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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
On motion by Mr Nanovich, leave of absence

for three weeks granted to Mr Spriggs (Darling
Range) on the ground of urgent public business.

BILLS (8): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) Bill.

2.
3.
4.

Appropriation (General Loan Fund) Bill.
Stamp Amendment Bill (No. 5).
Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motion by Mr

O'Connor (Treasurer), and read a First
time.

5. Grain Marketing Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old

(Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time.

6. Hospitals Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Young

(Minister for Health), and read a first
time.

7. Acts Amendment (Betting and Gaming)
Bill.

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

8. Town Planning and Development A mend-
ment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Craig
(Minister for Urban Development and
Town Planning), and read a First time.

LOTTERIES (CONTROL) AMENDMENT DILL
(No. 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 September.
MR COWAN (Merredin) [2.27 p.m.]: Gener-

ally, the National Party supports the measure be-
fore the House. However, we would like to com-
ment on certain provisions, and no doubt we will
deal with them more thoroughly during the Com-
mittee stage.

Essentially this Bill accepts that moneys re-
ceived from gambling can be contributed to sport
and culture. We accept that policy quite readily.
We do not express the view espoused by the mem-
her for Fremantle; on the basis that the Govern-
ment will accept that the proceeds from gambling
may be contributed to sport and culture, there is
no reason that we should not have poker
machines.

Mr Parker: I did not say that.
Mr COWAN: That was my understanding of

the member's comment.
Mr Parker: I did not say that at all. I said it

showed a hypocritical attitude.
Mr COWAN: I do not agree that it is hypo-

critical. Generally, poker machines are owned by
a club and that club gains any revenue from
them. While a levy or tax may be imposed on the
earnings from poker machines, all income other
than the levy will go directly to the particular
club. We are of the view that money from
gambling should go directly into a particular ac-
count run by an authority and then disbursed to
all sporting bodies.

This measure has attracted a great deal of com-
ment, particularly concerning the disbursement of
funds received from the Totalisator Agency
Board. While that comes under a completely dif-
ferent Act, it relates to gambling and the distri-
bution of funds received from it, so it is in order
for me to comment on that. At the moment,
Totalisator Agency Board funds are distributed to
racing. trotting, and greyhound racing clubs; but
a percentage of the money is kept for administrat-
ive purposes and for payment to the Consolidated
Revenue Fund.

As everybody knows, the West Australian Foot-
ball League (Inc.) has taken upon itself to mount
a campaign to induce the Government to transfer
some of the TAB funds-.ither part of the
amount which goes to racing, or part of the
amount received by the Government-to the
WA FL for its own purposes. I object quite
strongly to that. The WAFL is one of the few
sporting bodies which is able to attract a fair de-
gree of public participation. It is a spectator sport
which receives a great amount of funding through
the gates at weekend matches. I do not agree that
it should receive money from other sources.

One of the problems with the WAFL is that it
tends to spend far too much money on attracting
league footballers. Another problem is that it has
spent a lot of money on improving its grounds. I
would have no objection to a Government's con-
tributing to the capital costs of ground
improvements, but I object to football clubs re-
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ceiving money from gambling and being able to
use that money to "purchase" or import foot-
ballers. The Government could do a great deal
more for the sport other than by giving money to
the WAFL. I hope that the WAFL'S campaign
falls upon deaf ears.

Our main criticism of the Bill is that when the
money from the instant lottery is received and
placed into a fund, only one person will be respon-
sible for the disbursement of the funds; that is, the
Minister for Cultural Affairs and/or the Minister
for Recreation. Generally, of course, that is one
and the same Minister. That is not the way it
should be. The Bill should provide for the estab-
lishment of a committee which could make rec-
ommendations to the Minister as to where the
funds accrued from instant lotteries should be dis-
tributed. It is not proper that the Minister should
be responsible for deciding where the funds go.

A clause in the amending Bill provides that the
Minister "may consult" with appropriate people.
It does not say that he "shall" consult, but that be
-may". As far as I am concerned, that gives far
too much power to the Minister holding the port-
folio oF Cultural Affairs or Recreation.

The National Party is opposed to that concept.
The people who are to be the beneficiaries of
funds like this should have adequate represen-
tation on a committee; and that committee should
advise the Minister. On receipt of the advice, the
Minister should then disburse the funds received
from the proposed instant lottery.

