained.

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) (7.46 p.m.]: Firstly, I indicate that I
endeavoured to reply as fully as possible to the
member for Stirling in answer to a question with-
out notice on 5 April. I told him at that time that
the situation had arisen because the oenologist at
Margaret River had terminated his contract and
returned to the private sector in the Eastern
States. Broadly, that is the position; but I should
make the point that the consultant, Dr Hamilton,
had been employed on a contractual consultancy,
basis with industry funding. I do not know
whether the member for Albany was aware of
that. When Dr Hamilton's contract terminated, so
did the funding. To this stage, no further funds
have been received from the industry source. In
effect, this matter does not involve the removal of
an officer, but the removal of a consultancy, situ-
ation. A solution had to be sought within the
available departmental sources. It had to be
resolved in the best manner possible.

Mr Watt: That is a matter of opinion.
Mr EVANS: When one has regard to the fact

that there are three major wine-growing areas in
the State-Swan Valley, the Vasse, and the area
in which the member is closely involved,
Frankland River-Mt. Barker-a difficult situation
is caused. It was on that basis that the department
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endeavoured to resolve the situation in the best
practical manner. This involved Mr Gerardi going
to the Vasse area and Mr Elliott moving to Perth.
The intention was that Mr Gerardi would service
the Mt. Barker area, backed up in some way by
Mr Elliott or his superior in the metropolitan area.

1 am not able to specify precisely the period of
time and the nature of the visitation involved. I dd
not think that has been worked out fully. Nor has
the extent to which the back up by Mr Gerardi
will be available.

It is regretted that a decision of this kind must
be made at any time. As the member has pointed
out rightly, the wine industry is a developing one;
the successes in recent wine shows indicate the
quality of the wine being produced. The winning
of the premier Australian award in Melbourne
this year by a small vineyard in the member's area
was outstanding.

When a situation like this arises, resources must
be deployed in the most effective way to service
the industry as a whole. We must take into con-
sideration the relative importance of the industry
in particular areas, not only in terms of the value
of produce and the size of the area under pro-
duction, but also in terms of the magnitude of the
problems of the various areas, their stages of de-
velopment, and the natural difficulties they are
racing.

The member for Albany enunciated clearly the
range of duties which the viticulturist must under-
take. This has become a highly specialised field of
operation. It will be very difficult to obtain an
extra officer at this stage without industry
funding.

I give an undertaking that the matter will be
considered in the context of discussions on the
1984-85 Budget. This matter will be given as high
a priority as possible.

I am sorry that this situation has arisen. I recog-
nise the difficulties that it creates, but I have
indicated the reasons for the situation as it exists.I
have also indicated what the Government can
offer and what it will endeavour to fulfill.

HEALTH: DRUGS
Weekend Market: Grievance

MR LAUIRANCE (Gascoyne) 7.52 p.m.]: My
grievance comes to this Parliament as the result of
a representation I received from a constituent at
Carnarvon. This person visited Perth some time
ago, and while spending several days in the city,
she visited a number of places including a weekend
market. At that weekend market, she was sur-
prised to find a stall which seemed to contain
items associated with the taking of drugs. This

concerned her greatly. In fact, as far as she iould
make out, the stall was there for no other purpose.
To the best of her knowledge, it contained only
those items. The stall was associated purely with
the sale of items that could be used by people who
were in the habit of using drugs.

Mr Parker: There was one of those in the
Fremantle markets for about 10 years.

Mr LAURANCE: Perhaps the Minister should
have grieved about this before.

Mr Parker: I am telling you it is not something
new. It has been around for a while.

Mr LAUR.ANCE: That does not make it any
less the subject of a grievance. It may receive the
Minister's approbation, but it does not receive
mine.

Mr Bryce: The Police Force did not do much
about it in the previous nine years.

Mr LAURANCE: The matter concerned my
constituent to such an extent that she wrote to the
Premier.

Mr Old: A rat lot of good that will do.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members are well

aware of my point of view in respect of interjec-
tions. The member for Gascoyne has been hardly
on his feet, and there have been continual interjec-
tions. I have called "Order" several times, but it
should not be necessary for me to call it more than
once. Please do not make me take action against
any member.

Mr LAURANCE: My constituent was so con-
cerned that she wrote to the Premier, and she
came to see me at my electorate office. She
received an acknowledgement from the Premier,
and an indication that the matter had been re-
ferred to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services.

I realise that for some time it may have been the
case that articles or products like the ones to
which I referred have been freely available for
sale. Their sale may not be illegal, but that does
not make it right. It did not make it right in the
eyes of my constituent, and she was shocked. I
have not visited any of the weekend markets, but
when my constituent related her experience to me,
I was shocked.

This woman subsequently brought to me the
reply she received from the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. There is nothing particu-
larly wrong with the reply. I have it here; the
Minister may be aware of the reply that he gave.

Mr Carr: In general terms. If you have time to
read it, it is probably a good idea.

Mr LAURANCE: I am not criticising the let-
ter. It would be a standard reply prepared for the
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Minister. I do not say that in a derogatory way.
because the Minister and I both know the situ-
ation. With the pressure of correspondence, it is
not possible for the Minister to draft every letter
he signs.

In the Minister's letter to my constituent, he
said-

Thank you for contacting the office of the
Hon. Premier in relation to the sale of para-
phernalia which you considered could be of
assistance to drug users.

As your area of concern comes within my
portfolio the Hon. Premier requested me to
have the matter investigated and reply to you
direct.

It was quite straightforward to that point, but it
continued-

I am informed by the Commissioner of
Police that members of the C.I.B. Drug
Squad visited the vendor in question and
examined the articles you mentioned, follow-
ing which they reported they were satisfied no
offence had been, or was being, committed.

I wish to thank you for bringing this matter
to attention and for Your obvious concern for
the welfare of others.

What worries me is that the Minister said the
matter had been referred to the Commissioner of
Police, and the CIB drug squad had visited the
offender and ascertained that no offence had been
or was being committed.

The public concern I raise in this grievance is
that neither the police or the Minister showed any
of the concern that my constituent showed when
she saw this paraphernalia, as it is referred to, on
sale. It may be because that is accepted in the
community. The Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy said that such things have been sold in
Fremantle for many years. I say to him and to
anybody else that I do not believe that makes it
right.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you suggesting the Minis-
ter ought to personally inspect the stall?

Mr LAURANCE: No. It is a matter of public
concern if stalls or vendors can sell articles obvi-
ously associated with drug use. It is a matter of
public concern, and something should be done
about it. It is simply not good enough for the
Minister to say, "Well, thanks for bringing this to
our attention. It is obviously of concern to you, but
the CIB says no offence is taking place, so the
whole thing is quite okay". I do not believe it is
okay.

My constituent wrote back to the Minister, and
in her reply she said-

After discussing the "Paraphernalia Prob-
lem" with an officer of your department and
one from the Premier's Department, I was
under the impression that my query would be
handled on the basis that: Although having
the Paraphernalia there wasn't against the
Law, what action would be taken to have the
Law changed.

In other words, she was asking whether any action
could be taken in relation to the matter. Her letter
continued-

The apathy of both departments is incred-
ible! As one officer in the Premiers Depart-
ment said "Everyone is entitled to his own
opinion".

In other words, the department was saying, "Well,
you are entitled to your opinion on these things,
but they are quite appropriate to have on public
display for public sale". That was said by some-
body in the Department of PremieT and Cabi-
net-and I am not trying to get at that person. My
constituent was disturbed when she was told,
"Well, everyone is entitled to his own opinion". In
other words, she was told, "Don't share your
opinion, please". I wonder about that. To con-
tin uc-

Surely as society is becoming more decadent
with each passing year, a person such as your-
self-

She is referring to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. To continue-

-with supposedly a high moral code should
have, I believe, taken this matter further.

As I realise that the Aids in question were
not in use, surely to have them on Public
Display, especially to children is in my
opinion (it is also the opinion of many others)
a very serious affront to those of us who care
what happens to and in our Country. It seems
ludicrous that your government spent so
much on the Anti-Smoking campaign and
they still allow the advertising of Hard Drugs
to remain.

Would you please advise Governments in-
tentions regarding the Advertising of Hard
Drugs? By it not being removed am I to as-
sume that your Government condones this
practice and are NOT going to follow it
through.

Having seen the stars on our flag at the
Markets in question replaced with facsimiles
of Marijuana Leaves, what will happen when
they are replaced with the Hypodermic?

Obviously this is a bad situation to have occurring,
especially when we remember the present Minister
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for Education's cry some two or three years ago in
this House to decriminalise the use of marijuana.

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE. This gutter grub has alleged some-

thing which is utterly untrue.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: He knows it and he should not be

allowed to repeat it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: A liar, then. All the time.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Deputy

Premier will maintain order. I am prepared to
entertain points of order in this place, but I am not
prepared to entertain points of order which are
started with the words "This gutter grub".

Mr Bryce: I apologise to the grub.

Withdrawal of Remarks

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Deputy
Premier ought to withdraw the words he used. If
he then wishes to take a point of order using more
temperate language, I would be prepared to listen
to it.

Mr BRYCE: I certainly do withdraw that refer-
ence. I do not want to pursue the question any
further, but I think members of the Chamber fully
understand the status in which this member has
placed himself with the false accusation.

Mr RUSHTON: On a point of order, the Depu-
ty Premier used the word "liar" in his remarks. I
ask that that word be withdrawn.

Mr Tonkin: Which term?
Mr Old: The word "liar".
Mr Bryce: That is a compliment to this mem-

ber. You have seen his performance over the last
two weeks.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! While I did
hear the Deputy Premier use the word "liar", at
this stage I am unable to say whether he used it
with respect to the member for Gascoyne. As
members would know, the word "liar" has been
used in this place on a number of occasions,
although when not specifically addressed to a
member, and as such it has not been considered
unparliamentary. However, if the Deputy Premier
did direct the word to the member for Gascoyne, I
ask him to withdraw it. If 1-e did not, obviously
there is no need for him to withdraw.

Mr BRYCE: I did direct that description to the
member for Gascoyne, and in defeience to you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, and the standing of this
House, I withdraw it.

Debate (on grievances) Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: There are small compen-

sations indeed for members when in Opposition,
but one of them is to be getting under the skin of
Government members.

Mr Tonkin: By telling untruths.
Mr LAURANCE: It is becoming quite obvious

when we look at the pornographic video material
that has flooded into this State with the support-

Point of Order
Mr TONKIN: Quite obviously the porno-

graphic flood to which the member refers has
nothing to do with this debate. In any case, as
members opposite were the Government for nine
years prior to our gaining office, they obviously
did absolutely nothing to stop this flood-
absolutely nothing at all.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of
order.

Debate (on grievances) Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: This is of concern to the

people of this State. They are concerned about
pornographic videos and about one of the Minis-
ters of this Government being soft on the use of
marijuana.

Point of Order
Mr TONKIN: Mr Deputy Speaker, you can see

that it is very difficult not to call this member a
liar, because a person who tells lies is a liar. He
should withdraw his comment because he claimed
that a Minister of this Government is soft on
drugs, when that is untrue. The member knows it
to be untrue and he should withdraw the alle-
gation.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In order to rule on
the point of order, the Leader of the House must
inform me whether he considers that the member
for Gascoyne has used unparliamentary words in
calling a Minister of the Crown "soft on drugs".

Mr TONKIN: Yes, highly unacceptable.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members would

know that among the Standing Orders in this
place is one that provides that if a member takes
offence at personal remarks, he is entitled to take
a point of order. Members would also know that
during the course of debate many words are
spoken from either side of the House to which the
other side could take offence. I appreciate that
members of the Government could take offence at
the words used by the mnember for Gascoyne, but
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were I to rule those words to be unparliamentary I
would make debate in this place far less
interesting. It would be not right and proper for
me to rule that these words are unparliamentary.

Debate (on grievances) Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: In the minute left to me I

want to point out that at this very moment the
Legislative Council is discussing a Bill related to
the decriminalisation of homosexuality, and
coupled with that we have the situation here where
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
has taken what I believe to be a very soft line on a
serious matter raised by one of my constituents.
The Minister should look further into this matter,
because if what my constituent says is happening,
it should be stopped. We should have much
tougher regulations covering the use, sale, and
promotion of articles associated with drug taking.
The Government needs to stiffen its regulations in
all these areas and so do the right thing by the
people of this State.

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) [8.08 p.m.]: Firstly I
must say that I am very unclear about what the
member for Gascoyne was seeking to do in his
grievance. From his contribution in the last couple
of minutes I suspect he has been trying to make
sonme sort of imputation about the softness of the
Government in relation to drugs, or something like
that. He seemed to try to make that imputation
without providing anything to substantiate his
comments. He spent most of his 10 minutes-

Mr Laurance: Answering interjections.
Mr CARR: -going through a procedure or

reading from letters that passed backwards and
forwards between one or his constituents and me.
If we consider what was in those letters, we realise
they contain nothing to indicate there was any-
thing wrong about the correspondence. The mem-
ber appeared to be trying to give the indication
that the correspondence was not proper. I do not
have a very clear recollection of the correspon-
dence, although I certainly recall a couple of let-
ters of a similar nature on a similar issue.

The member did not read out a letter which I
believe to be the original letter written to me and
which outlined what this lady believed to have
been an offence committed. That letter was re-
ferred by me to the Commissioner of Police, who
had the matter investigated by his officers before
reporting back to me with the advice that no of-
fence had been committed. I see nothing improper
with that; that appears to be a proper way to
handle such a matter.

The lady has subsequently written to me and I
do not recall having replied at this stage. In her

subsequent letter she went further than in her first
letter and made it clear just what the point was
she wanted to raise. She was not concerned
whether an offence had been committed, but
whether an activity which was indicated to be
legal should in fact continue to be legal. I guess
the real question is whether we should amend the
legislation so as to prohibit the sale of this para-
phernalia.

It is important to understand that the parapher-
nalia on sale was not being used for drug taking or
for any other illegal activity. Further, I am at the
moment considering her second letter and seeking
advice. I will give close consideration to the matter
and decide whether the legislation needs to be
amended.

It is not inappropriate for me to mention an
interjection by the Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy, who indicated that these items have been on
sale for 10 years. It is worth remembering that we
have not been in Government for all of the last 10
years. so it could well be argued that the responsi-
bility for the situation does not rest solely on our
shoulders.

Mr Tonkin: You had nine years and you did
nothing.

Mr Laurance: This weekend market has been
open for only a few months.

Mr CARR: I would be surprised if the matter
had not been drawn to the attention of the pre-
vious Minister responsible.

Nevertheless, this does not alter the fact that
the member has raised a concern involving a con-
stituent who believes that these items should not
be on sale. I am happy to look more closely at the
present situation.

While the member commented on that matter
for the first eight minutes or so of his grievance, he
finished by making imputations which I do not
believe hold water. He tried to link the matter of
drugs with homosexuality and pornographic video
films, and then into the bargain he threw an alle-
gation that a Minister of this Government had
made comments indicating that the Minister was
soft on drugs. The simple reality is that this
Government is not soft on drugs and is in fact
taking a strong stand to deal with the drug situ-
ation, something of great concern to this com-
munity.

Mr Tonkin: We have done more about porno-
graphic material than members opposite did in
nine years.

Mr Old: What absolute rot.

Mr Tonkin: You did nothing for nine years.
You sat on a pile of filth and did nothing.
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Mr Parker: They were selling it to children
when they were in Government.

Mr CARR: I am sure members will be aware of
things said during the election campaign when this
Government, as the then Opposition, made it very
clear that it saw hard drugs as being a very serious
problem confronting the community. We
indicated then that as a high priority we would
take strong action against the problem.

Mr MacKinnon: Your highest priority is ciga-
rette smoking.

Mr Hodge: How many people die from mari-
juana, you dill?

Mr CARR: The interjections that occurred over
the last couple of minutes of the member's contri-
bution indicated that while he spent the first eight
minutes raising a legitimate concern, he finished
with a mishmash of general accusations and impu-
tations. without providing any substance, and
therefore they do not need any further comment
by me.

TRAFFIC

Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust: Grievance

MR P. J. SMITH (Bunbury) [8.15 p.m.] My
grievance addressed to the Minister representing
the Attorney General, concerns the legislation
controlling the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust,
which requires a claimant to prove that someone
was at fault in accident cases.

I wish to give an example. On 15 May 198 1, a
Mr Tony Surace of Bunbury and his brother,
Giuseppe-usually called Joe-were driving along
the Bunbury highway when the car ahead of them
hit a kangaroo, which was thrown over the top of
that car, and landed on the passenger seat of the
Surace car behind and was killed.

Mr MacKinnon: Those people from Europe
might be after him!

Mr P. J. SMITH: That was one less kangaroo.
Unfortunately, Giuseppe Surace was also killed.
The driver, Tony Surace, was injured badly and
spent two to three months in hospital. As both
were covered under third party insurance, it was
thought that some compensation would be paid.
However, a kangaroo bounding across the road
was considered to be an act of God-or, in this
case, bad luck-and nothing could be claimed.

At the time, Joe Surace was the chief breadwin-
ner of the family. His mot her was a widow and he
supported two young sisters still at school-the
other children had left home. The family was left
in a poor situation. That is one case in which
compensation could not be claimed. The family
could not claim even funeral expenses.

Another example is that of Mr Charles
Coiquhoun who, eight years ago, was driving to
Perth and for some reason, which cannot be
explained, his car ran off the road and hit a tree.
He finished up a quadriplegic. He recently
completed eight years of court battles and the
court told him that as he could not remember
what happened, and could not attribute fault to
a nybody, b e cou ld not c la im.

1 have a whole host of documents here which I
will not table. I am indebted to Mr Ford Campbell
of Bun bury, who, over the last two years, has done
some random research on details of road acci-
dents, taken from newspapers. He ascertained the
situation concerning motor vehicle insurance
throughout Australia, and he investigated claims
and how long people had to wait to get any type of
compensation. If any member wishes to look at
this information, I will be quite willing to supply
copies of it to show the trauma that people go
through when they are badly injured and try to
make a claim for compensation. It could happen to
anybody.

It could be that a motor scooter skids on a
pool of oil, or, in the case of Mr Colquhoun, a
person blacks out or a child runs across the street
in front of a car. The victim can end up a para-
plegic or quadriplegic, or is head-injured to a stage
where he or she appears quite normal, but will
have years of problems, may never work again,
and may never be able to earn an income.

To prove the fault, the victim must go to court,
which is a traumatic experience, especially for a
seriously-injured person. It is usually the person's
first time in court and first legal case. The victim
may be head-injured and may easily become upset
and not be able to prove any degree of fault.

The award and payments depend on how good is
the lawyer one engages. That appears to be the
case, and that is no reflection on the legal Frater-
nity. A good lawyer can probably find some way
of proving that somebody or something was at
fault and the payment is awarded in proportion.
The payments vary greatly and that is illustrated
in the documents I have with me.

One of the problems at the moment is that,
under the Western Australian law, one is eventu-
ally paid a lump sum, which is usually based on a
person's pre-accident earnings and or possible fu-
ture earnings.

It could be many years before an award is
made, and unfortunately the decision is often
made according to the circumstances of the victim
at the time of the accident.

If a person is unemployed at the time he is
injured, he receives little compensation. On the
other hand, if, for some reason, Alan Bond or
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someone like him were injured, he could end up
with millions. I do not think there has been a claim
for SI million at this stage, but the amounts are
getting close to that figure in somiejudgenments,

The amounts range between $5 000 and
$400 000, according to luck, or according to
whether a person has a good lawyer and can prove
someone else was at fault. Having received a
lump-sum payment, the person has the problem of
what to do with the money- Of course, some of the
money would have to be used for nursing help,
and, of course, the person must find somnewhere to
live.

Those who are responsible for the future care of
these unfortunates have to invest the money.There
could be losses because of inflation or the collapse
of companies in which unwise investments may
have been made. It could be eight to 10 years
before the claim is paid and it may have been
based on the earnings of the victim at the time of
the accident.

Often there are long delays and people suffer
hardships as a result. In the case of Mr
Colquhoun, he had a wait of eight years, but now
he will have to rely on a lot of charity for the huge
bills he must have amassed. What is needed is
some system whereby everybody who drives a car
and pays third party insurance is entitled to some
lump-sum payment for expenses such as hospital
fees, house conversions etc. With paraplegics and
quadriplegics, many changes are required to their
homes if they are to reside in them. There should
be some sort of regular payment similar to
workers' compensation or superannuation. That is
the sort of payment I have in mind.

The lump-sum payment system does not seem to
be working, but if a person has an insurance pol-
icy, he should be entitled to something. If a person
is disabled, particularly by this road trauma epi-
demic, he should expect to be able to lead as
normal a life as is possible. A person should be
able to marry and set up a house as a person would
normally do and do some work and not be locked
away in an institution as a pauper on an invalid
pension.

I ask the Minister concerned to press the Feder-
al Government to introduce a national system of
compensation. Of course, we would need comp-
lementary legislation in this State to cover acci-
dent victims, irrespective of whether fault or negli-
gence can be proved.

The Attorney General is also responsible for
Budget management. The people who are not
awarded any money are helped by charitable or-
ganisations and I ask that groups which support
these disadvantaged people-for example, the
Paraplegic-Quadriplegic Association, and the

Head-injured Society-be considered favourably
in this year's Budget.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [8.22 p.m.): Any fair-minded person
would agree with most of the points made by the
member for Bunbury. His proposal is only fair and
just; victims of motor vehicle and other accidents
should be compensated regardless of the question
of fault.

The policy of the Australian Labor Party
clearly sets out our feelings on this subject and
states that the State Labor Government will press
for and support a national system of compensation
for accident victims, irrespective of whether fault
or negligence can be proved. I am pleased to say
that our Attorney General is following up this
matter.

lHe has had discussions and correspondence with
the Federal Attorney General (Senator Gareth
Evans) and it is the intention of that senator to
encourage a Federal-State system of compen-
sation. He is presently examining the New South
Wales Law Reform Commission's report on no-
fault transport accident insurance.

I understand that our own Attorney General
has set up a committee, convened by the member
for Mitchell, and it is examining the New South
Wales Law Reform Commission's report on a no-
fault transport accident scheme.

My own transport office has also made rep-
resentations to the Federal Attorney on this mat-
ter. All in all, these matters are being taken up. It
is clear that we should have a national scheme and
I thank the member for Bunbury for his support
for such a scheme.

The approach at the moment is to get some co-
operation between the States and the Federal
Government, and I hope that it will come to fru-
ition in the near future.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL
1984

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Carr

(Minister for Local Government), and read a first
time.

Second Reading
MR CARR (Gerald ton- Minister for Local

Government) [8.26 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

1 am pleased to be able to bring before the House
the Local Government Amendment Bill 1984,
which embraces extremely significant and overdue
reforms for local government in this State.
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A lot has been said of local government as a
vital partner in our three-tier system of govern-
ment and few have disputed the important role it
has played in the development of this State. Be-
cause of its direct contact with people at the grass-
roots level, local government is well suited to re-
spond to the real needs of people, and clearly it has
a great impact and influence on the well-being of
every community. Local government, nevertheless,
is seen by many as the poor relation in government
and not necessarily identified as representative of
the community.

The Government believes that strong, viable lo-
cal government that is clearly identified as an
equal partner in government is essential to the
future well-being of our State.

This Dill is a significant step towards providing
local government with the autonomy and recog-
nition needed for it to fulfil this important role.
Recognition of local government as a true rep-
resentative of the community will come from our
ensuring that councils are elected by the whole of
the community in an open and democratic way.

Mr Williams: Rubbish!

Mr CARR: I hope H-ansard recorded the m-em-
ber for Clontarf saying that the recognition of
local government as a true representative of the
community will come from our ensuring that
councils are elected by the whole of the com-
munity in an open and democratic way is
"rubbish".

Mr Williams: I hope it did, too, because the way
you are going to do it, you will Set it up for your
own ends; and it won't be democratic, and it won't
be with proper principles of local government.

Mr CARR: It is a little unfortunate that we
find ourselves in a situation where the member for
Clontarf is taking such an attitude to indicate that
he has no interest in allowing true and democratic
representation into local government.

Several members interjected.

Mr CARR: It is a cheap party political attitude
to try to preserve in place particular elements or
privilege which happens to be of a like mind to
him politically.

Several members interjected.

Mr CARR: Greater autonomy will come from
an expansion of local government's decision-mak-
ing powers which will facilitate the decentralising
of decision-making and bring government and de-
cision-making closer to the people.

A key feature of this autonomy is to enable
councils to exercise greater flexibility and more
subjective assessment of how their rate collections
should be spread among their communities.

The Government is firmly of the view that any
expansion of local government's role must be
complemented by adequate community represen-
tation in the decision-making system. The pro-
posals contained in the Bill, and which I will detail
later, form the foundation for ongoing reforms
which will follow.

I stress that they are interrelated and designed
to achieve in a practical way the objectives of
greater autonomy and democratic decision-mak-

ong.

I would now like to comment on the important
reasons for our upgrading the electoral system and
increasing the autonomy of local authorities.

The purpose of an electoral process in a democ-
racy is to hold elected representatives accountable
for their actions. This purpose applies equally to
Federal, State, and local elections. However, when
local government is compared with its Federal and
State partners, several stark differences emerge.
For example-

(1) While local electors vote more fre-
quently, turnouts of electors are low.

(2) Because only a proportion of the council
retires annually, the accountability of
the council to electors is limited.

(3) A significant proportion of adults are
either not allowed to enrol, or encounter
difficulty in establishing their right to
vote. In WA, this figure is estimated at
over 20 per cent of the total citizens per-
mitted to vote at State elections.

Because local government aspires to be an equal
partner in the Federal system, it needs to address
these important differences between itself and its
State and Federal partners.

The capacity of local government to do what its
people need or want is affected by the availability
of resources, the policies of State and Federal
Governments, and legislative provisions.

Local government is enmeshed in the Australian
Federal system, State laws and State Government
grants. Federal laws and grants for road construc-
tion, and personal income tax-sharing arrange-
ments help to bind the System together.

The importance of local government in this
system must be stressed; it is the only local level,
Multipurpose government which can develop local
communities and complement national and State
programmes.

Ensuring that national and State programmes
fit local needs, with their different patterns of
interest and priorities, is no easy task. Councils
increasingly are expected to take on roles in their
relationships with State and Federal Governments
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which are not specifically given to them by Stat-
ute.

Councils are becoming advocates for and pro-
tectors of local interests a stance which often in-
volves expenditure of funds. This expenditure is
necessary for councils to respond effectively to
evolving community interests and needs.

It must Follow, that for local government to be
fully effective and efficient in meeting this chal-
lenge, it must be representative of the whole com-
munity, and not just of those who are privileged to
own property.

The introduction of adult franchise-that is, a
vote for all eligible citizens over 18 years of
age-will achieve this in the only democratic way.

There are significant reasons for our extending
the local government franchise in Western
Australia. They are that-

The work and interests of local councils
and their citizens have expanded far beyond
that of road boards;

the taxpayers now contribute the major
portion of councils' receipts on a State-wide
basis;

more local government councils are con-
sidering themselves representatives of the
interest of the whole community;

adult franchise will allow local councils to
speak with more authority in their dealings
with other spheres of Government;

every other State in Australia has adopted
adult franchise to its benefit.

Mr Williams: That does not make it right.
Mr CARR: Local government revenue has, for

a long time now, been boosted by State grants. In
the last decade, it has been boosted again by Com-
monwealth grants and personal income tax-
sharing arrangements. The wider base from which
councils receive money has correspondingly
widened its obligations to represent the interest of
all residents.

Ratepayers in WA councils are no longer the
single major contributors to revenue and have not
been for many years. While figures vary between
local authorities, in 1981-82, rate revenue
represented only 43 per cent of total revenue
raised by local authorities in Western Australia.
Rates, in fact, contributed as little as seven per
cent of the revenue of some local authorities. One
local authority collected $26 700 in rates and
received $285 000 in Government grants.

Mr Old: Where was that?
Mr CARR: Clearly, the ratepayers no longer

pay all the local government bills and rely heavily
on the taxpayers who are now leading the way.

Adult franchise was introduced in Queensland
in 1920, in New South Wales in 1941, in South
Australia and Tasmania in 1976, and in Victoria
in 1983. In some States, it is accompanied by an
additional facility for property owners and occu-
piers, generally where they are non-resident.

Mr Tonkin: Fancy our arguing about adult
franchise in the latter part of the twentieth cen-
tury!

Mr CARR: There is no evidence of additional,
growing, or more widespread entry of party poli-
tics into local government in those States which
have introduced reforms recently, nor is there the
slightest indication of non-ratepayers taking over
local councils and spending up at the ratepayers'
expense. I make this point in response to negative,
hollow Press criticism of the proposals, in recent
weeks.

Mr Tonkin: It happened in the Parliament, too,
for that matter.

Mr CARR: That is right. Financial develop-
ments-especially those obtaining an increasing
share of revenue coming from the personal inconme
tax-sharing arrangements-argue for the intro-
duction of the adult franchise.

Community interests, Federal and State prac-
tices, and local financial arrangements demand
that adult franchise be introduced.

In respect of local government powers, several
powers in the Local Government Act generally
restrict local autonomy. These relate to the powers
of the Minister or the Governor over the functions
which councils may perform and matters over
which by-laws may be made. Local government
has been asking for reforms in these areas for
many years and, particularly in the last nine years,
has received nothing of substance.

Similarly the area of local government rating is
one in which problems were clearly identified
some years ago, but nothing was done to provide
solutions. This Government, when it took office,
recognised that local government needed to be
provided with solutions to problems and to be
given the resources and legislative scope to func-
tion more effectively. The Government moved
quickly to develop new rating systems and exam-
ine ways of handing over more powers to councils.

A consultation process involving the associ-
ations of local government, individual councils,
community groups, and me, has now been in place
for more than 14 months and has resulted in
agreement in principle to major rating reforms. It
has also resulted in significant concessions being
agreed to by the Government in the electoral
reform proposals detailed in the Bill. I expect that
significant progress will be made in the next few
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months in providing more autonomy to local
government.

Before outlining the specific provisions in the
Bill, I will restate the Government's philosophy
about local government, its relationship with the
State Government, and its role in the Australian
society.

The Government believes that local government
is a partner in Australia's Federal system of
government. This partnership carries with it
responsibilities for serving the local community
and sharing in the serving of the State and
national communities. Service involves leadership,
the advocacy of community interests, and full rec-
ognition of the rights of all citizens to participate
in the affairs and decisions which affect their lives.

Local governments needs more independence in
order to continue the development of its partner-
ship role in the federation. Greater independence
in functions, greater capacity to respond to local
needs, and fewer tied grants will help local govern-
ments considerably.

I will now outline the provisions in the Bill.
The Bill proposes amendments in relation to the

electoral provisions and to extend the powers of
local government by removing what are considered
unnecessary requirements for councils to obtain
approvals of either the Governor or the Minister.

The proposed electoral reform is centred mainly
on the introduction of adult franchise to ensure
that any person enrolled on the State electoral roll
will be automatically enrolled on the relevant mu-
nicipal roll. The lodging of a single electoral claim
card will thus cause a person to be placed on the
Federal, State, and local rolls for his or her place
of residence.

In addition, provision is made for one owner or
one occupier, or one nominee of a body corporate
which is an owner or occupier, of rateable prop-
erty to be enrolled, in the situation where that
person's place of residence is not within the coun-
cil concerned.

It is proposed that the Chief Electoral Officer
will provide councils with a roll of residents for
each municipal district, or wards where appropri-
ate, and the clerk of each council will prepare a
roll of owners and occupiers who apply for enrol-
ment.

No person shall be entitled to cast more than
one vote in a municipality. The new electoral pro-
visions are to apply as from the annual elections in
May 1985.

There are a number of instances in the current
Act in which polls may be conducted by councils.
The eligibility to vote at the polls varies in that
some allow electors to vote while others are

restricted to ratepayers. In keeping with the prin-
ciple of adult franchise, I believe the same eligi-
bility to vote should apply to elections and polls,
and accordingly provision is made for electors to
vote in all instances.

Amendments relating to electors, ratepayers,
elections, polls, and petitions are contained in part
If of the Bill.

Part III of the Bill includes several rating
options for councils to enable them to adopt rating
systems which are better suited to the particular
circumstances of each municipality.

As members would know, there has been a con-
stant demand for changes to the municipal rating
system. The system is often criticised because it
must be applied uniformly, without exception. The
options in this Bill will give councils greater flexi-
bility, within certain constraints, to overcome most
of the recognised difficulties.

Five rating initiatives are included in this Bill,
and they have required detailed drafting amend-
ments, principally to part XXV of the Act. The
first of these is to give councils the power to rate
differentially, based on land zoning and permitted
use' A council may adopt this form of differential
rating only where two-thirds of members of the
council have resolved that it be adopted and where
in the short term, the Minister for Local Govern-
ment has also given his approval. It is intended
that these provisions will initially be used on a trial
basis with selected local authorities as a continu-
ation of the pilot study undertaken by the rating
committee headed by the member for Mundaring.
While only a small number of councils will be
permitted to undertake these pilot schemes in the
first year, it is anticipated that should the field
results prove satisfactory, more councils will par-
ticipate in subsequent years. Further legislation
will probably be required in the future to expand
these differential rating provisions and to reduce
or to remove the Minister's involvement.

In the past, the associations of local government
have made submissions to the State Government
requesting powers to rate differentially. The
powers in this Bill provide for the practical appli-
cation of differential rating as an extension of the
existing rating system.

The second rating initiative is to give councils
greater flexibility in setting higher minimum
rates. The Bill removes the present statutory maxi-
mum limit, but imposes a new limitation that no
more than 50 per cent of rateable properties can
be on any minimum rate. The object of this limi-
tation is to ensure that minimum rates are set at
levels which are in keeping with the principles of
the valuation system of rating.
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This proposal will provide sufficient flexibility
to allow the full range of councils throughout the
State to impose a minimum rate relevant to their
rating levels and, where councils consider it appro-
priate, ensure that all ratepayers contribute what
the councils see as an appropriate minimum
amount to council revenue.

The current $75 limit on the minimum rate is
obviously far too low for many metropolitan coun-
cils which have average rate levels in the order of
$300 to $400. The limitation imposed in this Bill
will enable those councils to increase their mini-
mums to more reasonable levels, but it will still
ensure that in areas where rate levels are lower,
minimum rates will be set at an appropriate level.
The measure should also enable councils to obtain
a more appropriate rate return from lowly valued
vacant land on a gross rental value basis.

With respect to the minimum rate, the Bill also
allows councils to set a lower minimum for
portions of their districts and also includes
detailed provisions as to how minimum rates are to
be applied in certain circumstances.

The third initiative is to give councils currently
rating on an unimproved valuation base the option
of phasing in a change to gross rental values for
their urban areas. The Government is of the view
that gross rental values generally provide a more
equitable rate distribution for urban areas and this
option is designed to encourage those councils
which have not yet made the conversion to do so.

The phasing in of the change over a three-year
period should decrease any dramatic change in
rate bills which would have occurred where gross
rental values were adopted immediately.

The fourth measure is to provide councils with
the opt ion to introduce a scheme to rate owner-
occupied residential properties under a GRY base
on their actual rental values where they are
otherwise valued at five per cent of their site value
under the Valuation of Land Act.

Under the GRV system, subject to other re-
quirements, the minimum value that can be ap-
plied to land is currently five per cent of its site
value. Some inner city residential land, and par-
ticularly highly valued residential land adjacent to
the Swan River, attracts this type of value. Several
councils with land of this type have complained
about the high level of valuations which result
from this valuation requirement with respect to
these residences. This scheme will give these coun-
cils the option of introducing concessional valu-
ations for all residential properties within their
districts which are owner occupied. The
concessional values would be based on actual
rental values supplied by the Valuer General

rather than the five per cent of site value method
where it was previously applicable.

The fifth initiative includes comprehensive
amendments to the urban farmland rating pro-
visions of the Act. Some time ago the associations
of local government requested that changes be
made to overcome a number of difficulties with
the existing provisions, and the amendments in
this Bill are designed to cover those areas of con-
cern.

The major changes to the urban farmland
rating provisions include the deletion of the quali-
fying requirement for the concessional rate-that
is, that the occupier derive the whole or a
substantial part of his livelihood from the
farmland-and the substitution of the require-
ment that the owner should actually reside on the
farmland. The other mnajor change is the removal
of the five-year back-rating provisions where land
ceases to qualify for the concession.

The third principal area of the Bill proposes the
movement towards greater autonomy for local
government, and these amendments are contained
in part IV.

The Government is mindful of the need to re-
duce the number of approvals required under the
provisions of the Act, and this view has widespread
support in local government. The Bill proposes the
deletion of a number of approvals now and we
intend to continue an ongoing review of the Act to
remove further approval requirements in the fu-
ture. Consequently, this portion of the Bill should
be seen as an expression of our commitment to
Move further in this direction.

I have referred to the progress in consultations
in this area and expect that further proposals will
be finalised in the next few months. I am sure that
the Bill contains measures that, when applied in
the way intended, will be of great benefit to local
government and the people of the State of West-
ern Australia.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Trethowan.

RESERVES BILL AND RESERVES
AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without amend-
ment.

BILLS OF SALE AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr Grill (Minister for Transport), read a first
time.
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Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) 18.48 p~m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Under the agreement for co-operative companies
and securities regulation, amendment to the
Companies Act of the Commonwealth results in
amendment to the companies (Western Australia)
code. Recent amendments to the Commonwealth
Act place the regulation of certain bills of sale in
which companies have an interest in the
companies code. As a result, consequential amend-
ment is necessary to the Bills of Sale Act. This Act
presently requires the registration of companies'
security interests in chattels. The amendment will
ensure uniform treatment of such bills of sale
throughout Australia, and will bring Western
Australian law into line with other members of the
co-operative scheme.

It is proposed that the legislation have retro-
spective effect to 1 July 1982, the date of intro-
duction of the companies (Western Australia)
code.

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

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Brian Burke

(Treasurer), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer) [8.52
p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Before the 1983 election, the Labor Party made a
commitment to provide for police officers to retire
from the Police Force on the full Government
share of pension from the age of 55 years. The
commitment was specific to police officers.

However, our policy statements indicated that
other State Government employees would be given
the opportunity to retire between the ages of 55
and 60 years as part of a voluntary retirement
scheme. An important aspect of the scheme was
that its implementation would be almost without
cost to the Government. The legislation now be-
fore the House is necessary to give effect to the
commitment made in respect of police officers and
the intent of the Government to allow other
Government employees to retire from 55 years of
age.

Before proceeding to explain the Bill in detail, I
will briefly outline, for the benefit of members, the
context in which the proposed legislation has been
formulated. After entering Government, I referred
the question of retirement from 55 years to the
superannuation review committee for consider-
ation. That committee, formed in July 1982,
comprised the Under Treasurer as chairman, the
Director and Secretary of the Superannuation
Board, the Deputy Chairman of the Public Service
Board, the Government Actuary, and an em-
ployees' representative. A representative of the
Department of the Premier and Cabinet was in-
cluded on the review committee in October 1983.
The Government considered carefully a report
from the review committee submitted late in
November 1983.

Like any other employer, the Government con-
sidered the following important factors before
making a decision-

(a) the Government's capacity to pay any
additional costs; that is, the community's
capacity to pay;

(b) fairness and equity for Government em-
ployees and retired contributors in con-
sidering any changes to the State
superannuation scheme.

For police officers, the legislation proposes no
reduction of the Government's share of pension far
earlier retirement subject to 30 years of service
having been completed. Contributors other than
police officers who retire early will receive a
reduced pension benefit actuarially calculated so
that there is no additional cost to the Government
except in those cases where contributors have
completed 30 years of service. It has been
estimated that the cash impact of the proposal for
police officers in the first year will be $0.8 million
and $6.7 million for the balance of State Govern-
ment employees who are contributors to the
scheme.

Projecting the cash impact for 15 years, it is
estimated that the cost for police officers will rise
to $ 1.4 million in the f ifteenth year. It will reduce
to $3 million dollars in the 15Sth year for the bal-
ance of Government employees. These estimates
are based on current dollar values.

The actual cost to the Government for police
officers is the value of the Government share of
the pension paid from the date of retirement until
the age of 60 years. The initial cash impact for the
balance of Government employees reduces as each
contributor turns 60 years of age.

The cash impact on the Consolidated Revenue
Fund is offset by changes to methods of funding
the Superannuation Board's administration and
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operations, and the Consumer Price Index ad-
justments to pensions.

Administration and operation expenses will be
charged directly against the superannuation fund.
The 1984-85 cost against the fund is expected to
be in the vicinity of $1. million.

The proposed legislation establishes an
indexation account which forms part of the
superannuation fund.

The indexation account will consist of-
(a) the actuarial surplus at 30 June 1983;
(b) the actuarial surpluses assessed annually

from 30 June 1984; and
(c) the interest paid on the balance of the

indexation account.
The amount held in the indexation account, other
than the surplus at 30 June 1983, will be used to
offset the accumulated cost of indexation of pen-
sions. The surplus of the fund is principally a
product of inflation, and it is the Government's
intention to offset the costs of indexation against
this related surplus.

Although the introduction of optional retire-
ment from age 55 years will have an estimated
Budget impact of $7.5 million in the first year, the
changes to funding arrangements for the cost of
the board's administration and indexing pensions
will reduce Consolidated Revenue Fund expendi-
ture by some $20 million a year.

The Bill provides that all of the proposed
changes will have effect from 1 July 1984.

Clause 3 of the Bill extends to certain contribu-
tors appointed to statutory offices the same right
to retire from age 55 years as will apply to other
contributors.

Actuarial valuations of the fund are currently
conducted at the end of each period of three years.
Clause 6 provides that commencing with the year
ending 30 June 1984, the fund is to be valued
annually. Currently, the cost of annual pension
adjustments arising from movements in the Con-
sumer Price Index are met by the State. Clause 7
proposes that, in future, the State will have to pay
only the balance of the accumulated cost of
indexation not paid from the amount available
from the indexation account.

Clause 8 amends section 59 of the Act to ensure
that a contributor has the right to retire after
attaining the age of 55 years.

The pension entitlements that will be available
to contributors who decide to retire between the
ages of 55 and 60 years are provided by clause 9.
The First proviso in clause 9(a) sets out the method
of calculating the pension payable to contributors
other than police officers who elect to retire be-

tween the ages of 55 and 60 years. The pensions of
those contributors will be the actuarially reduced
equivalent of the amount that would otherwise
have become payable at age 60 years. In assessing
the pension, it will be necessary to have regard for
its earlier payment and, for contributors with
fewer than 30 years' service, the reduced service.

Under the second proviso in clause 9(a), a police
officer who has completed 30 years' service will be
entitled to a pension consisting of the actuarial
equivalent of his contributions plus the full share
of the pension payable by the State if he had
continued to pay contributions until he reached
the maximum age for retirement.

The third proviso in clause 9(a) relates to the
pension entitlement of police officers with fewer
than 30 years' service. A police officer in this
situation will be paid a pension basically the same
as the pension paid to contributors other than
police officers, but the pension for the police
officer will be subject to some supplementation.
The supplement will be a service-related pro-
portion of the difference between the State share
*of pension payable to a police officer with 30
years' service and the State share payable to other
contributors.

Under the existing provisions of the Act, the
pension of a police officer is based on the final
salary of the officer. Clause 9(a) introduces a
change to that practice in those cases where retire-
ment occurs between the ages of 55 and 60 when a
police officer is promoted during the period of 12
months before his retirement. In such a case, an
averaging exercise will be undertaken in respect of
the salary payable to the police officer during that
12 month period. It is necessary to do this to
provide the police officer with some incentive to
continue to provide a reasonable length of service
after receiving some rapid promotion, otherwise,
he may be influenced to retire soon after being
promoted.