With the exception I have mentioned, the
National Party supports the measure before the
House.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [2.35 p.m.]: I
support the comments made yesterday by the
member for Fremantle, and much of what has
just been said by the member for Merredin. The
concern that I express is that this Bill spells the
demise of the Western Australian Arts Council. It
must be galling to the present Minister for Cul-
tural Affairs that he has under his control one of
the biggest QANGOs with statutory power under
legislation which has been approved, not by a Par-
liament with the same constitution as the present
one, but by one of much the same mix. It must be
galling to him to know that he has no control
whatsoever over what the Arts Council can do
other than to restrict the money made available to
it.

The Arts Council has not been treated terribly
generously. There is a much greater need for
money to go to the arts. Indeed, the Labor Party
has announced a forward-thinking policy to cover
the major areas, with the guarantee that, for the

time being at least, the Arts Council will ~receive
no less money under our proposal than it has been
receiving in the past, yet it will be relieved of con-
tributing to some of the major areas.

In 1980-81 the Arts Council received $2.032
million, In the following year that was increased
by roughly 10 per cent to $.234 million. Of
course, that was less than the inflation rate at that
stage. Nevertheless, despite the fact that the
council had increasing numbers of organisations
to help, its allocation was not increased as quickly
as it might have hoped.

No doubt the Minister is aware that, apart
from the budgetary grant which goes to the Arts
Council, he can do very little to control its
activities. Indeed,members may recall reading an
article in the paper recently which stated that,
although he is the Minister for Cultural'Affatrs,
he has no department dealing with culture. He
merely has a number of committees over which he
has very little, if any, control, except by his con-
trol over the purse strings.

We would have thought that if this legislation
were the answer to the worrying problem which
has developed in regard to funds for the arts and
sporting activities, we would hear something more
concrete than that which has been given to us by
the Government and the Minister in his second
reading speech. Indeed, the situation becomes
more amorphous the more one looks at it. In his
second reading speech, the Minister representing
the Chief Secretary said-

It provides that a percentage to be pre-
scribed by regulation of the total sales of in-
stant lottery tickets is to be divided equally
for distribution to bodies and organisations
engaged in sporting or cultural activities. In-
itially, 20 per cent will be prescribed.

That is as vague as we could possibly have it. It
provides that an amount to be prescribed by regu-
lation-currently in the region of 20 per
cent-will be divided equally for distribution be-
tween sporting and cultural organisations. What
does that mean? Does it mean that if the sum is
$500 000, sport will receive $250 000 and culture,
however defined, will receive S250 000? Does it
mean that if a greater number of people take part
in sporting activities, sport will receive a greater
proportion of the money? Conversely, if more
people take part in cultural activities-however
they might be defined-does it mean that culture
will receive the greater proportion of the money?

Of course, as the member for Merredin has so
very properly said, at the present time it is
intended only one person should decide who will
receive what amount and when it will be received.
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As far as the general application of the provisions
of the Bill is concerned, that is completely unac-
ceptable. This Government has shown a tendency
to increase the scope of gambling in this State,
and now it seems to be indicating it will have to
rely on the money from lotteries to sustain sport
and culture. That is just not good enough and the
whole matter is Ear too vague.

It is of great concern that the amount to be
spent will be prescribed by regulation, because it
is difficult to understand how an estimate will be
made of the amount of money which is likely to
be available and needed.

As the member for Fremantle pointed out
yesterday, the increase in the number of
opportunities to gamble which has occurred as a
result of the introduction of Lotto has reduced the
number of contributions to standard lotteries and
yet the Minister has said here that Lotto is still
well below its potential. Apparently the Govern-
ment intends to increase the activities of Lotto,
continue with standard lotteries, and at the same
time provide an added avenue of gambling by the
introduction of the instant lottery. Is it not correct
that the number of "charitable dollars" available
in the electorate is limited?

As all members know, concern has been ex-
pressed about Appealathon and Telethon which
are conducted by the two major television chan-
nels. Some smaller charities are becoming in-
creasingly concerned about the difficulties they
are experiencing raising money as a result of the
advertising clout wielded by the television chan-
nels. Those channels are able to obtain a better
return from their activities than are people
involved in some of the less well organised chari-
table societies which are only less well organised
because they do not have the money or publicity
behind them that the television channels have.

I understand it is proposed the method of deal-
ing with Telethon is to be changed. The Govern-
ment could probably tell me more about that, but
it has been rumoured around the city that some of
the proposed changes are substantial and concern
has been expressed as to how they will be applied.
However. that is a matter of concern for the
Government.