The Government has made provision in clause
10 for contributors who are retrenched after
reaching 55 years of age to be paid pensions and
not lump sums. This practice is consistent with the
principles of pension schemes elsewhere in
Australia. The new provision also removes some
doubt which existed about the interpretation of
the existing law.

Clause i i of the Bill ensures that contributors
to the provident account will be treated consist-
ently with contributors to the superannuation fund
in that they may retire after 55 years of age and
be paid their benefits from the provident account.

The Superannuation review committee is con-
tinuing with its work of examining other aspects of
the legislation and the operation of the
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superannuation scheme. The Government expects
the final report of the committee to be completed
by the end of 1984.

The Government will consider that report with
a view to introducing legislation in the second half
of 1985 to rectify any anomalies. This would also
allow a review of the first 12 months of operation
of the provisions in this Bill.

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

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

ROTTNEST ISLAND
Development: Motion

MR MaeI(INNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) 18.58 p.m.): 1 move-

This House supports proposals put forward
aimed at encouraging public debate and con-
sideration of the future style of development
to take place on Roitniest Island but believes
that the Government should-
(1) Firstly state to the public and Parliament

as to whether that development will be
directed to providing for Western
Australian family holiday use, or for in-
ternational tourist use; and

(2) Then ensure that proper consideration is
given to all those individuals or groups
who wish to make submissions on the
Rottiest Island Master Plan Interim Re-
port before presenting to the public and
the Parliament the Final development
plan and development timetable.

I begin my remarks with these brief words:
'Rottnest is a very special place to the people of
Western Australia". That was the opening sen-
tence of the Premier in his introduction to the
Rottniest interim report. We are in total agreement
with that statement and that is why we have raised
this issue for debate in the Parliament this even-
ing.

Before proceeding to the detail of the motion,
let me outline some of the views the Opposition
holds on Rotinest.

Firstly, we do not say change should not occur.
Clearly Roitest Island cannot stay as it is for
evermore or, for that matter, in the immediate
future. Throughout its existence it has been
changing and it will continue to change; so we are
certainly not with the people who believe that no
change whatsoever should take place.

[in line with that, we do not say either that there
is no need for improvement. Clearly there is, par-
ticularly in relation to the day-tripping facilities,
traffic and movement of vehicles on the island, the

attitudes of the people who provide services on the
island-a matter about which I am sure the
Premier receives many complaints, as I did when I
was Minister for Tourism-water services, and the
need to increase boating facilities which are
coming under pressure. I have named a few of the
areas in which there is need for improvement on
Rottnest Island.

We do not seek to criticise the Government for
trying to find a solution to these problems. Rather
we criticise the manner in which it is carrying out
the seeking of that solution, which I shall explain
in a moment. Because of that belief-that is, the
acknowledged importance of Rottnest Island-we
have felt compelled to bring this motion to the
Parliament.

Members may ask why, and the answer is that
we have a clear concern chat the Government may
not have a full and proper appreciation of how
most Western Australians feel about the future of
the island. The Government does not necessarily
appreciate the feelings about the future of the
island of the 99 per cent of local people who used
the island last year, as opposed to the one per cent
of interstate or international visitors using the
island.

In expressing that concern, we have framed the
motion accordingly. I shall read the first part of
the motion. We have the opening preamble where
I indicate we support the proposals aimed at en-
couraging public debate, but we then say-

..but believes that the Government should-
(]I) Firstly state to the public and Par-

liament as to whether that development
will be directed to providing for Western
Australian family holiday use, or for in-
ternational tourist use;

For that matter, I include there interstate tourist
use al]so.

We are asking the Premier and the Government
to make clear their intentions for the future of
Rottnest Island. Clearly they should make a
choice between those two competing philosophies.

In answer to that, the Premier could refer me
once again to his introduction to the interim report
in which he said-

I believe the island can be improved to
provide a greater variety of enjoyable leisure
activity for the public, at the same time as we
make sure the fragile environment, casual
family character, is maintained. The chal-
lenge demands creative and careful planning.

On reading the introductioin to that interim re-
port, the majority of members of the public would
remain unconcerned about the Government's atti-
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tude. Despite that, we have real concerns, the
reasons for which I shall outline.

As members would be aware, after the Premier
was elected he made the decision to take up the
position of Chairman of the Roitnest Island
Board. Initially it appeared that the Premier
shared the concerns which he outlined in that in-
troduction. In fact, after the first meeting the
Premier presided over as Chairman of the
Roitnest Island Board he made some interesting
statements. On 19 March 1983, an article by
Lindy Brophy in the local media had this to say-

After Mr Burke's first board meeting yes-
terday afternoon, he had breakfast this morn-
ing at the island's new outdoor. care-res-
taurant. which opened today.

He said it was an excellent example of de-
velopment on Rottnest that fitted in with the
relaxed, casual atmosphere.

"It's not too up-market and it shows how
development can fit in", he said.

"We CAN have the best of both worlds
here-development and a relaxed way of life.
It will just take a commitment to funding by
the government".

Most people in the community would have been
reassured that the Premier had a commitment to
ensure that the people of Western Australia had a
chairman of the board who was concerned to pro-
tect their interests.

Then we'saw the Premier going in to bat to try
to remove the Army from Rottnest Island. We on
this side of the House supported his actions in that
area. My predecessors and I had worked on that
previously, and we had been unsuccessful. We
congratulate the Premier for being successful in
his endeavours where we freely admit we failed,
and it is great to see-

The only point we make and have continued to
make is that it is a matter of priority that the
Government should be looking for alternative fa-
cilities for the Army now that it is being displaced
from Rottniest Island.

Mr Davies: Do you really think that is the
State's responsibility?

Mr MacK INNON: Yes, I do.
Mr Davies: Why?
Mr MacKINNON: I believe that, because we

have come to an arrangement with the Army that
it will now give back some of the land it had on the
island, it is only fair that, after giving back its
land, we should say, "In return for that we will
quid pro quo give you the equivalent facility for
your purposes elsewhere". Clearly the Army has
demonstrated a need for that type of facility.

Mr Davies: It already has title to large tracts of
land in various parts of Australia.

Mr MacK INNON: As I understand it, there
are some facilities on the land that the Army will
need to relocate elsewhere, and it should be given
that opportunity by the Government.

Mr Davies: It can use its own land, surely.

Mr MacK INNON: I do not intend to enter into
debate about the Army. I have given the Premier a
pat on the back for being successful in arriving at
an agreement with the Commonweatlh Govern-
ment in that regard,

At that stage, most people would have thought
that we were on the right track and the Premier
was looking after the best interests of Western
Australians. Then in June 1983 we were
reinforced in that feeling. As members would re-
call, the Premier called a tourism forum on 14 and
15 June. At the tourism forum the Rottnest Island
Board presented a position paper which was pre-
pared on behalf of the board by Mr Ednie-
Brown-] understand it is Mr Tony Ednie-
Brown-so I gather that paper had the support of
the chairman of the board;, that is, the Premier.

In June 1983, Mr Ednie-Brown, on behalf of the
board, the chairman of which was the Premier,
made the following comment under the heading
"Problem-People Pressure"-

The Board urgently needs a study to de-
velop a comprehensive development pro-
gramme for the Island which would establish
a definite format of planning principles and
design concepts to serve as guiding factors for
the cohesive development of the total physical
environment of the whole island. Such a study
must fundamentally identify and present a
complete and considered appraisal of existing
and future recreation demand balanced to the
Island's fragile ecology.

I do not think anybody would take issue with that
statement. Mr Ednie-Brown went on to make this
particularly interesting statement-

The most important aspect which would
influence such a study would be identification
of "tourism" in contrast to recreation-in
simple terms perhaps expressed as "Is the
Island to be for West Australians or is it to be
opened to become an international and inter-
state tourist destination?"

Mr Ednie-Brown then said, on behalf of the
board-

Whatever the direction taken however, it
must be understood that Rottnest cannot be
all things to all people. When the Board can
see its way to commission a study such as
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envisaged then public participation in the
study procedures must be a prerequisite.

Therefore, at that time Mr Ednie-Brown was say-
ing on behalf of the board that the most important
aspect of such a study would be a statement of
principle which we have referred to in the first
part of our motion and which MrT Ednie-Brown
and the board, in June 1983, agreed was a pre-
requisite for any such study.

Clearly at that time anybody interested in the
future development of Rottnest Island had no real
cause for concern. The Premier had consistently
made statements that he believed the island should
be developed for the benefit of all Western
Australians. Similarly, the board's position paper
in June 1983 reinforced that attitude. Bearing in
mind all that has been said previously, one might
ask: What is the problem? Why would we be
worried, and why, in the first part of the motion,
have we called on the Government to make a
statement that Mr Ednie-Brown considered in
June 1983 to be a prerequisite to any study being
made?

I shall outline to members how the Premier's
actions, as chairman of the board-in some cases 1
shall refer to his inaction-have led to serious
doubts in the minds of many Western Australians
about the future of Rottnest Island. The first of
those doubts arose following the Premier's success
in arriving at an agreement to withdraw the Army
from the island.

The West Australian reported the following
statement on 3 October 1983 under the heading
"Boom ahead for Rottnest Island"-

Rottnest is set for a development boom as a
result of last week's decision to withdraw the
army from the island.

It goes on to say-
Mr Burke said that a top-class hotel would

be built on 2.5 hectares of land near army
land at Thomson Bay. It was hoped that this
would be in time for the America's Cup de-
fence.

Indeed, that is cause for concern. As I understand
it, no study has been commissioned at this stage.
The public was led to believe that Rottnest Island
had a chairman of the board-the Premier-who
was committed to proper, reasoned, gradual, and
slow development of the island in the interests of
all of the people of Western Australia-an island
which, in the words of the Premier, is "very special
to the people of Western Australia".

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You keep talking about the
people of Western Australia and Rottnest. You
probably go to Rottnest for your holidays. I just
wonder whether you think the cost of a holiday on

Rottnest now has almost gone beyond the capacity
of an ordinary wage and salary earner to afford.

MrT MacKINNON: Do you think it has?
MrT 1. F. Taylor: I am certain it has. I go to

Rottnest for holidays. I can afford to do so on my
salary, but I doubt that ordinary wage and salary
earners can. The only person who endeavoured to
do something about that in the past was the mem-
ber for Cockburn.

Mr Court: Won't it get worse under these pro-
posalIs?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: No, I think it will be offset by
these proposals.

Mr MacKiNNON: I hope the member for
Kalgoorlie will make a contribution to this debate.
Recently he has been very prone to making his
speeches from his seat. During this session he has
made the sum total of two minutes' contribution to
debate in the Parliament. If the member has a real
interest in Rottnest Island, as members of the
Opposition have-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: As a matter of interest, you are
quite wrong about that.

Mr MacKINNON: -1 hope he will get up and
speak his mind and let us hear his views.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The comment you made about
two minutes is a lie and you should withdraw it. It
is a lie.

Mr MacKINNON: We will be interested to
hear exactly what the member for Kalgoorlie has
to say. If he doubts my comments, I suggest he
obtain the index slips from Hansard and check
the position for himself, as I have.

MrT 1. F Taylor: I suggest you might do it, and
you will find you have just told a lie.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr MacKINNON: I ask that the member for

Kalgoorlie withdraw that remark.
The SPEAKER: I am sorry, I was distracted,

and I did not hear the remark. In any event, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition requests that the
member for Kalgoorlie withdraw the remark.
What was the actual remark which was required
to be withdrawn?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition suggested that I had made two min-
utes' contribution to debate in this House this
session. I suggested it was a lie and that he was not
even here last week when I participated in the
debate on the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board
Bill during which I spoke for a much longer period
than two minutes.

The SPEAKER: I had been wondering when I
would get the opportunity to say something about
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the word "lie". One can use several expressions
when talking about a lie. One can talk about an
untruth, a falsehood, a prevarication or another
term.

Mr Clarko: Mendacious.

The SPEAKER: I have come to the conclusion
that the word "lie" is one that can be used in the
Parliament but that the word "liar" cannot. It is
improper for a member to refer to another mem-
ber as a liar. Having heard what the member for
Kalgoorlie has said, I rule that that is not a
remark that should be withdrawn.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, I abide by

your judgment. In relation to the member for
Kalgoorlie's remarks, if he did speak on the East-
ern Goldfields Transport Board Bill, I apologise.
Nonetheless, that makes a sumn total of two min-
utes plus one debate since the beginning of this
year. hardly a proud record to stand on,

Mr I. F. Taylor: Just have a little check of your
record during your term in Parliament.

Mr MacKINNON: That is hhtrdly a proud
record. Is this the member for Kalgoorlie's first
year in Parliament?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: My first year in Parliament
resulted in about 21h inches of the Hansard index
slips. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition's First
year in Government amounted to about three
quarters of an inch of index slips.

Mr MacKINNON: If the member for
Kalgoorlie wants to make a contribution to the
debate, we would be very pleased to htear from
him, but if he continues to interject from his seat,
as is his wont lately, he will not be given consider-
ation by the Opposition.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You cannot answer the inter-
jections.

Mr MacKINNON: I return to the point at
which the member for Kalgoorlie interrupted me.
In October 1983, the Chairman of the Rottnest
Island Board said-

.. that a top class hotel would be built on 2.5
hectares of land near army land at Thomson
Bay. It was hoped that this would be in time
for the America's Cup defence.

We refer, of course, to the Premier's remarks in
March 1983 when he discussed the cafe-res-
taurant, "It is not too up-market and it shows how
development can fit in". He has now moved from
a cafe, relaxed, casual atmosphere to a top-class
hotel on 2.5 hectares of land near the Army re-
serve.

Mr Barnett: How many hotels would that make
on Rottnest? Why don't you answer the question?

Mr MacKINNON: The member for
Rockingham is a member of the Rottoiest Island
Board, and I sincerely hope that he will make a
contribution to the debate this evening.

Mr Barnett: If the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition makes a sensible contribution, I will.

Mr MacKINNON: He would have far more
first-hand knowledge to contribute to the debate
than we have, and 1 hope that he contributes to it
at a later stage.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: As a former Minister in
charge, 30 seconds.

Mr MacKINNON: If the member does not
know how many hotels are on the island, he has
been wasting much of his time.

Mr Barnett: You know there is a completely-

Mr MacKINNON: It was a cause of concern.
Following expressions of concern by many people
about that statement, a study was announced on I
November 1983 and it was said it would be avail-
able for public comment on its completion. Most
concerned people breathed a sigh of relief that
perhaps the hotel was not going ahead before the
public were able to comment.

On 20 January a statement, again from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, arrived and
it was completely contradictory, and resulted in
many people in the community being concerned
about the nature of the development that was per-
haps going to proceed because of the statement.
The statement begins in the following terms-

The development of a resort hotel/marina
complex on Rottnest Island has moved a
stage closer with advertisements placed in
newspapers throughout Australia calling for
suitable applicants to register their interest in
the proposed development.

That does not refer to the development of a resort
hbotel-marina after proper studies, etc., or anything
else. The statement is quite clear. No doubts about
it. I repeat-

The development of a resort hotel/marina
complex on Rottnest Island has moved a
stage closer..

The Premier is again doing what he tried to do
with that answer; he is trying to convince people
that the decision has already been made. Of
course he went back on the opening words in the
third paragraph when he said-

"At the same time," he said, "this calling
for registration of interest must not be seen as
an attempt to pre-empt the work or the
findings of the consultants".
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He called for the development of the marina-ho-
tel-resort complex and expressed an interest on the
one hand by saying, "This must not be seen as an
attempt to pre-empt the work being finalised by
the consultants". He has already pre-empted it by
calling for the registration of interest; otherwise
why does he call for the registration of interest for
the development?

A member: He is wasting time.
Mr MacKINNON: He is wasting someone's

time. It is either the public who will make
statements in due course, or the people will make
statements to the Government or the board. Later
the article sta ted-

The Premier gave an assurance that should
the hotel/marina complex go ahead that it
would not change the character of Rottnest as
a holiday resort.

The second last paragraph says-
What is needed is modern and improved

amenities, ...

We do not argue with that. The article con-
ti nus-

S... the kind which will encourage more West
Australians to spend their holidays on
Rottnesi instead of travelling overseas or in-
terstate, and more especially to attract ad-
ditional interstate and overseas visitors to
Western Australia.

It seems to me the Premier is saying on the one
hand that it will not change the character of
Rottnest as a holiday resort and in the very next
breath he says he is doing this in the hope that it
will attract additional interest and overseas visi-
tors. One per cent of the people currently visiting
the island are from interstate or overseas, If a
large increase in the number of people from those
areas will not change the character of Rottnest as
a holiday resort, I do not know what will. Again
we have a conflict within the same statement. We
have moved from the original statement of the
Premier in March 1983 in relation to the cafe-
restaurant-marina development-"It is not too up-
market and it shows how development can fit
in"-to a stage of actively wanting to attract ad-
ditional interest and overseas visitors to Western
Australia.

Is the Premier saying that the object of develop-
ment of Rottnest Island is to attract visitors to the
island and change the essential nature and charac-
ter of the island?

A month later, on 22 February, the interim
report was released. It is an imaginative report
which includes two hotels, not one, an inter-
national-standard golf course, a much greater
change to the day tripping facilities on the island,

and many other suggestions. It is a very imaginat-
ive report indeed. It provides therein an invitation,
in the Premier's words, to comment. It says-

Rottniest Island belongs to us all. Your
views are important and I invite your com-
ments.

The concern that we have about this plan is that
there is only one plan; there are no alternatives.
We can comment on it but it would seem that it is
a resort designed, in the words of Mr Ednie-
Brown, to become an international and interstate
tourist destination. It would seem that is the thrust
of the report, influenced, as it might have seemed
to be, by the involvement of international consult-
ants from Hawaii who assisted in the development
of the proposal. However there is an invitation to
comment and the public are reassured.

On 15 April, a statement from the Premier
dashed the hopes of the people who really thought
that they may have had a say in what was going to
happen to the island. Four companies had been
selected. The statement reads as follows-

Four companies, including three from
Western Australia, have been invited to sub-
mit detailed proposals for a hotel and marina
complex at Thomson Bay on Rottniest Island.

No doubt that is what will happen. The casino act
again! The article continues-

He said the companies would now prepare
full submissions on their development pro-
posals, including design criteria, financial
packages, marketing plans and management
structures.

The target date for completion of the proj-
ect was June 30, 1986.

There can be no doubt at all about that statement
about the fact that a development interim report
has been released and comments have been invited
from far and wide. People might not agree with
the hotel-marina complex as proposed by the
Premier. The last words of that statement are-

He was confident that whichever developer
was chosen, the result would be a complex
that would win widespread public approval.

No doubts whatsoever as to the intention of the
Premier, at least in relation to the development of
Rot tnest Island in one respect, for a hotel and
marina complex in Thomson Bay to proceed what-
ever anybody has to say about the development or
the proposal.

On 17 April, when I asked the Premier if a
decision had been made, he said-

No decision has been made to proceed with
a hotel and marina complex on Rottnest
Island.
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Yet he has set a target date for its completion.
Whether the Premier likes it or not, if a hotel-
marina complex is to be completed by June 1986,
work must begin awfully soon. This will mean that
a decision must be made awfully soon; and that is
what has led to a great public outcry about the
interim report.

In fact it does appear from the nature of the
report that, firstly, the direction the Government
is facing is that of concentrating on attracting
international and interstate tourists to the island
at the cost of access by Western Australians, but
more importantly, I think, and secondly, that
Western Australians will be denied any comment
on that report. The Premier says on one hand that
Rottnest belongs to us all, that it is a very special
island for the people of Western Australia, and
that he invites our comment; on the other hand, he
says that the Government's desire is to attract
interstate and international visitors by the devel-
opments it is proposing for a marina and hotel
complex at Thomson Bay. Whatever the Premier
may subsequently say this evening, there is no
doubting the words of that statement. They are
quite categorical and clear. A completion date has
been set. As I said earlier, that means an immi-
nent start to the project. The Premier cannot have
it both ways. He must state his objective quite
clearly.

I come back to the report of Mr Ednie-Brown
on behalf of the board, and which apparently
received the approval of the chairman of the
board. The report said that before any such study,
the Rottnest interim report, or any other for that
matter, is to be useful, the prerequisite is to choose
which industry the Government wants to concen-
trate on. Is Rottnest Island to be for Western
Australians or is it to be opened up to become an
interstate and international tourist destination?
That is a fundamental question and that is where
the Premier and the Government, in our view,
must make a statement of policy in relation to the
first part of the motion. That begging question
concerns not only the Opposition, but also thou-
sands of Western Australians. A call for that
statement was made initially by our leader on 23
February when he responded to the release of the
report; and deathly silence has reigned supreme
since then on this matter.

The Opposition is in favour of the facilities on
the island being improved. We understand that the
status quo will not remain and that changes must
occur, but the changes should not be made to
attract the tourist dollar at the expense of ordinary
Western Australians. It is not the silvertails with
whom the member for Kalgoorlie may associate

who are approaching the Opposition about this
proposal.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Don't be silly.
Mr MacKINNON: It is the everyday people

who use the island-those who have been camping
there for years or who have been using the bunga-
lows-who are approaching us and expressing
concern.

The change must also not be sudden. It must be
well considered and must be made only after
proper public involvement in the decision-making.

That leads to the second part of the motion
which says that once that policy decision has been
made on whether the future of the island will be in
favour of Western Australian family holiday
groups or of interstate -and international tourist
use, the Government should-

Then ensure that proper consideration is
given to all those individuals or groups who
wish to make submissions on the Rottniest
Island Master Plan Interim Report before
presenting to the public and the Parliament
the final development plan and development
timetable.

It cannot be said that proper consideration has
been given to those individuals or groups when
four developers already are spending thousands of
dollars on their proposals. They have been invited
to make a very comprehensive presentation to the
board. They will prepare full submissions on their
development proposals including design criteria,
financial packages, marketing plans, and manage-
ment structures. The companies will not be sub-
mitting flimsy pieces of paper; they will put in
hours of work and spend thousands of dollars.
Either they are being misled or the public who are
now spending hours in preparing submissions on-
this interim report-ittle groups of people
throughout the community who are most con-
cerned about the future of their island-are being
fooled. One of those groups is being misled; it is
clearly not fair to one of them.

It seems to us that the final plan should be made
available and a timetable for its development
should be outlined before any decision is made to
proceed with the development of the island. People
should know exactly how soon it will be before the
plan is developed. If this plan were adopted how
soon would it be before the historic precinct was to
proceed? How long will it be before the second
resort hotel proceeds, and what form will it take?
All it says on the plan is "resort hotel". How long
will it be before the golf course is upgraded? Esti-
mates of the cost in all those areas must be given
because the people of Western Australia are tax-
payers and they are interested in what is to occur.
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The change should not be rapid; there is no need
for the Government to rush into Rottnest Island
and develop it tomorrow. There is plenty of time.
The island has been there since European or even
Aboriginal populations came to Western
Australia. It will not go away.

Mr Brian Burke: It was there before that.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not know if that was

so, and I do not think the Premier does either.
There is no need to rush into development. It

would appear that the America's Cup is being
used as the excuse. Some marina facilities may be
needed somewhere in Western Australia, perhaps
at Rottnest, but possibly elsewhere. Wanneroo has
expressed interest in providing facilities to give
proper support for the Cup defence.

Mr Brian Burke: The marina facilities were first
suggested and considered when you were in
Government.

Mr MacKINNON: I am aware of that. I have
not denied that improved boating facilities are
needed on the island. It is a question of what form
the marina takes and where it will be. What
studies have been undertaken as to the impact on
the ecology of the island?

Mr Wilson: What did you do about it?
Mr MacKINNON: The former Chairman of

the Rottniest Island Board will be contributing to
this debate and he will give an explanation of what
was done previously about the development of the
island.

Rottniest should not be sacrificed on the altar of
the America's Cup. As a yachtsman I am tremen-
dously proud of Western Australia's achievements
in that area. The cup is important to Western
Australia, but it is not essential to the success of
its defence that Rottnest be developed. The cup is
important to Western Australia in many ways but
so is Rottnest Island. We will lose the cup one day,
hopefully in another 138 years, but Rottniest will
be here well after that. The changes to be made to
the island-irreversible changes it would
seem-should be made only after extensive public
debate and consideration by both the public and
the Parliament.

The Government should support the second part
of the motion if it is sincere in ensuring proper
consideration is given to all those groups in the
community who are interested in the island's de-
velopment. At the moment they do not feel they
are getting a fair go. Finally, we and the public
have great concern about the plan and that con-
cern is heightened and increased by the Govern-
ment's continued refusal to include the Opposition
on the board. In my memory Rottnest Island has
not been a political issue in the Parliament. I may

stand corrected, but I cannot recall any time when
Rottnest has been raised as a political issue. The
reason for that would appear to be that both par-
ties have been represented on the board. Each has
had access to the plans and proposals brought
forward and responsibility and decisions have been
shared.

The island has not been politicised and it is our
wish that that should not happen. The Premier is
inviting it to happen by excluding the Opposition
from the considerations about the long-term fu-
ture of the island. It seems he is afraid of criti-
cism. I have written to the Premier asking him to
reconsider our request and to do so urgently. The
decisions in relation to the interim report are to be
made soon and if the Opposition is to make any
real contribution it can do so only if it is given
representation virtually immediately.

The Premier has asked why the Opposition does
not make a submission in relation to the interim
report. We will not do that and I will outline our
reasons.

Mr Davies: The Opposition has a track record
for not making submissions.

Mr MacKINNON: I am explaining our
position on the Rottnest Island master plan stage
one interim report as it is the plan for which I have
responsibility. Clearly in the area of Aboriginal
land rights we have not make a submission to the
Seaman inquiry and neither should we, and the
Minister knows the reasons.

Mr Davies: You are not game.
Mr MacKINNON: We all knew the result Paul

Seaman would come up with on the day the in-
quiry was announced.

Mr Davies: You will not take a stand.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: You talk about making things

non-political!
Mr MacKINNON: We do not seek to make

Rottnest Island a political football. If the member
had been listening he would have heard me say
earlier that it has never been a political football in
my time in Parliament, and I doubt that it has in
the time of any other member. I may stand
corrected as the member for Welshpool has been
here longer than all of us. The reason for this was
the general involvement on the board.

We will be interested to see the nature of the
member for Kalgoorlie's rural hardship study. I
am sure that committee will come out with a
united report.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It was tabled earlier today.
Mr MacKINNON: I have not had time to get a

copy. Was it a unanimous report?
Mr 1. F. Taylor: of course.
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Mr MacKINNON: For good reason. Once
members can sit down and examine an issue in the
clear light of day consensus is normally achieved,
and that is the point I have been making. We have
had insufficient time and resources to do a proper
job. Hopefully others in the community will be
able to provide us with copies of their submissions
which will give us an idea of the public attitude.

Secondly, we have a commitment to the Parlia-
ment to make sure our voice is heard on other
issues raised here, and there are plenty of them.
We have made our position clear on what should
happen to the island and how the plan should be
developed. We believe our view is best represented
on the board in person because any comment or
submission we made to the board would be
used-it would be naive to think otherwise-by
the Government for political purposes. It will say
our contribution is not reasonable whereas if' our
involvement is at board level the island will not be
politicised. If it were, it would be in a proper
manner; in other words, a minority report would
come either from the Opposition or from those
members who disagreed with the plan.

Surely the Government when in Opposition had
the same opportunities to contribute. The member
for Cockburn made a great contribution to the
board. I am sure the member for Gascoyne would
agree. We should be extended the same courtesies.

I conclude by urging the Premier to take these
views seriously. Thousands of Western Australians
share our concern. H-e and the board are playing
with a precious asset. It is not his island or the
board's island, and it is not this Parliament's
island; it belongs to all Western Australians. The
Government should come clean and state clearly
its intention as Mr Ednie-Brown said it should
have done in June 1983. The Premier should en-
sure that all those people who wish to make a
submission have their views heard and that
alternatives are presented to the public focussing
on a tourism slant or on the aspect of the interests
of Western Australians. A timetable should be
presented and an Opposition representative should
be appointed to the board immediately before the
final decisions are made and it is a waste of time
for anybody to be represented on the board.

MR COURT (NedLands) [9.42 p.m.]: I second
the motion. The aim of this motion is, firstly, to
get the Government to tell us what it plans for
Rottniest, and, secondly, to give the public a
chance to put forward their ideas on Rottnest be-
fore and not after the Government makes its de-
cision.

Discussions on Rottnest always tend to be a
little emotional, but under this Government they

have become extremely emotional and now
unfortunately they are becoming political.

Mr Hodge: Let us keep politics out of this de-
bate.

Mr COURT: It would be nice if we could, but
judging by the way the Premier is handling the
Rottnest issue, it will become a political football.
The Premier has bungled the planned development
of Rottniest. He blazed his way into the media
when he first came into Government and took on
the personal responsibility for Rottnest; he was
going to be its saviour. I think he had a dream of
the penthouse in the new resort instead of the
board cottage currently available for the Premier.

I want to place on record my attitude to the
development of Rottnest. I am not opposed to its
continued development Provided it is within cer-
tain basic parameters. They involve its
maintaining its unique local tradition and an as-
surance that the facilities it provides are for family
holidays for people predominantly from Western
Australia.

Rottnest is a unique island. It is the only island
to which people living in the metropolitan area
have direct access. No longer is Garden Island
available to most people. It is available only to the
boating people during daylight hours and they
must leave the island before dark. Rottnest is the
only island on which Western Australians can
stay. I have been fortunate enough to visit islands
in many parts of the world and I have yet to find
an island with a water environment as beautiful as
that on Rottnest Island with regard to reefs,
beaches, fishing, surf, climate and a whole range
of other features which make it a superb place.
Over Easter I spent some time on the island in a
cottage overlooking Thompson's Bay. One can
only be totally impressed by the beauty of water.
The Premier was a little closer to the water at
Rottnest over Easter and would have had a good
opportunity himself to experience the beauty of
the island. Unfortunately for the Premier I under-
stand that he had a nice cottage but his neigh-
bours were a little noisy.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not find any problem.

Mr COURT: I think his neighbours had a 24-
hour a day party for the whole Easter period and I
would have found it difficult to put up with that.

Rottnest is the only island we have nearby.
Western Australians would not be able to afford
that type of holiday with international resort fa-
cilities because whether we like it or not it does
cost a great deal of money.

The member for Kalgoorlie puts forward the
argument that by establishing international tourist
resort facilities it will be cheaper for the other
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people going to the island. That is an unusual
argument and one I would like 10 see proved.
However, when the hostel was upgraded it did
nothing to cheapen the cost of the accommodation
elsewhere.

We badly need international resort facilities in
Perth but these facilities can be built in many
other places in waterfront locations, by the ocean,
river front, on the estuaries, or Secret Harbour
where waterfront sites will be developed. We Deed
international resort facilities but we do not have to
place such facilities on Rottnest. I am quite sure
few people will be opposed to the continual devel-
opment of Rottnest as a family resort. It needs
better hotel accommodation, a marina or boating
facilities to cater for the large number of boats,
and a better supply of water. As this is our onl>
island, we can afford to be a little selfish about
keeping if for Western Australians so that we can
continue to holiday there. The local traditions
which go with this island must be maintained as it
has given so many of us enjoyable holidays in the
past.

The Premier and his Government have asked
for submissions to be made by the public on the
development of the island. As the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has said, these submissions must
be in by 21 May and yet already developers are
being asked to submit proposals for different re-
sort developments. This is another example of the
Government going about things backwards, as it
did with the casino development. Developers will
lose faith with the Premier if they are asked to
submit proposals and after making those sub-
missions the ground rules change. It will involve a
waste of money for many people. It would be
better for the public submissions to be called and
having considered those submissions the Govern-
ment could announce its policy on development of
the island.

It could then ask for submissions on the differ-
ent developments. However, the reverse procedure
has applied, and it is an insult to the people of
Western Australia and a practice with which the
Premier should not continue.

The Rottnest Island Board is predominantly
made up of sensible, knowledgeable people with
different areas of expertise to assist in manage-
ment of the island. The Premier, taking personal
responsibility for the island, seems to be
overpowering these people and pushing forward
his own plans. We see this elaborate plan which
has been extravagantly carried out. I am quite
sure the message could have been put across in a
more economical way while still allowing people to
make submissions. The Premier is going to use the
Rottnest Island Board as a cleansing agent for his

proposals; it will end up being the bunny and take
the flak for his more outrageous proposals. He is
directly responsible for the elaborate plans being
put out. The Premier is pushing for the inter-
national resort-type facilities-

Mr Brian Burke: That is not true.
Mr COURT: The Premier is the person who has

taken personal responsibility. He is chairman of
the board which called for submissions for resort
facilities to be built and yet the public has not yet
made submissions on how they believe the island
should be developed. The Government called for
submissions to build the resort facilities and that is
the Premier's decision, otherwise it does not make
sense.

Mr Brian Burke: There happens to be a board.
Mr COURT: Yes, and the Premier is chairman

of the board.
Mr Brian Burke: So the chairman is respon-

sible? I am taking responsibility, but the board
makes the decisions?

Mr Clarko: The Premier is controller of the
purse strings.

Mr Brian Burke: You appointed most of the
board members.

Mr Cla rko: We did not appoint the Premier.
Mr COURT: The Premier wants the board to

take die flak for the proposals being put up. The
Premifr wants to build flash facilities on the island
before the question is answered as to whether we
want Rotnest to become an international tourist
resort.

The Premier thought he was smart by not
putting a member of the Opposition on the board,
but I believe he will regret that decision. I do not
want to comment in detail and become involved in
arguments about this plan. However, it is quite
significant that in this proposal the camping sec-
tion has been taken away from a central location
and put in the furthermost residential point of the
island, as far away as it can possibly be.

Mr Clarko: Have you thought of the West End?
Mr COURT: It could not be any closer. The

comment was made earlier that people will be
sober by the time they get back to their tents.
However, I do not think that is a true reflection of
the campers. We have an image of campers going
to Rottniest and hear only about those who misbe-
h ave. Ma ny o f t he ca mpers who go to Rott nest are
quite elderly people who have been going there for
many years; they are regular visitors in their 60s
and 70s who still enjoy the facilities of the camp-
ing area. They will be moved out because the area
has been upgraded and the Government does not
want the camping area close to that development.
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Mr Brian Burke: They have not been moved.

Mr Parker: You are referring to it as though
they had been moved; it is only a report.

Mr COURT: On this plan the camping area has
been moved away as far as it possibly can.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: I understand very well what the
proposed plans are and I am quite sure that over
the Easter break many elderly people would have
taken the opportunity to speak to the Premier and
to tell him of their concerns about the proposed
plans for the island. I think the nickname for the
Premier on Roitnest Island was the "Rotto
Wrecker".

I conclude my comments by saying that the
Premier has now ensured that it will he difficult to
have a rational discussion on Rottnest develop-
ment because he has pre-empted the public sub-
missions by asking developers to submit plans. He
is making the whole thing a farce. The best thing
that could happen for the future development is to
try to de-politicise the board by allowing the Op-
position to have a representative so that it is
involved in what is taking place. It is terribly im-
portant that this island be maintained as a family
resort.

My idea, and I think the idea of many Western
Australians, of a luxury holiday is spending a
week in a cottage overlooking one of the bays, not
living in a flash, airconditioned hotel unit
overlooking a chlorinated pool. For many years to
come Western Australians should still have the
opportunity to enjoy this beautiful island at
reasonable rates. The public should be allowed to
have its say on the future development of this
island and should not be steamrolled by the activi-
ties of the Chairman of the Rottnest Island Board,
the Premier of the State.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Minister for
Tourism) (9.58 p.m.]: I have listened to the contri-
butions made by the members who have so far
spoken on this issue. I should indicate that the
Government's attitude is best reflected in the
amendment I propose to move at the end of my
contribution, and which I outline as follows-

Delete all words after the word "Island" in
line 4 with a view to substituting the follow-
ing words-

Further this House acknowledges that
the Government has repeatedly
Stressed-

(1) its determination to maintain the
traditional role of Rottnest as a
Western Australian family holiday
resort; and,

(2) the importance-as evidenced in the
Government's actions-of ensuring
that proper consideration is given to
all of those individuals or groups
who wish to make submissions on
the Rottnest Island master plan in-
terimn report.

At the start, I want to outline to the House some
of the things this Government has done in respect
of Rottnest that were left undone through the
years that the member for Gascoyne was chair-
man of the board and some of the things that the
Opposition sees fit at this stage not to mention
although it gives scant praise to some of the things
the Government has achieved in respect of
Rottnest.

It is true that the Government has been success-
ful, as no previous Government was successful, in
obtaining a, commitment from the Federal
Government that the Army would vacate the part
of Rottnest Island it presently occupies.

Mr Clarko: 'It has been about the only success-
ful achievement on your record. It should be in
your book.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will go through some of
the other achievements. In that one achievement,
a much greater advantage to the people of the
State has been gained than the previous Govern-
ment achieved in all of its decisions affecting
Rottnest. An area of more than 50 acres has been
made available to the public of the State through
the exclusion of the Army.

Mr Court: That is not quite right, because you
are whacking an international resort hotel on it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what the member
says. I cannot stop him from saying that sort of
thing.

Mr Court: That is what you have given to us.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what we have
given to the Opposition?

Mr Court: In your little plan.
Mr Parker: It is not his plan.

Mr Court: He is the chairman of the board.

Mr Parker: It is not the board's plan.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member is being
deliberately obtuse, but that comes easily to him.

The next achievement with which I will deal is
that the present Government has authorised and
embarked on the biggest reafforestation pro-
gramme ever undertaken on Roitnest Island. That
programme is being paid for by employment funds
of more than $300 000.

Mr Laurance: The work had commenced on
that when you became the chairman.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not right. A small
reafforestation programme had been undertaken
and completed, but it was nowhere near the size of
the one we have undertaken.

Mr MacKinnon: Who provided the funds for
that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They were Common-
wealth employment programme funds,

Mr MacKinnon: They provided the funds for
the other reafforestation programme.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: But we allocated that
amount of money.

The next achievement about which I will speak
is the building of a new hospital that is almost
completed. It will be completed by June. It is a
major step forward for the island.

Mr Rushton: That was a commitment of the
previous Government.

Mr I. F. Taylor: You had a lot of commitments.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Nothing was done by the

previous Government, but we did it.
We have appointed an environmental education

officer, Tom Perrigo.
Mr Clarko: Who did that?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We appointed him.

Mr Clarko: Come on!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am talking about an

environmental education officer, not a teacher
seconded by the Education Department. That was
something different.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not give the

member for Karrinyup all the Credit, because he
did not achieve anything. When he left the Minis-
try, nothing had been done.

Mr Clarko: It had been done. It had already
been agreed to and set up to start in 1983.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The environmental edu-
cation officer, Tom Perrigo, has been seconded to
the board, and that is another achievement.

Recapping on those achievements, the Govern-
ment has removed the Army from Rottnest Island,
undertaken the biggest reafforestation programme
in the island's history, almost completed the con-
struction of the new hospital, and seconded an
environmental education officer to Rotinest. In
addition, we have achieved the substantial
upgrading of the museum on Roitniest. We have
also approved the upgrading of the Lodge at a cost
to the upgrader or developer of about SI million.
That has been done in a manner applauded by
everybody. Nobody has criticised the upgrading of
the Lodge, as far as I am aware. The Govern-
ment's attitude towards the island is reflected in

that major upgrading programme, to which no-
one has taken objection.

The gun tunnels are being opened up at a con-
siderable cost. Soon they will be another
interesting attraction for the people who go to
Rottniest. Ian Parker has been seconded to the
island to co-ordinate an environmental manage-
ment programme; so in addition to the environ-
mental education officer we have another officer
seconded to co-ordinate the environmental man-
agement programme. There has been a general
clean-up of the whole island. Areas of rubbish that
have been allowed to lie under successive boards
have been removed. The lakes area has been vastly
improved over what it was previously, and all the
rubbish has been removed. They are some of the
things that we have done, and most of them have
not been referred to by the Opposition.

Mr Crane: Perhaps you should arrange a boat
to take us over one day and let us have a look at
the place.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 will raise that at the
next board meeting. It is an excellent suggestion,
because many of the contributions made tonight
have indicated that members have not even seen
what has been done on the island.

None of these achievements represents the re-
visionary notion that the Opposition seems to have
buried in its brain about the Government's plan
for making sure that Western Australians are
excluded, to the benefit of international and inter-
state tourists. Let me state the case simply and
clearly. The priority that has always attached to
Rottnest as a traditional and casual family holiday
resort for Western Australians continues to be the
priority of this Government. That is the start and
finish of it. Any change on Rottnest will be a
gradual and fully-explained change. I would not
anticipate proceeding with anything unless it was
accepted in the public perspective.

Mr MtacKinnon: How will you get that accept-
ance or judge it before you begin?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will answer that ques-
tion in due course.

It is the intention of the Rottnest Island Board
to make sure that any change is gradual and
within the context of the island remaining as a
traditional holiday resort for Western Australian
families. Any change must be broadly accepted by
the people who have shown an interest in Rottnest
Island. I cannot say any more than that.

I have heard the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition calling for all sorts of things. All I can say is
that the interim report in the master plan was
produced by consultants who were given a brief
and asked to provide a framework to be considered
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by the board and by the Government, providing
gui delines for the future development of the
island. There was always a constant reference
point against which to measure the proposed de-
velopments.

On that basis, the interim plan was prepared.
We have no commitment to it. Quite frankly, the
notion that someone should construct an 18-hole
golf course fills me with horror. It appears to be
the case that we must instruct the people doing the
plan, before they produce it. as to what they shall
produce in order to find acceptance in the eyes of
the Opposition. That is not a satisfactory way to
produce a sensible interim report-telling the
people doing the job that they shall not make
recommendations they believe are worthwile, but
they shall make recommendations that the
Government thinks are acceptable.

Mr Court: You should have given them a brief.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course we gave them a
brief.

Mr Court: Did you not liaise with them? You
said it horrified you about an IS-hole golf course.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It would horrify me if I
thought we were receiving a contrived report that
represented the consultants' view of what they
thought we wanted. That is not an intelligent way
of approaching a problem.

As evidenced by the lack of commitment to the
interim plan, it might interest people to know that
the four companies asked to indicate their interest
in developing the hotel-marina complex have al
signed contracts indicating that they accept that
any go-ahead in respect of that development de-
pends entirely on the discussion process that Sur-
rounds the i nteri m report.

I have said repeatedly that there is no commit-
ment to proceeding with the hotel-marina complex
if it is believed that the complex is not in the best
interests of the State or in the best interests of the
people who express a majority opinion. Even
tonight we have heard the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition saying that we need a replacement ho-
tel.

Mr MacKinnon: I never said that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition who said he thought that a ma-
rina was necessary, and it was the member for
Nedlands who thought that new hotel facilities
and a marina were necessary.

Mr Court: I referred to the upgrading of the
hotel facilities.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members opposite are
committed to the proposition of a hotel-marina
complex.

Mr Clarko: That is not true. There would be
many views, as you would agree, on how you could
develop Rottnest and still maintain its uniqueness.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am just pointing to the
fact that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and
the member for Nedlands have committed them-
selves to the hotel and/or marina complex.

Mr MacKinnon: That is ridiculous, and you
know it.

Mr Clarko: That is the wrong way to appoach
the debate, in my view,

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will not argue the point,
because it does not make much sense to do it on
that basis.

We have no commitment, and the contracts
signed by the four prospective developers indicate
clearly that they understand there is no commit-
ment to the project's proceeding, on the basis that
the public discussion period is continuing. Those
contracts have been signed by the four people who
have expressed interest.

Mr Rushton: Can you tell me how much you
would expect them to expend on producing the
proposition?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition is
obsessed with saving people money. If the
interested parties spend $1I million on a develop-
ment plan, that is their money.

Mr Rushton: That is a funny old way of doing
business.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have given them
terms of reference that can be accommodated in
terms of expressions of interest much more
cheaply than that; but if they want to spend larger
sums, it is not our job to stop them.

Mr Court: But they have wasted a lot of money
on their proposals.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is up to them. Are
we supposed to say, "You shall submit an ex-
pression of interest that does not cost you more
than $I 000, or $2 000, or $38.50"? That is stu-
pid!

Mr Court: But you have asked them to put in a
professional submission.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is in the interests of
the State. The Opposition seems obsessed with
how much money these people are spending. It is
their own wish, their own design, and their own
decision. They have all signed contracts acknowl-
edging that there is no commitment that the proj-
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ect will go ahead, and it depends on the outcome
of the period for public discussion.

As far as the orginal motion is concerned-
Mr MacKinnon: Does the contract give any in-

dication of when they can expect a final decision?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot answer that

question. I tried to obtain a copy of the contract,
but I was not successful in obtaining it for tonight.

In terms of the original motion, the amendment
proposed by th Government is well justified. The
Opposition should support the amendment, be-
cause we say in the First part of it that we ac-
knowledge the importance of the traditional role
of Rottnesr Island as a family holiday resort. In
the second part of the amendment, we acknowl-
edge the importance of the period of public dis-
cussion before any decision is made.

Both the board and the Government are united
in their acceptance of the concept of Western
Australian family holiday use of the island. I had
to laugh during the currency of the casino debate
when I beard various members talking about the
unhealthy relationship between the Deputy Chair-
man (Mr Dempster) and the Chairman of the
Rottnest Island Board. Mr Dempster was
appointed by the Liberal Government.

Mr MacKinnon: I did not even mention him
tonight.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition did not listen to what I said. Mr
Dempster was appointed by the Liberal Govern
ment, and Mr Michael Lewis was appointed by
the Liberal Government. He happens to be the
brother-in-law of the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Court: So what?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I am saying is that

the "unhealthy attitude" reflected previously in
discussions about the casino and tonight by impli-
cation indicates that the Rottnest Island Board is
somehow or other making its way towards an un-
acceptable end.

Mr Court: You are the chairman, and in the
end you are responsible for what is happening.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The interim report was
released by Mr Dempster. All I am saying is that
they were all appointed by the previous Liberal
Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is all right for the

member for Nedlands when he is handing it out;
but when the truth is relayed back to him, he
whinges.

Mr Court: I am not whingeing.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I simply repeat: All the

members of the board, I think with the exception

of two, were appointed by the previous Govern-
ment. We have found no fault with them; in fact,
we have reappointed one of them. I do not believe
they are un-Western Australian. They are doing a
fine job. It may interest the Opposition to know
that at the last meeting I said to the members of
the board that I was not opposed to appointing a
member of the Opposition to the Rottnest Island
Board. To that proposition, the board members
said, "No".

Mr Clarko: Did the member for Rockingham
bring it up?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I did. I said that the
Opposition had made a request and that I did not
see a great deal of difficulty with it. But the board
members said, "No". All the board members
appointed by the previous Government said,
"No".

Mr Tonkin: They have had enough of you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I tried to say before that

if the board expresses an opinion, I do not overrule
it.

Mr Rushton: Did they recommend the member
for Rockingham?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, they did not; but I
raised the question of the member for
Rockingham's appointment, and they did not
object to that in the same way as they objected to
the appointment of a member of the Opposition.

Mr MacKinnon: Who appoints all the board
members?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Most were appointed by
the previous Liberal Government.

Mr MacKinnon: But in the future?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The present Government

will, while in office. We have already reappointed
one of the members originally appointed by the
previous Government. Not one board member
supported me in my contention that an Opposition
member should be appointed. That is a message
that should resound through the ears or members
opposite about the way in which their traditional
constituency is starling to reject them.

Mr Clarko: That is not a very good example of
rejection.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not suppose we can
get through to the people sitting on the other side,
but that is the truth of what happened.

Mr Clarko: Would that be your first failure
since being Premier?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The board and the
Government are of the opinion that a requirement
does exist for more and better recreational facili-
ties. Currently, many Western Australians take
holidays overseas because the present facilities do
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not have a sufficient viability to meet demand.
That is one of the very important reasons that the
gaining of control over the Army land is such a
significant advantage to the State. Naturally,
upgrading will attract day trippers and other tour-
ists, whether they be interstate or international ,who presently do not go to the island. Local lessees
have suffered a considerable drop-off in numbers
over the past five years and we believe this
upgrading essential if services are to be
maintained to stop that drain.

The Opposition conveniently failed to mention
what has happened at Rottnest-tbat is, if it is
aware of what has happened. I do not know
whether it takes the same view as the board ap-
pears to take about the need for some upgrading.
It does not mean a radical change in the island to
clean it up and to improve facilities. Quite frankly,
I would not take my family to the hotel for an
evening's drinking.

Mr Clarke: It would depend when it was. If you
took them on a Wednesday in the middle of July it
would be more peaceful than your own home.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not object to
taking my family to the Lodge for a meal, and I
have done so on occasions.

Mr Clarko: When you fall from your lofty
heights, you will not be able to afford it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It may surprise the mem-
ber, but I cannot really afford it now; and one
other thing I cannot afford is the cost of the ferry
fares. To take my family over to Rottniest costs
between $86 and $90.

Mr Carr: You would need a charter boat for a
family your size.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: People trumpet about
Rottniest being an average-family holiday resort.
The truth is that it has been taken out of the
financial reac h of the average family in this State.

Mr Clarko: Your family is not an average fam-
ily for two reasons: Your level of income and your
family size.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If I cannot afford it, how
can the average-income family afford it?

Mr Rushton: Your racehorse must be costing
too much, because you have plenty of income.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A quarter of a racehorse,
that has not raced.

Mr Rushton: It eats too much hay.
Mr Clarko: I bet you've got the head, too.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I simply say that this cost

is one of the reasons the average family is Finding
it more difficult getting to Rottnest.

Mr Court: In defence of ferry operators, it is
one of the best ocean ferry services in the world, is

it not? It has the highest quality and best riding
type of boats.

Mr Parker: The reason is the Commonwealth
investment allowance.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In defence of the ferry
operators, let me say that they do provide a good
service-a comfortable, fast, and convenient ser-
vice. It is also an expensive service in terms of
average income earners.

Mr Rushton: And competitors can come in.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One of the jobs of the
board is to encourage some competition and one of
the ways of encouraging competition is to reverse
the trend that has seen the significant decline in
the number of people going to Rottnest.

Mr Clarko: You cannot put it down to ferry
prices.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: But you can put it down
to the cost of getting there, the nature of some of
the facilities-notably the hotel-and what had
been, in my view, a less than satisfactory standard
of rubbish collection in certain parts of the island.

Mr Clarko: They have done a lot in the last few
years, not only in your time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There have certainly
been a lot of improvements in the last year.
Whether they have been upgrading it at the same
time, there has still been that decline. I do not
think the Opposition is taking it seriously. The
decline has been evidenced by the removal of
Rottnest from the reach of average families, and
from the reach of people who want to go there.

The matter was sorting itself out. A lot of
supply and demand was attending to the fact that
people were simply not going. Everyone knows
that is true. The traders, the board, and the people
who live there permanently all acknowledge that
there had been a drop-off in the numbers going to
Rottnest, and most of the reasons quoted were
those!I have just outlined to the House.

Mr Clarko: Especially day trippers. Has there
been a fall in the number of conventional people
using it the rest of the time?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have a very active
programme of encouraging people to go in the
winter months.

Mr Rushton: People are still getting knocked
back.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but it is a question
of whether there is the same degree of interest in
the numbers of people being knocked back. But
certainly the number of day trippers has fallen
dramatically.
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I think I have made it perfectly clear that
everybody acknowledges the need to look at the
way in which Rottniest Island is developed. Every-
one acknowledges the need to develop some sort of
plan by which the changes will gradually take
place. I have listed all those things we have
changed and no-one has objected to any of them.
The Opposition saw fit not to mention them, but
no-one has objected to those nine or 10 significant
changes.

Mr Rushton: There are only two basic issues: Is
it to become a conventional holiday resort or is it
to remain for family use?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the members vote for
my amendment they will be voting to maintain the
traditional role of Rottniest as a Western
Australian family holiday resort.

Mr Rushton: But what you have been doing in
recent times does not indicate that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The proof of the pudding
is in the eating, and all those changes that have
been made are changes that do not reflect what
the Opposition says is the Government's intention.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That indicates an interim
report prepared and presented by consultants, a
report to which the Government is not committed.
I have tried to explain to the House time and time
again that the proposals-if the member wants me
to put it as securely as that-acknowledge that
there is no commitment to proceed.

Mr MacKinnon: What is the rush?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that there
is any rush.

Mr Court: Why do it in reverse?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose one of the
reasons is that there will be the opportunity at an
early date for the public to look at the propositions
submitted by the four people. What the Oppo-
sition seems to be proposing is that we should
finish the consideration, call for the expression of
interest, and then four or five months later show
the people the four expressions of interest.

Mr MacKinnon: Listen to the public.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is no commitment
to proceed pending the public view of the pro-
posals received by the board. I can only say it that
clearly. That is the case stated as clearly as poss-
ible. It is summed up in the amendment I intend to
move.

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "Island" in
line 4 with a view to inserting the following-

Further this House acknowledges that
the Government has repeatedly
Stressed-
(1) its determination to maintain the

traditional role of Rottnest as a
Western Australian family holiday
resort; and

(2) the importance-as evidenced in the
Government's actions-of ensuring
that proper consideration is given to
all those individuals or groups who
wish to make submissions on the
Rottnest Island Master Plan In-
terim Report.

We have a very proud record of achievement in a
very short time. One is our commitment to remove
the Army. Another involves the biggest
reafforestation programme in the island's history.

Mr Williams: You are starting to get a bit of
water there, but don't make out it is because of
your Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Our water drilling pro-
gramme is another of our successes.

Mr Williams: They have tried to find water for
years.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member might be
surprised to learn that finding water does not plant
trees. Reafforestation involves two stages. We
need water for the trees, but we also need money.

Mr Rushton: Nothing was done in this State
before a year ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Plenty was done before a
year ago, and we have been at pains to put most of
it right. But let us look at the list of this Govern-
ment's achievements. The first is securing a com-
mitment to remove the Army from Rottnest. Any
objections to that? The second involves the biggest
reafforestation programme-

Mr Clarko: Your efforts to remove the Army
were no different from ours, except that you were
successful.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the only differ-
ence, is it?

Mvr Clarko: The difference is that you have a
Federal Government that could not care less about
the Army.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Do I understand the
member for Karrinyup to be saying that the Army
should stay at Rottnest?

Mr Clarko: That is quite a different thing. The
difference is that your Government was no keener
to have the Army removed than the previous State
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Government. You have been successful because
your colleagues in Canberra do not care about the
Army or defence. Our Federal colleagues took
notice of the Army people, although we did not
want them to.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us nail this right
down. The member for Karrinyup is saying that
he cared as little as we do about the Army when
he was in Government, because he wanted to get
them off the island.

Mr Clarko: Your mind is very muddled and
addled.

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: You have pulled your hair out ever

since.
Mr BRIAN BURKE; I cannot be blamed if my

hair is falling out.
Mir Clarko: The previous State Government

tried to have the situation changed, just as you
have done. The Federal Liberal parliamentarians
were not prepared to do it, but your Federal col-
leagues were.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I want to go step by step
through what the member said, because it is very
interesting. The member's Government and our
Government cared the same amount about the
Army.

Mr Clarko: You are talking nonsense, or you
have no brains. What I said was that we wanted
the Army off Rottnest.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. So, we both
wanted the Army off Rottnest.

Mr Clarko: There is one difference-it was in
Canberra.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. So, we both
wanted the Army off Rottnest so we both cared
the same about the Army in respect of Rottnest.

Mr Clarko: We both wanted the Army out, and
your attitude was no different from ours.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. We both
cared not one whit.

Mr Clarko: That sounds like the comment of a
halfwit.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the .memnber want
the Army on Rottnest, or off it?

Mr Clarko: 1 have told you clearly. You are
trying your "theatrical isms."

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a terrible temptation
when one has a court jester.

Mr Clarko: You were successful because the
Labor Government in Canberra could not care less
about Rottniest.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What the member is say-
ing is that his Government in Canberra cared
about the Army more than he did.

Mr Clarko: That is your people in Canberra.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We both cared very little.

We cared the same amount.
Mr Clarko: Don't talk absolute stupidity.
The SPEAKER: Order! I will come to the

rescue. I think it is best that we debate the issue
and that it should be a debate and not be like a
chit-chat around the lounge room table.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I had to object because
the member said that I was losing my hair.

Mr Clarko: I said that you tore it out.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think that was a bit

personal. We were talking about a proud record of
achievement at Roitnest. I will resume talking
about the subject from its start.

Our first proud achievement, with indifference
to the Army it is true-and indifference shared
equally with the previous Government, but to a
lesser degree than the Fraser Government and a
greater degree than the H-awke Government, but
in the same way as the member for
Karrinyup-was that we shifted the Army off
Rottniest, or got a commitment to do it. That is
one achievement. The member for Karrinyup said
"we tried". If one gets five points out of 10 for
trying, the previous Government will get five and
if one gets another five points for succeeding, we
end up with 10 and members opposite end up with
five, so we were twice as successful as they, in that
case.

The second thing is that we have launched the
biggest reafforestation programme in the island's
history. Does anyone object to that? I know the
member for Clontarf said that that was only be-
cause water was found there.

Mr Rushton: Was it planned for before your
time?

Mr Parker: The water to which the member
referred was found in 1976, but it was not until
1983 that a reafforestation programme was
started.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand how
the Finding of water creates a reafforestation pro-
gramme.

Mr Clarko: You cannot have forest without
water.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not disagree with
that.

Mr Parker: It is not true, because a lot of trees
are planted and are watered only by rain.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the water that was
found sometime previously is needed, money is

(2431
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also needed as is the will. The will and the money
were evident in our Government's consideration,
and not in the consideration of the previous
Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member for

Clontarf disagree about the advantage of that
reafforestation programme?

Mr Williams: Not at all.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I consider that to be a

fair comment.
Mr Rushton: There was no lack of wanting to

dolit.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, there was no lack of

wanting to do it, the previous Government just did
not want to make the money available. This
Government made the money available. In ad-
dition, we have constructed a new hospital that
will be completed in June. Does anyone object to
that?

So there are three major things to which no-one
objects. Does anyone object to the appointment of
an environmental education officer?

Mr Davies: I don't.
Mr Williams: Will he take the windmills off

Rottnest
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I don't know, but no-one

objects to that. Does anyone object to the
substantial upgrading of the Museum? No-one
objects to that, not even the member for
Kalamunda.

Does anyone object to the opening of the gun
tunnels? That is another attraction for people. No-
one objects to that.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Talk about care about

the Army!
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE:. Does anyone object to the

decision to award an extended lease to the lessee
of the Lodge to permit the upgrading, costing
about $t million, that has produced a result to
which I have not been aware of any general
objection? Does someone object to that?

A member: if you want me to interject, I will.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, go ahead. I quite

enjoy it.
Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: You gave an undertaking to sit

down shortly. How long will you go on for?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member think

he can stand the pace. What does he think would
be a fair thing?

Mr Clarko: I am asking how long you can go on.
Don't ask me, I would tell you to sit down right
now.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not Finished.
Mr Clarko: But you are never finished.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Then if I never finish the

member can guess for how long I will go on.
The SPEAKER: If the member keeps

interjecting, the Premier will go on longer.
Mr Clarko: What you are going on with now is

what you were going on with before.
Several members interjected.
Mr Laurance: The experienced member of this

Parliament in terms of Rottnest has been so bored
that he has gone home.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The member for Cockburn is
still here.

.Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the House
has indicated to me that there are a couple more
speakers ion the other side, so I will not go on and
never stop,

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: I told you to stop right now. I know

why you failed first year at university. You stand
up there like a grade one teacher and carry on
with your infantile remarks. I wonder whom you
impress.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I really was not trying to
impress anyone. In the last 20 minutes or so I have
just been enjoying myself.

Mr Clarko: It is because you were looking in the
mirror!

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I let the member go on

because it underlines the way in which the Oppo-
sition approaches this matter. It has not been
serious and it has been a disgraceful exhibition
from the member for Karrinyup.

Mr Clarko: Read the Hansar-d debate.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It has been absolutely

awful to hear the member go on and on
interminably with nonsense.

Mr Clarko: Don't hang your head and cry.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not hanging my

head and crying, I am hanging my head hoping
the member will shut up.

Mr Clarko: I won't.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know the member will

not, so I will sit down.
MR I. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [10.40 p.m.]: I

have much pleasure in seconding the amendment
moved by the Premier, and 1 do so for three
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reasons, the first being my great love for Rottnest,
a place which with my family I have visited for a
number of years and the second, being that I be-
lieve the Premier, and the Rottnest Island Board,
have a great and caring altitude for Rotinest. As a
person who cares for Rottnest I give the Premier
my full support for the initiatives he has taken
concerning the Rottnest Island Board.

The third reason is perhaps not so much directly
related to the amendment, but for some reason
which is quite beyond me, the member for
Murdoch seems to confuse quality and quantity in
terms of the contributions to parliamentary de-
bate. He would seem to think that quantity is far
more important than quality. I just remind the
member that he should check with the 1977 index
of Hansard and look at his contributions to parlia-
mentary debate, when he was in Government.

I believe the Premier and the Rottnest Island
Board have shown initiative, imagination,' and
flair in the proposed development at Rottniest. I
must say that even though members of the Oppo-
sition have said that they are speaking on behalf of
all Western Australians, and that they consider
that they are achieving something, I believe that
one of the great concerns of this Parliament, if we
are to care about Rottnest, should be that
Rottnest has really moved away from being a
place where the ordinary wage and salary earner is
able to go for a holiday.

Mr MacKinnon: Have you plans to reverse that
trend?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I will come to that in a
moment.

I will give an example of the last holiday my
family spent at Rottnest. It was in March, when
the cost of accommodation in an ordinary bunga-
low or flat at Rottnest was approximately S300 to
$320 for 10 days. The cost of travelling to
Rottnest was approximately $60 and the cost of
hiring bikes for my wife, my eldest son, and me
was approximately $50. So, before we even have a
meal at Rottnest we have costs of well over $400.
On top of that amount, we must add 10 days'
living expenses at Rottuest. With some modesty, I
must say I am a good fisherman so we tend to eat
a fair bit of fish, but taking that into account the
living expenses amounted to well over $100 for the
10 days. So for 10 days at Rottriest, as a family,
we were looking at $500 at least. There are not too
many families in this State that can afford $500
for a 10-day holiday at Roitnest.

A holiday on the island could be cheaper, and
the member for Nedlands referred to tent land.
There are also some quite cheap bungalows which
are quite reasonable accommodation.

In terms of the future of Rottnest, I have the
utmost faith in the Premier and people such as the
member for Rockingham, who is on the Rottnest
Island Board, and other board members whom I
know, and I know that they will, in the years to
come, move towards the provision of more low-
cost accommodation on Rottnest. I think we all
recognise that it really is long overdue.

Over the course of the last couple of years,
because of my interest in Rottnest, I have had long
discussions with other members on this side of the
House who also have that personal interest. I refer
to the member for Cockburn, the member for
Rockingham, the member for Fremantle-in
whose electorate Rottnest ties-and the Premier,
all of whom recognise the need for that low-cost
accommodation. I notice in the plans for Rottnest
that there will be moves towards low-cost accom-
modation. I do hope that plan comes to fruition.

The only real move, in recent years, to low-cost
accommodation was one by the member for
cockburn for cheap pine chalets to be erected at
the Bathurst Lighthouse end of Rottnest. Those
chalets were in many ways a sincere attempt on
the part of the then Hoard to provide low-cost
accommodation.

I think there can be great moves afoot to make
sure that that is extended and that tent land is
extended and improved to provide the low-cost
accommodation that is needed.

The Opposition has shown a mean-mindled atti-
tude to the Government's achievements on
Rottnest over 12 months. The Premier mentioned
at least 10 achievements in that 12 months, and
that the consultants' plan for Rottnest develop-
ment is no more than a concept. The Premier has
indicated that he would be horrified by the idea of
an IS-hole golf course at Rottnest.

The Premier has made it clear to the Parliament
tonight-he has certainly made it clear to me and
members of the Government-that he does care
about Rottnest and is concerned about its future.

I take the greatest pleasure in seconding this
amendment, because I believe that what the
Government is doing for Rottnest is much better
than what the previous Government achieved in
the nine years it was in government. That means
that the future of Rottnest, as far as the people of
Western Australia are concerned, is assured.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [10.46 p.m.]:
The Opposition should support the amendment
that has been moved by the Premier. When one
reads it closely, it says almost exactly what the
Opposition was saying in its original motion. How-
ever, the Premier has changed the words around a
little.
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The Government has got itself into difficulty
over this matter and there is good reason for it. It
was stressed by other speakers from this side of
the House tonight that the Premier has done a
number of things, set some things in train, and
achieved other things of which he is very proud;
but nevertheless the Rottnest Island Board is a
very active board. As that is the case, things are
happening and the public want to know what is
happening. The Opposition also wants to know
what is happening. Of course more questions are
being asked at the moment because the Opposition
reads in the Press what is intended. That has not
happened for something like 30 years because
there has always been a member of the Opposition
on the board. In fact, for the last nine or ten years
the member for Cockburn was the Opposition
member, until the present Government put him off
it. He was reappointed by the previous Govern-
ment on something like two occasions.

The member for Cockburn would know that one
of the best examples of why it is a sound move to
have both the Government and the Opposition
represented on the board was demonstrated in the
Chamber this evening during question time. The
member for Merredin asked a question without
notice about Rottnest. The member for Cockburn
and I were in the Chamber at that time. However,
the member for Cockburn left because the
Premier went on at such great lengths that he
presumably got tired and could not wait until the
end of the answer.

Mr Jamieson: There has not always been an
Opposition member on the board.

Mr LAURANCE: No, but it does go back a
long way. It was the Labor Government that
started it; I think it was in 1956.

Mr Jamieson: The present Minister for
Agriculture and the member for Cockburn were
both on the board, but Mr Abbott had passed
from the board. You should get your facts right.

Mr LAURANCE: Members will find it has
been traditional since the late 1950s to have a
member of the Opposition on the board.

Mr Evans: I appointed the member for
Cockburn to the board in my time, and there was
no Opposition member on it then. He was left on
the board after the change in Government.

Mr LAURANCE: That was not the first time. I
do not know what the break was, but I thought it
was continuous since 1956. I did not indicate
earlier that we appointed the member for
Cockburn.

Mr Evans: We appointed him.
Mr LAURANCE: Yes, I know that, and I am

not in conflict with the Minister on that point.

When we were in Government we reappointed the
member for Cockburn to the board on two oc-
casions.

When the question was raised about Catherine
Bay, the blasting of a reef, and the extension of
the boating facilities at Rottnest, the Premier
responded and said that the decision to do that
was taken while I was the chairman of the board.
He complimented himself on a number of other
things. He tried to shed the responsibility earlier
tonight by saying, "You can not blame me for
doing that because it was a decision taken when
the member for Gascoyne was chairman of the
board". However, he claimed credit for half a
dozen things tonight, and the decisions to carry
out those things were made when I was chairman
of the board.

It is very convenient for the Premier to accept
the responsibility for some things of which he is
proud, and he can shed the blame for other things
on his predecessor, who happens to be myself.
Nevertheless, I do not know what point was being
made or why the member asked thi question
about Catherine Bay, but he obviously has a prob-
lem about it.

I am confident that the decision made at the
time was the correct one. Certainly, I did not
receive any opposition from the member from
Cockburn, who was on the board at the time. I
presume I had the support of the then Opposition
because an Opposition member was on the board.
I raise that issue because the matters which are
being discussed tonight about the future direction
of Rottnest, the way in which the Government is
going, and what it intends, would have been well
known to the Opposition if the precedent had been
maintained.

The Premier suggested at the last meeting that
he redress what I considered to be a mistake and
have the Government appoint a member of the
Opposition. Presumably the members of the
board, half of whom were appointed during my
time as chairman and the others by the former
Liberal-National Country Party Government, all
said they did not want a member of the Opposition
on the board. I can explain that quite clearly. The
Rottnest Island Board has become very politicised
since this Government came into power. When one
thinks about the facts that the member for
Cockburn was dumped by his colleagues and the
member for Rockingham was placed on the board,
the Premier's brother attends all meetings, and the
Premier's adviser on tourism is also a regular visi-
tor, then, goodness me, the Premier and his
minions outnumber the original board members. I
am sure they would not want anyone else from the
Parliament on the board. Good God, almost all the
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members from the Government side of the Parlia-
ment are on the board already. That is one reason
the Government would not want any other mem-
bers of the Parliament on the board.

The Premier knows that Rottnest Island is a
sensitive issue. One way of ensuring that the pub-
lic are informed and there is an even look at the
situation is to have an Opposition member on the
board. That was a sensible decision over the last
decade, and it would have saved the Premier some
of the embarrassment which I am sure he has seen
expressed in letters to the editors of the various
newspapers-

Mr Davies: Why should there be an Opposition
member on this board and not on other boards?

Mr LAURANCE: It has been a tradition, and
it is a sensitive area.

Mr Davies: To carry that argument through,
you would need to have an Opposition member on
every board.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Briefly, I pay a tribute to the

members of the board, but not particularly its
present chairman at the moment. I will deal with
him later. However, the Premier referred to the
board members and the contribution they make.
They have a wide range of expertise and give a
tremendous amount of dedicated effort. I am sorry
that the member for Cockburn is not in the House;
I enjoyed my contact with the board, and I ad-
mired his contribution. In fact, the co-operation
we achieved as members on either side of the
political fence was rewarding to us both. It cer-
tainly was to me, and I know that if he were
present he would give an indication of that by way
of interjection. It was an inspiring time of my life
to have the opportunity to be chairman of that
board. I am sure the Premier reels the same way
about his involvement.

I would like to explain to the Premier how sensi-
tive an issue he has on his hands, because one of
the things he has on his list of wonderful achieve-
ments in a short time was the removal of the Army
from Rottniest. I acknowledge that. It was part of
the Five-year plan for the development of Rottnest
that was produced by the former Government, and
it contained a number of things that were put into
train during the year prior to the present chair-
man's taking over. One plan was that we would
negotiate to obtain that Army land. The present
Government has been more successful, and that
has been acknowledged by this side of the House.

The Premier mentioned the upgrading of the
Lodge. This afternoon, when a member said that
the Catherine Bay development had been
undertaken last year, he jumped up and said,

"Hang on a moment, this was done when the Hon.
Ian Laurance was chairman of the board". He
tried to share some responsibility with his
predecessor on that occasion. On the other hand,
he said tonight in this debate that the upgrading of
the Lodge was his first great achievement. He was
able to announce that upgrading in a matter of
days after he came into office purely because ten-
ders had been called some months before the
Government took office.

I want to explain to the Government what a
sensitive issue it has on its hands. The Government
has run into the same sort of flak that I did when
it was announced that tenders would be called for
the upgrading of the Lodge-an achievement that
the Government has claimed as its initiative when,
in fact, it was not. I received this same sort of flak
because when the board decided to upgrade the
Lodge many people asked what was happening to
Rottnest. The Sunday Independent treated me
badly over it, but that is not surprising. I refer to
an article which appeared on the front page of the
26 December 3982 issue, which was titled
"Rottnest Shock". It said, "Is Rottniest finished as
a family resort". I draw the attention of the House
to the fact that when it was announced by the
former chairman of the former board that the
Lodge would be upgraded, the Sunday Indepen-
dent newspaper ran that report. It said-

Without any policy announcement the
Government has called for public tenders for
some of the island's recreation accommo-
dation and industries.

That article was not so much a shock, but very
cleverly a sketch of a high-rise building was put
beside that article. This is the type of flak that the
Government is starting to wear now. I am pointing
out what asensitive issue Rottnest Island is, and
that is why the Government should have left an
Opposition member on the board. However, it was
quite despicable of the newspaper to run an article
headed "Rottnest Shock" and then have an artist's
impression of a high-rise building next to it. When
one looked at it one would have thought that the
Government intended putting high-rise buildings
on Rottnest. When the paper was folded over one
would see "Rottnecst Shock" and a high rise build-
ing, but when it was opened up, one saw that the
high-rise building was an advertisement for
$25 000 worth of family holidays to be won.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I am just explaining to the

House that these sorts of things are happening,
and one way of overcoming them is to ensure that
there is an Opposition member on the board.

Mr Pearce: Is there any issue in the Daily News
to which you take exception.
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Mr LAURANCE: I beard that the member for
Armadale was out collecting signatures for his
brother's land rights petition.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: There are a number of other

points I would like to raise because it is a serious
issue. The Opposition is concerned about what is
happening and it wants to be kept informed, as
does the public. Serious public concern has been
expressed about where the chairman of the board
is taking the community. He has not kept the
Opposition properly informed by not having a
member of the Opposition on the Board. There-
fore, he deserves the flak which is rightly coming
his way. We want to continue the debate when the
opportunity arises.

Mr Brian Burke: Do I understand you to say
that you are supporting the amendment?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes. I had to commence my
speech before a copy of the amendment was given

to me because the Premier made it available only
at the end of his speech.

It appears that the Premier has said what the
Opposition is seeking-the words have only been
changed slightly.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think there is too
much disagreement.

Mr LAURANCE: No, it is only a matter of
degree and of how Government members ap-
proach the subject.

Mr Brian Burke: Except for the member for
Karrinyup.

Leave to Continue Speech
Mr LAURANCE: I seek leave to continue my

remarks at a later date.
Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

House adjourned at) 11.00 p~m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Inquiry
2928. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister with

special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is he aware that last December a sub-

mission to the Seaman inquiry from a
Mrs B. Locke from Country Downs
Station via Broome was rejected by
Michael Dwyer of the Seaman inquiry
as being too late?

(2) Is it correct that since the closing date
approximately 60 submissions have been
accepted from Aborigines and anthro-
pologists?

(3) How many submissions have been re-
jected by the inquiry?

Mr W ILSON replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
No. The closing date was for sub-
missions or notices of intention to make
submissions. As at the latest count, 64
submissions have been received since the
closing date. They come from mining
interests, pastoral interests, Government
and local government bodies, non-Abor-
iginal individuals, an environmental
group, anthropologists, and Aboriginal
interests.

(3) See reply to question 821 of Tuesday, 3
April 1984.

3044. This question was further postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Pipeline: Kalgoorlie
3050. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to his reply to question 2951

of 1984, will he please say by how much
was it estimated a privately funded and
constructed natural gas pipeline to
Kalgoorlie would affect the State
Energy Commission electricity sales?

(2) In opposing the proposal, did the State
Energy Commission offer any construc-
tive alternatives to assist the potential
customer?

(3) If so, what alternative proposals were
advanced?

(4) What policy is the Government propos-
ing regarding gas supplies to Kalgoorlie?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) It was expected that the proposed natu-

ral gas pipeline to Kalgoorlie would have
a minor effect on the State Energy
Commission's electricity sales in the re-
gion.

(2) The commission did not oppose the pro-
posal.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) At the present time the demand for
natural gas in the Kalgoorlie region is
insufficient to justify commercial devel-
opment of a gas pipeline. The State
Energy Commission is maintaining con-
tact with potential energy users in the
region and will review the situation
should additional demand develop.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Pipeline: Borrowing Approvals
3076. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
Is it still the intention of the State
Energy Commission to attempt to utilise
unused capital borrowing approvals for
the Dampier-Wagerup natural gas pipe-
line, to finance the purchase of natural
gas that might be placed in inventory?

Mr PARKER replied:
No, it is not intended to utilise bor-
rowing approvals for capital purposes to
finance gas inventories.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges: Increase

3080. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In considering any possible increase in
energy charges for the 1984-85 year, is
it the Government's intention not only to
consider the percentage change in cost
but also a revision of the tariff schedule
structure and which tariff is most appli-
cable to each customer?

Mr PARKER replied:
Any decision to make revisions to the
tariff schedule structures in 1984-85 will
not be made until the interim report of
the Committee of Inquiry into Gas and
Electricity Tariffs in Western Australia
and detailed advice from the Energy
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Commission has been received and con-
sidered by the Government.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges: Inquiry

3081. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the current inquiry into

the structure of energy tariffs in West-
ern Australia, how many submissions
have been received by the inquiry?

(2) Is it intended that the submissions will
be made public?

(3) As the interim report due to be available
at the end of April will be used to assist
in determining tariffs for the 1984-85
financial year, what consideration is
being given to having direct discussions
with industry prior to any final determi-
nation being made?

(4) Is it the intention of the Government
that the interim tariff report will be
made public?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The closing date for receipt of sub-

missions is 30 June 1984, and, to date,
94 submissions have been received.

(2) No. The inquiry has indicated that it
will treat submissions confidentially;
however, those making submissions are
free to make them publicly available.

(3) The decision to have direct discussion
with industry prior to any final determi-
nation of tariffs for 1984-85 will be
made after the detailed tariff advice
from the commission and the committee
of inquiry into tariffs has been received
and considered.

(4) Yes.

FUEL AND ENERGY

State Energy Commission: Construction and
Workshops Group

3085. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

2886 on Wednesday, I I April 1984, how
is it considered that any commitment
between the State Energy Commission
and various trade unions to give agreed
work to private enterprise constitutes a
" commercial matter"?

(2) Does the nature of this "commercial
matter" constitute a financial arrange-
menit or a demarcation agreement?

(3) Why is the State Energy Commission
still conducting discussions with various
trade unions regarding identifying work
which must be done within the construc-
tion and workshops group and/or
awarded to private enterprise?

(4) How many members of the Municipal
Officers' Association are employed by
the State Energy Commission in the
construction and workshops group?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The decision to either arrange for work

to be done by the construction and work-
shops group or by private enterprise will
be made on a commercial basis from
time to time.

(2) As above. There is no element of demar-
cation involved.

(3) The Government expressed the wish chat
the commission act in this manner as
part of its policy of consulting with its
work force.

(4) There are 40 salaried officers eligible for
membership of the MOA. The com-
mission does not record actual union
membership.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS

Purchasing Preferences: Victorian Agreement
3 104. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for In-

dustrial Development:
How does the policy included in his re-
cent ministerial statement about the
Government's Future stand on preference
to locally manufactured goods and ser-
vices compare and stand up in the
interests of Western Australia with the
agreement the Ford Company re-
portedly reached with the Victorian
Government?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The agreement concluded between Ford
and the Victorian Government is not di-
rectly related to Government procure-
ment or State preference policies. It en-
compasses an industrial training element
linked into Ford's Geelong training es-
tablishment and an industrial supplies
office which will operate in and for the
private sector. The industrial supplies
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office will obtain its initial funding from
Government sources.

The Western Australian Government is
examining the Victorian scheme to de-
cidc whether such agreements are likely
to be practicable or fruitful.

Such an initiative would be additional to
the policy measures presently under con-
sideration, which are designed to boost
the benefits derived by local industry
from the Government's purchasing pol-
icy.

Should the member wish to be better in-
formed on the Victorian scheme, he may
care to refer to a further article in the
The Australian Financial Review of 18
April 1984.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS

Purchasing Preferences: Resource Development
Cornpanfies

3105. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In view of the Deputy Premier's recent
ministerial statement about the Govern-
ment's future stand on preference to lo-
cally manufactured goods and services,
what is the Government's policy toward
State agreements with resources devel-
opment companies? More particularly,
will it retain the local preference clause
or will it abandon it?

Mr PARKER replied:

The Government will continue to pro-
mote the optimal degree of local support
for resource development projects. There
is no proposal put forward to "abandon"
such clauses.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges: Increase

3106. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In regard to the statement by him and
the State Energy Commission that the
percentage increase in energy tariffs for
1984-85 will be that which is required to
cover the cost of supply, what efforts is
the Government making to ensure that
the State Energy Commission makes
every effort to contain the cost of supply
at the lowest possible level?

Mr PARKER replied:

I made no such statement.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Con tributory Extension Scheme: Capital Funds

3107. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What is the estimate of capital funds
which will be committed to rural con-
tributory extension schemes during
1983-84?

Mr PARKER replied:
At this stage, expected to be approxi-
mately $5.5 million.

FUEL AND ENERGY

State Energy Commission: Housing
3108. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
Adverting to the reply given to question
2891 on Wednesday, I1I April 1984,
under the Government's renting pro-
posals now being implemented, when is
it anticipated that rental levels of the
State Energy Commission housing will
be the same as Government Employees'
Housing Authority rental rates?

Mr PARKER replied:
As advised in answer to question 281]
on Thursday, 5 April 1984, the Govern-
ment still has this matter under con-
s ideration.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Station: Bun bury

3109. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

If, as has been indicated in previous
replies, the State Energy Commission
has not been Providing "technical assist-
ance" and "support" to Korean interests
interested in the development of a power
station-aluminium smelter complex in
the south-west, for what reason have
there been extensive visits to Korea by
senior commission personnel during re-
cent years?

Mr PARKER replied:

Visits to Korea by personnel from the
Government and State Energy Com-
mission have been made at various times
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in order to progress technical, commer-
cial, and Financing aspects of the pro-
posed power station and aluminium
smelter development.

ANIMALS
Veterinary Products: Irish Australian Horse

Products Pry. Ltd.
3121. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
On what date was a temporary permit
issued by the Department of Agriculture
to Irish Australian Horse Products Pty.
Ltd. in 1984 to market schedule 6 veter-
inary products in Western Australia?

Mr EVANS replied:

A temporary permit was issued on 10
August, 1983 (under the Veterinary
Preparations and Animal Feeding Stuffs
Act) to Irish Australian Horse Care
Products to enable that company to sell
four veterinary preparations, one of
which is in schedule 5 of the Poisons
Act. The other three are not scheduled.
None is in schedule 6.

FU EL AN D EN ERGY: COA L

Western Collieries Ltd.: Long-term Contract
3122. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
Adverting to his reply to question 2840
given on Tuesday. 10 April 1984, what
is the estimated tonnage of coal which
will be purchased from Western
Collieries during-

(a) 1983-84;

(b) 1984-85;

Mr

(a)

FUEL AND ENERGY: STATE ENERGY
COMMISSION

Stanford Research Institute Report; Submissions

3123. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the report and rec-

ommendations received from the
Stanford Research Institute, have any
submissions been or are still being re-
ceived from industry and the general
public relating to the report?

(2) Is the Government still prepared to re-
ceive comments on the report?

(3) Have the Commissioners of the State
Energy Commission, or the commission
itself, yet made comments to the
Government on the report?

(4) Having regard to the Government's pub-
licly expressed concern regarding the
matters referred to in the report, when is
it intended decisions will be made on the
future planning and management of
energy resources in Western Australia?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)

(c) 1985-86?

PARKER replied:

Purchase of coal from Western
Collieries will approximate 1.3 million
tonnes in 1983-84.

(b) and (c) Contract details for future years
cannot be released while negotiations
are in progress.

to (4) As advised in my answer to
question 2752, the SRI Report is still
under consideration by the Government.

When these considerations have been fi-
nalised, the Government's decision will
be announced. It is not the intention of
the Government to rush into decisions
relating to the future energy planning
and management within Western Aus-
tralia.

When my predecessor, the Hon. Peter
Dowding, tabled the SRI report, he
stated that before deciding what changes
were to be made the Government sought
comment from members of Parliament,
Government departments, industry, and
the public at large. He indicated that all
wishing to express a view will have their
opinions considered. That position has
not changed. The Government is always
willing to receive and encourage public
and industry input into its decision mak-
ing processes.
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M I NISTERS OF TH E CROWN

Staff- Mr Bill Thomas

3124. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

2919 on Wednesday, 11 April 1984,
what qualifications, experience, and
capacities has Mr Thomas which rec-
ommended him for appointment as a
ministerial officer-special services?

(2) What salary and allowances or other
forms of remuneration or perquisites are
available to Mr Thomas?

(3) What duties have so far been given to
Mr Thomas by him as referred to in
part (4) of his reply?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No particular qualifications are speci-

fled for the position ministerial
officer-special services.

(2) Salary: $34 644-reduced salary for the
time being under the provisions of the
Temporary Reduction of Remuneration
(Senior Public Officers) Act 1983, plus
33 000 p.a. allowance,

(3) Mr Thomas' duties have included ad-
ministrative assistance, research, consul-
tation, and discussion associated with
the development and implementation of
policy within the several areas of re-
sponsibility in my portfolio.

HOUSING; MORTGAGES

Repayments: Government Assistance

3127. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has he received a report, as was indi-

cated in the Western Mail of 20 April.
which shows the number of Western
Australians seeking Government help to
pay their loans is growing rapidly-at
the irate of about 100 a week?

(2) If so, who prepared the report?
(3) Will he table a copy of the report in the

Parliament?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) What action is he taking on the report?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) As reported correctly in The Western

Mail of 20 April, a report has been pre-
pared for me showing that those seeking
assistance to pay their rental are apply-

ing at a rate of about 100 a week-not
to pay their loan as stated in the
question.

(2) The report was prepared by State Hous-
ing Commission officers as background
material for use by the State in the
negotiation of the new Common-
wealth/State housing agreement which
is currently proceeding.

(3) Yes.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) This will depend on the outcome of the

negotiations between the States and the
Commonwealth. However, both the
Commonwealth and this State increased
allocations for public housing by 50 per
cent in their 1983-84 Budgets and we
will continue to give the funding of this
programme the highest priority to make
up for the neglect of past State and Fed-
eral Governments which led to an enor-
mous build up of unmet need for public
housing.
The report was tabled (see paper No..
737).

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges: Rebates

3138. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

As the yearly personal. re-application at
the State Energy Commission head
office for pensioners rebate does cause
difficulties for some Perth suburban
pensioners, would he consider such ap-
plications being able to be made at
banks or post offices where State Energy
Commission accounts can be paid?

Mr PARKER replied:
An improved system of re-registration
was introduced in December 1983 to
avoid pensioners having to visit a com-
mission office to re-apply. Under this
system, pensioners are circularised at
the same time they receive their new
health benefits and concessions card. An
appropriate card and post paid envelope
is forwarded to all registered customers.
Upon the return of that card the
customer is registered for a further year.
This is considered to be more convenient
and less costly than permitting annual
re-registration through the commission's
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collecting agents, which, in remote
areas, are banks and shires. Post offices
are not agents of the commission for col-
lection of energy accounts.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges: Increase

3139. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Have there been any instructions and/or

wishes given directly or indirectly by the
Government to the State Energy Com-
mission to keep increase of tariffs for
1984-85 to nil or to a very low level?

(2) If so, have these instructions and/or
wishes included ways which facilitate nil
or lower tariff increases, such as lesser
self-financing, lesser depreciation rate,
different values for depreciation, using
reserves for ongoing expenditure,
postponing repairs and maintenance,
etc.?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The Government and the com-

mission are making all prudent and re-
sponsible efforts to ensure that com-
mission costs and tariff increases are
kept at the lowest possible levels consist-
ent with responsible business manage-
ment and the Government's obligations
to the public and to industry.

ABORIGINES

Grants: Administrat ion

3143. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal A ffairs:
(1) What Government officer is to be

stationed in Kununurra. to help adminis-
ter $5 million over five years to local
Aboriginal communities?

(2) What will be his official position, de-
partmental attachment, and salary?

(3) When will his term begin?
(4) Is the department concerned-

(a) that such an approach to funding is
seen as paternalistic;

(b) would entrust too much power and
influence to one man?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (4) The Government is examining the

most appropriate method by which the

funds being set aside as part of the
Argyle joint venturers' agreement with
the State Government can be adminis-
tered.
This arrangement is being considered in
consultation with the company and local
Aboriginal interests affected by the
mining development. There is no com-
mitment to the paticular arrangement
which the Leader of the Opposition
seems to indicate is a fail accompli.
It should be noted that the Argyle dia-
mond mine joint venturers provides one
full time and one senior part-time em-
ployee to assist with implementation of
the so called "good neighbour" policy
operated by the company. Approxi-
mately $310 000 is being made available
per annumn (currently indexed) through
that programme.

3145. This question was further postponed.

AGED PERSONS

Broome

3146. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:
(I) Is he aware of considerable concern in

Broome over the lack of facilities for the
frail aged in that town?

(2) Has a survey been carried out to estab-
lish the extent of the need?

(3) Is he aware that a committee has been
formed to work for the establishment of
a frail aged nursing home?

(4) Is he aware the committee has the sup-
port of the Broome Shire Council?

(5) What meetings has his department had
with the council and the committee on
this matter?

(6) If "Yes", when were the meetings held?
(7) Is a further meeting proposed, and if so,

when?
(8) If not, why?
(9) As the lack of a frail aged nursing home

at Broome is placing great stress on
patients through having to leave the
town and become separated from their
families, what action does he propose to
overcome the problem?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A survey by departmental officers is

planned to commence on 22 May 1984.
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(3) and (4) Yes.
(5) There has been correspondence with the

Broome shire but a formal meeting has
not been held.

(6)

(7)
Answered by (5).
Discussions will be held during the visit
by the survey team to Broome.

(8) Answered by (7).
(9) A survey to determine the extent of the

need for this facility will commence on
22 May to provide information on which
future action may be decided.

EASTER STATE FAIR
Government Assistance

3147. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Was the Government or any of its

agencies involved in-
(a) promoting the concept;
(b) planning;
(c) arranging;
the Easter State Fair?

(2) Was any financial assistance given to
stage the fair?

(3) Did the Government give any assistance
in promoting the fair?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I ) to (3) To the best of my knowledge

there was no Government involvement.

H EA LTH: TOBACCO

Advertising: Campaign

314S. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:

What advice or studies did the Govern-
ment commission or has the Government
received on its antismoking advertising
etc., campaign as recently announced?

Mr HODGE replied:
Extensive background research of the
available published literature was under-
taken by the smoking and health project
team, members of the State co-
ordinating committee, and research con-
sultants to the project team.
Primary research was also undertaken
both by the team (with assistance from
the Australian Bureau of Statistics and
the Education Department) and an inde-
pendent market research company.

Evaluation of data from campaigns con-
ducted in South Australia and New
South Wales was obtained also.
Information distilled from this research
and Studies formed the basis of the pro-
gramme and the advertising agency's
campaign.

INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF YOUTH

Chairman and Committee

3149. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) When was Mr Graham Mabury ap-

pointed as Chairman of the WA Com-
mittee for the International Year of
Youth?

(2) Who are the other members of the com-
mittee?

(3) What remuneration, if any, will the
members of this committee be paid for
acting in these positions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Graham Mabury was appointed as

Chairman of the International Year
Youth Co-ordinating Committee
March of this year.

of
in

(2) The other members of the committee
are
Elena Mobilia-National IYY Com-
mittee
Carol Buckley-Youth Affairs Council
of WA
Liz Bray-Youth Network
Rosemary Diprose-WA Confederation
of Voluntary Youth Organisations
Chris Brown-WA Worker with Youth
Network
Ellis Grifflths-Dpartmemt of Youth,
Sport and Recreation
Shirley Wheeler-Education Depart-
ment
Dr Suzanne Robertson-Youth Health
Services
Inspector R. Crane-Poice Department
Peter Davis-Department of Com-
munity Welfare
Ken Beatty-Commonwealth Depart-
ment of Education and Youth Affairs
Councillor Kevin Trent-representing
local governments
Frank Lindsay-Trades and Labor
Council
Lyndon Rowe-WA Confederation of
Industry
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David Cook-United Nations Associ-
ationi
Jeannie Bell-WA Sports Federation
Joan Pope-representing the arts
Mark l-utson-Australian Council for
Rehabilitation of the Disabled
Judith Siddons-WA Women's Advis-
ory Council
Robert Chelliah-Ethnic Communities
Council.

(3) None, apart from the three unemployed
young people on the committee who will
be offered out of pocket expenses associ-
ated with their committee duties.

ROTTNEST ISLAND

Development: Government Decision

3150. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Tour-
ism:

(1) Has the Government made a decision to
go ahead with development plans for
Roitnest Island to attract international
tourists?

(2) If so, why is it still asking for sub-
missions from the public until 21 May
1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES

Reservoir Murray River

3151. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Adverting to the reply by him to

question 2776 of 1984, to what extent
has preparation of the environmental re-
view and management Programme for
the proposed North Dandalup dam pro-
ceeded so far?

(2) When is it expected that the environ-
mental review and management pro-
gramme will be made public and open to
public comment?

M rTON K IN replied:

(1) Presently, it is anticipated that North
Dandalup dam will not be constrrl d
until the mid 1990s. In the meantime,
some work is proceeding on the prep-
aration of an environmental review and
management programme.

(2) Early 1990s, The document will review
all available data from studies up to that
date and will be released in adequate
time for effective public comment.

WATER RESOURCES

Ca tchment Areas: Indigenous Undergrowth;

3152. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Do professional officers in the engineer-
ing division of the Public Works Depart-
ment have the view that indigenous
undergrowth in catchment areas is
equally important as the deep-rooted
trees for preventing saline inflow into
creeks, rivers, etc.. feeding dams?

(2) If so, what proof is available to substan-
tiate this view?

Mr TON KIN replied:

(1) Although not equally as important as
the deep rooted trees, professional
officers in the Engineering Division do
believe that such undergrowth does have
a beneficial effect in many circum-
stances and can assist in preventing sal-
inity increase in streamflow.

(2) Proof resulting from specific research is
not available. It is accepted by scientists
that the interception of rainfall by
undergrowth reduces the recharge to
saline groundwater and this in turn
reduces saline streamfiows in many cir-
cumstances.

WASTE DISPOSAL

Waste Wafer Treatment Plant: Subiaco

3153. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) How far have works proceeded with the

new and redeveloped installations at the
Subiaco waste water treatment plant, in-
cludinig the buildup of the required ca-
pacity to treat sewage redirected to it
from the Swanbourne plant which is to
be closed?

(2) What will be the estimated value of the
then already completed parts of this
redevelopment project at 30 June 1984?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) The works on site are approximately 15

per cent completed.

(2) Estimated $9 million.
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WASTE DISPOSAL
Waste Water Treatment Plant: Beenyup

3154. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

What will be the estimated value of the
then already completed part of the
Beenyup waste water treatment plant
extension No. 2 at 30 June 19842

M r TONK IN replied:

Estimated $15 million.

SEWERAGE

Point Peron Pipeline: Progress

3155. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is the Cape Peron ocean outlet project

expected to be completed on schedule
before the end of the current financial
year?

(2) What would be the estimated value of
the project at the time of completion?

(3) If "No", to (1), what would be the esti-
mated value of the then already com-
pleted part of the project at 30 June
1994?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) The project will be operational, as pro-
grammed, before the end of the current
financial year. However, the programme
has never provided for the full
completion of all works by that date.

(2) Estimate-$48.5 million.

(3) Estimate-$47 million.

FUEL AND ENERGY: STATE ENERGY
COMMISSION

Board: Appointment

3156. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Who has been appointed to fill the
vacancy on the Board of the State
Energy Commission?

Mr PARKER replied:

A decision has not been made on this
matter.

STATE FINANCE

FinanrcialI Institu tions Du ty: Sta te Energy Com-
mission

3157. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy.

What was the aggregate amount the
State Energy Commission had to pay for
financial institutions duty separately
during the months of January. February,
and March, 1984?

Mr PARKER replied:
January 1984-$1 3 550.52
February 1984-$12 612.94
March 1984-S15 680.53.

RECREATION

Coopers Mill

3158. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) What is the purpose and description of

works being executed on Reserve No.
23015 at the western portion of
Coolinup Island adjacent to the Murray
River?

(2) Are these works undertaken by the Peel
Inlet Management Authority by virtue
of section 25(2)(j) of the Waterways
Conservation Act or by the Shire of
Murray which apparently is in control of
this reserve as a board of management
by virtue of section 34 of the Lands
Act?

(3) What is the estimated total cost involved
including the lengthy extension of water
main?

(4) What is/are the source/s of funding for
the works?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(I) The project is to restore Coopers Mill

and construct a jetty so that the area be-
comes a recreation area open for the
boating public on the Murray River.
The mill and the amenities are being
constructed according to plans prepared
by the Public Works Department.

(2) The works are being undertaken jointly
between the Peel Inlet Management
Authority and the Murray Shire Coun-
cil.

(3) The total cost Of the Project is estimated
to be approximately $62 936 including
the extension of the water main.
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(4) The sources of funds are-
Commonwealth wage pause contri-
bution-$43 896
Murray Shire Council-
materials-S7 000
PIMA-rnaterials-$3 000
PIMA-supervision and adminis-
tration-$9 040

EDUCATION

Primary School:, Kapinara
3159. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Education:

What was the number of students en-
rolled at the Kapinara primary school-
(a) at the end of the 1983 school year;

(b) at the beginning of the 1984 school
year?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) 285;
(b) 247, plus 17 enrolled in the language de-

velopment unit.
3160 and 3161. These questions were postponed.

GAMBLING: CASINO

Burswnnd Island: Meetings

3162. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:
(1) In the light of his discussions with the

Lord Mayor of Perth does he know of
any meetings being held to discuss the
casino issue?

(2) Has the Lord Mayor, or anybody else,
informed him that any meetings will be
convened?

(3) (a) Will he, or any Minister, be at-
tending such a meeting when it is
advertised;

(b) in what capacity; and
(c) will any Government personnel be

available to answer questions?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) As indicated in my media release

of 19 April 1984, and which is hereby
tabled, planning, transport, and environ-
mental concerns would be examined in
detail and the necessary consultations on
these matters are a constant and con-
tinuing process.

The release was tahled (see paper No.
738).

3163. This question was postponed.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES

Farm: Night Use

3164. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Are vehicles licensed under the category

of "farm vehicle" permitted to travel
along a road at night if they are properly
equipped with lights?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

FUEL AND ENERGY: COAL

Griffin Coal Mlining Co. Ltd.: Deliveries
3165. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to coal deliveries to the

State Energy Commission at Collie
under its coal purchase contract with the
Griffin Coal Company, what deliveries
of coal have been made by the company
between 1 July 1983 and 30 April 1984?

(2) Has any coal been rejected by the State
Energy Commission because it has
failed to meet the quality requirements
of the contract in the same period?

(3) Does the State Energy Commission con-
sider it will vary the amount finally de-
livered for this financial year in accord-
ance with the tonnage variation allowed
for in the purchase contract?

(4) What coal tonnages are currently held
in stock by the State Energy Com-
mission at the Muja power station and
at the Delta facility near Collie?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) 1714 736.3 tonnes.
(2) Yes.
(3) This is commercially confidential infor-

mation.
(4) Muja, as at 30 April-699 296 tonnes

Delta, as at 30 April-90 739 tonnes.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Sales: Budgeted Increase

3166. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(I ) Advrting to the reply given to question
2963 on Tuesday, 12 April 1984, was
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part (1) of the reply correct in indicating
the State Energy Commission budgeted
for an increase in total energy sales of
I8 per cent, excluding sales to Alcoa of
Australia and Fremantle Gas and Coke
Company for 1983-84?

(2) As the estimated increase is now esti-
mated at less than one per cent, what is
the estimated shortfall in budgeted rev-
enue to the State Energy Commission?

Mr PARKER replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) The increase in total energy sales is not

estimated to be less than one per cent.
The member may be confusing the com-
mission's total energy sales with sales of
electrical power.

3167. This question was postponed.

TAXATION

Resources Deveiopment

3168. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the Federal Govern-

ment's proposed resources rent tax, was
he correctly reported in The Australian
Financial Review of 12 April 1984, in
reporting the Western Australian
Government's "considera bit hostility"
and "considerable reservations" about
the proposals?

(2) Is he aware of the statement by the
Minister for Transport indicating ac-
ceptance of the proposed centralist tax-
ing measures?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The article referred to in the question
appears to be based on the text of a
speech which was delivered on my be-
half by my colleague, the Hon. Peter
Dowding. to the Association of Mining
Exploration Companies.

The speech referred in part to the Com-
monwealth Government's proposals for
resources rent tax. The text of the
speech said in part "until complete de-
tails of the Commonwealth proposals are
available it is difficult to state exactly
where we stand. Nevertheless I can say
that the State does have considerable
reservations about resources rent tax."

At no stage have I used the words
"considerable hostility".

I do not consider that this and other
references to resources rent tax in that
paper show considerable hostility but
certainly indicate considerable reser-
vations.

It is important to note the fact that this
article was published on 12 April. The
speech to which it referred was delivered
on 29 March-well before the an-
nouncement of the Commonwealth's re-
sources rent tax proposals and the confi-
dential advice which I had received and
on which I instructed my departments to
negotiate.

(2) It is extraordinary that the member for
Narrogin discusses "centralist taxing
measures', because during the time that
he was Minister for Fuel and Energy,
more revenue in this area was
transferred to the Commonwealth than
at any other time in the nation's history.

I am aware of the Minister for
Transport's speech to the House on 18
April. However, the question certainly
does not refer accurately to that state-
menit and I am unaware of the statement
to which it would refer.

LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Attitude of Minister for Minerals and
Energy

3169. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Was it correctly reported that in a pre-
pared paper he advised a mining indus-
try luncheon meeting that "he believed
Aboriginal Land Rights should be
granted on the principle of an economic
and social development programme for
the poorest sector of our community"
and he did not consider land rights
should be granted on "the principle of
prior ownership of Australia"?

Mr PARKER replied:
In the same speech referred to in my
answer to question 3168, the following
comments were made-

The State Government is commit-
ted to a concept of Aboriginal land
ownership. ft is also committed to
exploration and mining activity.

We do not believe the two are
incompatable.
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The State Government believes that
Land Rights should be granted on
the principle of an economic and
social development programme for
the poorest section of our com-
munity.
Unlike the granting of Land Rights
on the principle of the prior
ownership of Australia. this allows
for a relatively flexible treatment of
mineral rights, veto rights and ac-
cess rights.
No change can be brought about in
isolation, without its effects being
felt.
With co-operation from all those
involved and sensible decisions by
Government it is hoped that work-
able solutions to inevitable points of
conflict can be achieved.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf. Condensate

3170. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the condensate produced

from the North-West Shelf natural gas
project, what is the estimated quantities
of condensate which will be produced?

(2) Where is it proposed the condensates
will be refined?

(3) Has the Government ensured that all
the refined concentrates which can be
used in Western Australia will be re-
tained for local consumption?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The quantity of condensate to be pro-

duced from the North-West Shelf gas
project is directly related to the gas
draw taken from the reservoir. At full
Domgas contract draw rate, it is esti-
mated that approximately 300 000
tonnes per annum of condensate will be
produced. With the LNG phase approxi-
mately 1.4 mtpa will be produced.

(2) and (3) The condensate produced from
the North-West Shelf project is taken
by each joint venturer in proportion to
their share of the project and will be dis-
posed of by each joint venturer. The
Commonwealth Government regulates
the sale of condensate and must approve
exports. This matter is therefore the
subject of individual negotiation by each

joint venturer in marketing the conden-
sate and the joint venturer's obtaining of
necessary Commonwealth approvals.
The State Government will ensure that
the State's interests are protected and
enhanced in discussions at all appropri-
ate levels.

3171. This question was postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Pipeline: Gcraidton Link

3172. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

2950 of 1984, what daily volume of gas
would be required to justify the con-
struction of a delivery pipeline to
Geraldton?

(2) Is the "firm agreement" reached with
the Geraldton Brick Works Ply. Ltd.
subject to sufficient economic gas sales
being made to other industrial
customers?

(3) When does the State Energy Com-
mission consider it will be able to rec-
ommend whether a gas delivery pipeline
to Geraldton can be economically
justified?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)

(2)

(3)

A minimum annual revenue is required
to justify the capital cost of the pipeline.
Such revenue will depend on both the
volume and price of gas sales.

Yes.
When sufficient firm gas sales have been
arranged to justify the cost of the pipe-
line.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Sheik: Commencement of Deliveries

3173. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the North-West Shelf

natural gas project, what is the present
estimated date on which gas will become
available to the State Energy Com-
mission from the project?

(2) What will be the daily estimated loss of
income to the State Energy Commission
resulting from failure by the joint ven-
turers. to commence deliveries of gas on
I July 1984?
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(3) What action is the Government taking
to protect the State Energy Commission
and the State from loss of income re-
suiting from failure by the joint ven-
turers to commence deliveries of gas in
accordance with the negotiated early de-
livery arrangements?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) 1 August, 1984.
(2) The member for Narrogin will appreci-

ate that there is no contractual commit-
ment for the joint venturers to com-
mence deliveries on I July 1984. The
member will clearly recall that the pre-
vious Government approved of a con-
tract, which, even at the contract date of
I July 1985, did not provide the energy
commission with any relief in the event
of failure of the venturers to supply. He
will recall the contract required the
commission to make a very substantial
payment even if the joint venturers were
unable to provide gas by I July 1985.

(3) There is no negotiated early delivery
commitment date and having regard for
the responsibilities of the member in the
previous Government, I would expect
him to be aware of that. However, I
have foreshadowed to Woodside Pet-
roleum that the Government would be
seeking compensatory offset arrange-
ments against its future take-or-pay
commitments based on the joint ven-
turer's late delivery.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPOR-

ATION

Board: Advertisements

805. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
I refer the Premier to his answer to
question 3144 in which he advised that
the Department of Premier and Cabinet
had paid more than $23 000 for adver-
tising appointments to the Board of the
Western Australian Development Cor-
poration. In view of the Premier's re-
peated statements that the corporation
was to operate on a strictly commercial
and competitive basis, independently of
the Government, I ask-

Mr

(1)

(I) Was the advertising programme
suggested by the board of the cor-
poration or by the Government?

(2) Can the Premier name one newly
launched public corporation which
has undertaken such an advertising
programme in respect of its board
of directors?

(3) Will the cost of advertising be
charged against the profit and loss
account of the corporation?

BRIAN BURKE replied:
to (3) I am happy to answer the
question. I understand the chagrin of the
Opposition at seeing so many of its sup-
posed supporters willing to assist the
Government in a worthwhile initiative.
The advertising did not relate only to the
board. Those people who saw the adver-
tisements will be aware they contained
some of the details about the corpor-
ation, its policies, principles, location
and telephone number. On that basis it
seems there is ample justification for the
advertising of the initiative and of its es-
tablishment. In relation to the question
of charging the cost against the profit
and loss account, I point out that the
corporation was not in existence at the
time that the advertisements were in-
serted.

It is my view that it would be appropri-
ate for the Government to pay for the
advertising. Nevertheless, I will discuss
this with Mr Horgan, the chairman of
the corporation, to see whether he has a
different view and if he believes that in
order to maintain the commercial
integrity of the corporation it should pay
for the advertising, I will accept that ad-
vice from him.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS

Review

806. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier:
Is the Premier aware of Press reports
comparing the publication of Western
Australian W.A. Government Notes
with the previous Government's efforts
in publishing and can he outline what
the Government is currently doing in the
area of Government publications?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE, replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question, the answer to which is as
follows-

The Government is making a com-
prehensive review of all its publi-
cations as part of a move to in-
crease efficiency and reduce
Government spending.

Initial studies have shown that be-
tween $5 million and $6 million was
being spent on Government publi-
cations. The previous Liberal-
National Country Party
Administration ran up a bill of
more than $5 million on Govern-
ment information without deciding
the aims of the programme.

We have already discovered that
there are some publications compet-
ing for the same market. Until now,
it has been virtually impossible to
make any valid financial or cost-
effective comparison of Govern-
ment publications. The previous
Administration had a slapdash,
haphazard approach to the pricing
and distribution of Government
booklets and other information.
We have found in our preliminary
study, through the policy secretariat
in my department, that an identical
publication can be provided free by
one department, cost $2 from
another, and be sold for varying
amounts at other outlets. I am also
concerned at the number of high
cost, glossy annual reports which
are being presented by Government
departments and instrumentalities.

Our review is designed -to provide
an information base so that we can
produce a co-ordinated approach to
Government publications. We have
found that a basic requirement
exists in the community for a
straight, no-nonsense publication
which shows what the Government
is doing.

Other States and the Common-
wealth Government have publi-
cations available to everyone who
wants one, spelling out Government
programmes and initiatives. I have
asked the policy secretariat to pro-
duce a similar publication which

would be available to interested
people. Our research shows that at
least 1 000 people would be
interested.
So, we have decided to publish
W.A. Government Notes which wilt
be a newsletter-type bulletin about
the Government's activities. It will
be available to all parliamentarians,
all Government departments, all
media outlets, industry organis-
ations, trade unions and political
parties. It is planned the first issue
of WA. Government Noles will be
available before the end of may.

TOURISM

Bungle Bungle: Government Policy

807. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is it true that the Government's policy in
relation to Bungle Bungle is not to
endorse or encourage tourism in the
area?

(2) If that is so, why are Western Aus-
tralian travel centres owned and op-
erated by the Government still accepting
bookings and commissions on these
bookings to the area?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) From my discussions with the

Chairman of the Tourism Commission, I
would find it very difficult to accept
this.

Mr MacKinnon: I confirmed it a few minutes
ago; it is happening today.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will cause the matter
to be checked as it is not the Govern-
ment's policy to encourage tourism into
this area until a management plan has
been finalised. I will be talking to the
Chairman of the Tourism Commission
and asking him whether that is true or
whether those bookings are in respect of
tours planned for some time in the
future when that management plan has
been devised.

MINING
State Forest: Cessation

808. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for For-
ests:

I refer to a story in tonight's issue of the
Daily News about the likely end of
mining in significant areas of State For-
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est and ask--could the Minister outline
how it is expected that this will be
achieved?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Remembering that we are talking about
significant areas of State Forest about
which there is likely to be some consen-
sus as to preservation, the procedure by
which this is to occur is a good example
of the attempts made by this Govern-
ment in many areas to bring together
people with apparently different
interests and points of view to reach a
common position. The System 6 report
has identified a number of areas of State
Forest which it is regarded as desirable
to protect and preserve.
The Government has established a com-
mittee including representatives of the
Government, the conservati on move-
ment, forest industries, and the mining
industry to discuss the precise bound-
aries of the areas to be kept free of
mining and similar activities. This com-
mittee has now been working for about
five months and has already achieved
significant agreement on the areas to be
protected. We are confident that the ob-
jective-to keep the area free of mining
and other disruptive activity-will be
achieved by mutual agreement of all the
interests concerned without any degree
of Government coercion. This is the
same procedure the Government fol-
lowed so successfully in moving to estab-
lish the northern jarrah forest reserve
announced last year.
What has been achieved and what we
are confident will be achieved in the
future is a tribute to the common sense
of the people who have been involved
and their willingness to compromise sen-
sibly.
I might say that the manner in which
this Government has approached sensi-
tive and potentially divisive community
issues such as these is in marked con-
trast to that of the previous Govern-
ment.
The approach of our predecessors was
not to try to reach any accommodation
between conflicting interests, but to take
one side-usually an extreme side-and
to pursue that to the exclusion of every-
thing else. This created division, disrup-
tion and bitterness in the community. It

has also been apparent over the years
that in the case of issues such as conser-
vation, the hardline confrontationist ap-
proach of our predecessors was an em-
barrassment to those they purported to
be backing, such as the mining industry.
In a mere 14 months in office, we have
been able to achieve more to resolve the
conflicts sensibly in these sensitive areas
than our predecessors did in nine years
in office. We have done it because in-
stead of seeking to inflame passions, we
have brought people together to discuss
their differences.

ROTTNEST ISLAND

Catherine Bay

809. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:
(I) Has a channel been made through reefs

surrounding Rottnest Island to give
vessels access to Catherine Bay?

(2) How was the channel made?
(3) Who authorised it?

(4) Have boat owners been given permission
to place moorings inside the bay?

(5) Who are they?
(6) Do any of them have a position on the

Rottnest Island Board or the WA Tour-
ist Commission?

(7) Is it either board or Government policy
to make more of these bays accessible to
vessels by blasting the natural reef or by
other means?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
this question. Yesterday my office was
asked by a reporter from the Daily
News, Mr Fraser Guild, whether he
could have access to the mooring register
at Rottnest. I checked with the board
and found that he certainly could have
access, but it has been a longstanding
policy that while names can be given
they cannot be published because it is
the view of the board and the police that
by publishing the names one invites
people's homes to be burgled on the basis
that it is known they are regular boating
identities. So I told Mr Guild that he
could certainly have access to the
register, but it was on that longstanding
condition. I suppose the member for
Gascoyne knows that that is a condition
because I see him nod his head. He was
chairman of the board.
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I informed the reporter of this policy. I
suggest this question comes now partly
as a result of the curiosity of that re-
porter.

Mr Cowan: It was nothing to do with the
curiosity of the reporter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In that case there is a
startling sympathy between the vi-
brations. The answer to the question is
as follows-
(1) No.
(2) Two channels were already in exist-

ence, one on the eastern and one on
the western end. Two small obstruc-
tions were removed from the east-
ern channels as they were minor
hazards. The PWD and the Depart-
ment of Marine and Harbours
placed a channel into Narrow Neck
for navigational safety. The
Rottnest Island manager has auth-
orised the removal of obstructions
in all bays.

(3) The bay was agreed to be opened
under the chairmanship of the Hon.
Ian Laurance.

(4) and (5) Yes, there are 31 people
with moorings there.

(6) and (7) No.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Disputes: Power Stations

810. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Can the Minister advise me on the level
of disputation in the State Energy Com-
mission power stations between
February 1982 to January 1983 and
February 1983 to January 1984.

Mr PARKER replied:

Between February 1982 and January
1983, 35 disputes resulted in 17 948
man-hours lost. In comparison, between
February 1983 to January 1984, 24 dis-
putes resulted in only I 133 man-hours
lost-a reduction of time lost from in-
dustrial disputes of nearly 95 per cent.
Put another way, nearly 16 times more
lime was lost through industrial dispu-
tation in State Energy Commission
power stations during the last year of
the previous Government, than in the
first full year of the Burke Government.

TRANSPORT: AIR

Perth Airport: Upgrading

811. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
As a result of the large number of en-
tries in the 1987 America's Cup. will ac-
tion be taken by the State Government
to ensure that the upgrading of Perth
Airport is expanded and brought for-
ward by the Federal Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Not only will action be taken, but also I
am pleased to tell the member for
Nedlands that action has already been
taken. That action constituted a continu-
ation of the process by which the
Government has prevailed upon the Fed-
eral Government to recognise the im-
portance of the upgrading of Perth Air-
port.

Mr Rushton: A year behind the programme
as it was with the Fraser Government.

Mr Bryce: It helps having the Federal Minis-
ter for Aviation as the member for
Swan.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not have to apolo-
gise for the Fraser Government. I raised
the matter with the Prime Minister on
the Thursday before Easter when he was
in Perth, and I have since raised it with
the Federal Minister for Aviation, Mr
Kim Beazley. Every effort will be made
to hasten and expedite the completion
and upgrading of the new airport.
I might add that I hope the America's
Cup defence-it will be held after the
next election-will be a matter on which
there can be some bipartisan support in
the political sense in this State. It will be
terribly important that the defence of
the America's Cup has the support of
everyone of importance in the com-
munity in the leadership sense, and also,
of course, the public, to make sure that
we capitalise on this almost
unparallelled opportunity to display the
attributes of this State and its advan-
tages to people from overseas and from
other States.
Quite frankly it will be a much bigger
event than were the sesquicentennial cel-
ebrations. As far as the America's Cup
defence is concerned, it is imperative
that all parties, regardless of their politi-
cal complexions, acknowledge the signal
job that is to be done; that is, firstly, the
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successful defence of the cup and, sec-
ondly, the successful defence of it within
the context of a first-rate effort on the
part of the people of this State.

WOMEN'S INTERESTS

Initiatives

812. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Women's Interests:

Will he outline, for the public record,
the iniatives he has taken as Minister for
Women's Interests in 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am sure that members will be very
pleased to know that the most recent in-
itiative, which was one of the most
significant, was taken just a day or two
ago; namely the appointment of Miss
Liza Newby as the Director of the
Women's Interests Division. That was a
very significant and important decision
by the Government.
As members know, the Government
moved quickly in 1983 to establish the
Women's Advisory Council of 10
women, and the Women's Interests Div-
ision within the Department of Premier
and Cabinet.
These mechanisms have greatly en-
hanced the Government's ability to de-
velop appropriate policies and services
for Western Australian women.
The Women's Interests Division has in
1984 developed into a fully operational
group which services the Women's Ad-
visory Council. It also co-ordinates pub-
lic comment on issues of interest to
women; it comments on policy develop-
ment; and co-ordinates information on
services for women available in the com-
munity.
Several new developments will enhance
the prestige of the division. Firstly, I was
happy to announce this week the ap-
pointment of the director of the women's
division. Secondly, I was happy to in-
form the House yesterday of the
introduction of a new Women's Infor-
mation Telephone Service run co-op-
eratively by the women's unit and the
Office of the Status of Women. It is also
on the Government's agenda in 1 984 to
provide a shopfront women's infor-
mation and resource centre.

The Women's Advisory Council has en-
joyed widespread support in the com-
munity. It does not deserve the derision
and scorn poured on it by the Leader of
the Opposition. It has developed specific
issue groups within the council to en-
hance its own effectiveness. They deal
with children's services, education, legal
matters, employment, health, and wel-
fare. They are matters which affect the
lives of all women in Western Australia.

The Women's Advisory Council is dedi-
cated to representing all Western Aus-
tralian women. Mindful of the special
problems faced by rural women the
council has held one of its four public
meetings in Bunbury. It plans to hold
further meetings in regional centres in
1984.

In the area of legislative reform the
Cabinet was very happy to approve in
principle the proposed equal
opportunities Bill to be introduced to the
House in the spring session. The pro-
posed legislation will seek to eliminate
discrimination on the grounds of sex,
marital status, pregnancy, race, and re-
ligious and political convictions. The
proposed legislation will operate in areas
like accommodation, education, the pro-
vision of goods and services, and the dis-
posal of land. Not only will the legis-
lation seek to eliminate discrimination
and promote the recognition and accept-
ance of equality between all West Aus-
tralians, but it will also address the sep-
arate issues of sexual harassment in the
workplace and equal employment oppor-
tunity in Government employment.

The tenor of this legislation, which will
be revealed in detail in due course, is a
very gentle and, I think, appropriate
one, for this very sensitive issue. As I
have said publicly on other occasions,
the one aspect of this issue that can
threaten and intimidate women and men
is an aggressive and punitive approach
to the implementation of equal oppor-
tunity. I can see the member for
Kalamunda agreeing with mue that it
needs to be a very gentle and
"leadership by example" sort of ap-
proach.
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AGRICULTURE
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation: Es-

ta blishment

813. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) Is the Government proposing or contem-

plating the establishment of a Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation?

(2) If so, what is the nature of the proposal?

Mr EVANS replied:
(I) and (2) There is an intention to create a

corporation, but currently it is in the
early stage of consideration. It is consist-
ent with the thinking and feeling of the
policy of the Australian Labor Party
that there should be an expansion of
rural funding in some way. With the
limited resources of this State it is
rather difficult to do, and, of course, we
are dependent to a very large extent on
Commonwealth funding for any project
or policy of this kind.
A Bill is currently before the House
which seeks to ease the provisions in re-
spect of eligibility. The intention of the
legislation is to allow farmers who have
no long-term viability and who would he
judged as ineligible under the guidelines
and criteria of the existing rural ad-
justment scheme to stay in operation for
a couple of years. Funding of the order
of $5 million will be made available in
an attempt to enable those farmers who
have equity, but no long-term viability,
to at least stay in operation for a few
years. Perhaps, with several bumper
crops they may be in a position where
they are considered viable again for
alternative types of funding. That was
the first phase.
The second phase-as I have indicated,
it is still developmental-is to use the
basic structure of the Rural Adjustment
Authority and to expand its operation so
that the long-felt need for some special
rural funding is met. At this juncture I
cannot give any detail of the matter, be-
cause it is still in the development stage
and under consideration.

BUILDING INDUSTRY

Employment

814. Mr REID, to the Minister for Housing:

In view of continuing negative criticism
by the Opposition of the Government's

employment record, will he detail the
current position of employment in the
home building industry?

Mr WILSON replied:

The current position as detailed in the
Master Builders Association of WA
April issue of Building and Construction
Review is as follows-

Mr Brian Burke: Communist rag!

Mr WILSON: In February 1984 there were
50 800 persons employed in the Western
Australian building and construction in-
dustry. This represented a significant
turnaround on the labour market since
August 1983. In the period between
August 1983 and February 1984, the
number of persons employed rose by
13 100 or 34.7 per cent.

It is significant that the latest employ-
ment figures for 1984 are the highest
since May 1979. The MBA review attri-
butes this strong recovery in the housing
section largely to the State and Federal
Government expenditure initiatives.

Government members: Hear, hear!

EDUCATION: TEACHERS

Training Courses: Change

815. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

In tonight's Daily News an article states
that a WA Post Secondary Education
Commission report recommends that
Western Australian teacher training
courses should be changed to prepare
graduates for work other than teaching.
I ask-

(I) What specifically is proposed.

(2) Would each trainee undertake a
mixture of courses in some teacher-
orientated subjects and the rest
otherwise?

(3) Specifically what other vocational
areas are proposed?

Mr I. F. Taylor: It is lucky you get the Daily
News, because otherwise you would run
out of questions!

Mr PEARCE replied:

1I) to (3) It is interesting to see that at long
last the member for Karrinyup has
taken an interest in education.

Mr Clarko: That's a bit unfair.

7768



[Wednesday, 2 May 1984]176

Mr PEARCE: I have taken to doing my files
during question tirme. A report of the
WA Post Secondary Education Com-
mission was sought by me as a result of
the revelation of unemployment again
experienced by primary teacher gradu-
ates this year, which to my mind was as
unacceptably high as it has been in pre-
vious years. The report addressed itself
specifically to the mechanisms of at-
tempting a better match between gradu-
ate supply and teacher demand. In its
closing sections it made a suggestion
that one way of countering teacher un-
employment was to have wider courses
so that those who undertook teacher
training might be more obviously ac-
ceptable in some other areas. I have
undertaken to give that matter consider-
ation. However, the report did not make
specific proposals in that area. It only
made that as a generalised suggestion. I
guess the smartest thing for me to do
would be to make available to the mem-
ber a copy of this document and if he
has any comments or proposals he
wishes to make, he would be very wel-
come to do so.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Advertising: Campaign

816. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Health:

I notice that in the Government's re-
cently-launched "Smoking and Health
Campaign", advertisements refer to a
"Quit Line". I ask the Minister-

U)Could he explain what is the
function of this line and what it is
expected to achieve?

(2) Could he advise what response has
been received on the "Quit Line"
since it was installed?

(3) Could he also advise me how I can
give up smoking?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) I am pleased to advise that the

-Quit Line" was established two days
ago with the launching of the Govern-
menit's smoking and health campaign.
The purpose of the "Quit Line" is to
provide information for smokers on how
they can give up smoking. It advises on
the availability of "Fact Sheets", 'Quit
Kits", "Stop Smoking Programmes"

available in the community and the
"Quit Centre" which has been estab-
lished in the "Health Yourself" shop. It
also provides contact names and
numbers for the regional health edu-
cation co-ordinators in country areas.
In the two days since the phone has been
installed, approximately 2 500 calls have
been received. I believe this amazing re-
sponse demonstrates that there is a very
real interest and desire to quit smoking
in the community. It is a very encourag-
ing sign for the success of the pro-
gramme and supports the Government's
initiative in this vital health area.

Mr Bryce: It leaves the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's phone-in for dead.

Mr I-ODGE: To continue-
(3) 1 think perhaps she should phone

the "Quit Line", if she is able to get
through.

LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Central Reserve Area

817. Mr NMacKINNON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal A ffairs:
(1) Is he aware that on 17 November 1982

the present Premier gave an undertaking
to the Ngaanatjarra people that his
Government would give freehold title to
the entire central reserve area, and
more?

(2) Is this undertaking still valid in the light
of the appointment of Paul Seaman to
conduct the inquiry into Aboriginal land
rights?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) Without being able to check the

record I could not give the House any
additional information other than what
the member has presented. I suggest
that he put his question on notice to re-
ceive a considered reply.

TECHNOLOGY

Science, Industry and Technology Council

818. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Tech-
nology:
(1) What is the Current status of the Sci-

ence, Industry and Technology Council?
(2) What are its terms of reference?
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Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) SITCO was established by the

Technology Development Act
1983-No. 69 of 1983-and the
functions and terms of reference of that
council arc defined in part Ill of the
Act. SITCO is an advisory council, re-
sponsible to the Minister for Tech-
nology. Its prime role is to represent the
interests of science, industry, and tech-
nology and to interpret their relation-
ships to Government policy.
Or John De Lacter, Associate Director
of WAIT, has been appointed chairman.
Sixteen members have been drawn from
industry, Government, the union move-
ment, and tertiary institutions on the
basis of their special expertise in rel-
evant fields.

The council met for the first time on
Thursday, 12 April 1984 and for the sec-
ond time today.
As a Measure of the remarkable enthusi-
asm of this council, I draw the attention
of members to the fact that its members
have resolved to meet at 7.00 am.

TAXATION

Payroll: 'Holidays"

819. Mr COURT, to the Deputy Premier:
Will he give an assurance that payroll
tax holidays will be offered to Western
Australian companies to encourage de-
velopment in the new technology field
before other payroll tax holidays are
offered to foreign companies?

Mr BRYCE replied:
This is the second or third time the
member has asked this question.

Mr MacKinnon: Perhaps he has not been
getting answers.

Mr BRYCE: He has received answers, but
not the ones he wants, and I can only
answer him now as clearly as I have in
the past. In the context of the forth-
coming Budget, the Government will
certainly be considering as a very serious
option the question of payroll tax re-
bates to local electronics companies. I
hope it is possible to extend that dlefi-
nition in terms of the plans to be con-
sidered so as to include companies
involved in medical technology as well.

We do not need to discriminate between
local and overseas companies in this re-
spect. Our election policy indicated that
we would be working to establish a new
status for the electronics industry, and
our efforts to do just that are well and
truly on target.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: ELECTIONS

Wards: Equal Representauion

820. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Recent newspaper reports have indicated
some concern in country areas in re-
lation to the Government's policy for
equal representation within wards of
local authorities, so I ask the Minister-

Can he advise the House of any ac-
tion he has been able to take to ac-
commodate the particular problems
in country areas?

Mr CARR replied:
A circular has been sent to all local
authorities in the State setting out the
Government's policy in this area and
inviting local authorities to look at their
particular situations with a view to
coming forward with their own pro-
posals to resolve any significant
discrepancies on council representation.

Mr MacKinnon: Who sent out the first circu-
lar?

Mr CARR: It was sent and signed by the
Acting Secretary for Local Government,
at my request.
I am pleased to report that a number of
country local authorities have discussed
their particular situations with me and
this has resulted in agreement being
reached on modifications to their
existing ward representations that have
the full support of the councils con-
cerned.
It is my intention to continue to work
closely with individual councils with a
view to resolving their particular prob-
lems on a mutually agreeable basis.
The Government appreciates the prob-
lem of population growth in developing
areas and the relationships between
rural and town interest in country areas
and is prepared to do all it can to ac-
commodate the particular problems in
each local authority.
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LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Inquiry

821. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

I refer the Minster to his answeir which I
received today to the question I asked on
12 April about submissions to the Sea-
man inquiry. I now ask-

Has the Seaman inquiry received
any submissions since the closing
date in respect of which notice was
not given prior to the closing date?

Mr WILSON replied:

I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
put the question on notice so that he may
get an accurate answer.

EDUCATION

School Buses: Contracts
822. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Education:

Would he please advise the House of the
recent developments in finalising. school
bus contracts?

Mr PEARCE replied.

I thank the member for asking that
question, the answer to which will be of
interest to many members in the
Chamber. I reported late last year on
new arrangements which were agreed
between the Government and the Road
Transport Association with regard to
new bus contracts. In pursuance of that
agreement, bus contractors were asked
to submit a schedule of costs. I regret to
report that a very large number of con-
tractors not only failed to submit their
estimates of costs by the due date, but
also in some eases they were not submit-
ted until a considerable time after the
due date, which was the end of
February; and, as of today, one still has
not submitted an index of costs. It was
necessary to have all the cost claims in
beforehand so they could be processed in
order that the Government, through the
Transport Commission, could make an
assessment of the reasonableness of the
cost claims. Items such as repair and

maintenance claims for work done on
buses have varied from extremes such as
nil claims submitted by a number of op-
erators to one from a gentleman who
claimed $15 000 a year for work on a
bus valued at $8 000.

Mr Clarko: It depends on how old the bus is.

Mr PEARCE: He seems to be rebuilding it
from the horn, at Government expense.
Now that all but one Of the cost claims
are in, I have been able to make a
number of determinations about the
reasonableness of costs. In the near
future, bus contractors will be advised of
the acceptability of their cost claims to
Government. In the event that some of
them consider to be unreasonable what
the Government considers to be a
reasonable cost for their contracts, nego-
tiations can continue From there in the
normal way.

BUSINESSES

Western Australian: Relocation

823. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Has his attention been drawn to an

article in the weekend Press which re-
ported that many Western Australian
companies have moved or are contem-
plating moving overseas to escape pay-
roll tax, high labour costs, and the lack
of export incentives, and that they are
taking jobs with them?7

(2) If so, what action does he propose to
take to overcome the problems?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(I) and (2) My attention has not been
drawn to the article in question. I can be
forgiven for this because these days I
find it very hard to read every page of
The Sunday Times.

Mr MacKinnon: It was not in The Sunday
Times.

Mr BRYCE: I find that some of the
journalists who write for that paper are
being less than 100 per cent objective in
their analyses of current affairs.

Mr Brian Burke: Why was it not in The
Sunday Times?
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Mr BRYCE: If it was such a good story, one
wonders why it was not in that paper.

Mr Clarko: You could not lift The Sunday
Times.

Mr BRYCE: That is probably true.
Mr Parker: Why would he want to lift it?
Mr BRYCE: Given the fact that it is nearly

time for the dinner suspension, I am
reeling somewhat inhibited, just as the
member for Gascoyne was earlier today.

Perhaps the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition would be goad enough either to re-
peat the question tomorrow or to point
me in the right direction by indicating
the journal which incorporated that
article.

Mr MacKinnon: It was in the Sunday Inde-
pendent.

Mrl BRYCE: I thank the member.
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