Letters have been exchanged already between
Channel 7 and the Chief Secretary who, allegedly
on the advice of his committee, refused the First
application for a change made by Channel 7.
However, the Chief Secretary now seems to have
been persuaded to take a different stance and he
has agreed to the application as First presented by
Channel 7.

No member would deny that these appeals do a
great deal of good for the community. However,
they have a strangling effect on some of the
smaller, worthwhile charities which are unable to
obtain the support or publicity attracted by a tele-
vision channel.

A s stated by the member for F'remantle, while
we do not oppose the Bill, we are concerned that
an avenue of funds of this nature could be lost
and are doubtful as to how the legislation is to be
applied. No clear indication has been given in that
regard and it appears it will be administered en-
tirely at the whim Of the Minister.

Once the Minister gets his hands on the money
he will be able to say to the Arts Council of WA,
"You don't need money. I am distributing it from
my instant lottery. We can do away with you."
The Minister may retain the Arts Council in an
advisory capacity, but if that occurs it will be a
very expensive exercise.

The Arts Council has some railings and it has
been criticised from time to time. However, it was
established initially with the approbation of mem-
bers from both sides of the House and it has op-
erated for approximately t0 years. Therefore, its
continued operation must be beneficial to some
extent.

Of the amount of money received in the lottery
consultatin, 60l per cent is paid nut in prizes, 20
per cent is paid to the hospitals fund, and eight
per cent is allocated to agents' fees, making a
total of 88 per cent. The cost of administration is
deducted from the remaining 12 per cent and the
balance is distributed to charities. That is a very
welcome and worthwhile contribution and at all
limes I have found the, Lotteries Commission to
be very approachable. If a reasonable story is
presented to the commission, one can be almost
certain to receive a sympathetic hearing and,
more importantly, to obtain a contribution. The
present operations of the Lotteries Commission
are most satisfactory and I am concerned that the
Minister intends now to take unto himself the re-
sponsibility to distribute the funds which become
available from the instant lottery. It is true, of
course, that the Minister may receive advice in
this regard.

This Government has set certain standards in
regard to gambling. When the SP shops were li-
censed initially the Liberal Opposition of the day
demanded that no seats be provided, no infor-
mation be given, no music or singing take place.
and no shops be located near hotels. That
Opposition was of the same political colour as
that of the present Government and, of course, at
that time, it could have blocked the legislation in
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the Legislative Council had it wanted to do so.
The Opposition then adopted a puritanical
approach to the legislation. It was intended that
one should enter an SP shop, place a bet, and get
out as quickly as possible. The only reason one
would have to return to the shop would be to
collect one's winnings or, alternatively, to place
another bet if one had any money left. That was
how the TAB or licensed betting shops came into
operation.

Now such premises are carpeted. information
appears on the walls, races are broadcast, chairs
are provided, and not only are they located near
hotels, but also, in many cases, they are actually
located on the hotel premises. It can be seen the
Government's attitude to gambling on racehorses
has changed completely. It fully accepts that sort
of gambling, because it can see it raises a great
deal of revenue.

On top of that, the Government has agreed to
the operation of [otto and bingo, and it is now
trying to set up an instant lottery. Of course, we
also have favourite numbers. I congratulate those
who are able to work that system, because I have
yet to grasp the intricacies of it. Apparently some
people win money on it from time to time.

Mr Parker: You just select a number at ran-
dom.

Mr DAVIES: As the member for Fremantle
has just said, apparently one selects numbers at
random. If they happen to be the favourite
numbers, one wins the dividend. However, I do
not understand the system fully.

Mr Hassell: Is it not related to the number of
horses in it?

Mr DAVIES: I cannot really say.
Mr Parker: It is only a matter of selecting the

number.
Mr DAVIES: I do not understand the

intricacies of it.
This is the end of the Arts Council. The Minis-

ter does not like QANGOs. It seems the only way
he can strangle the #couneil is not to give it any
money or to disband it. He will hold the purse
strings and he alone will be the person who says
which bodies, on either the sport or culture side,
shall get a share of money available for distri-
bution from this instant lottery.

This is completely unacceptable to us. Things
might be different when the Government changes
next year. We will ensure there is a fair distri-
bution and we will let the world know how we will
make the money available. Apart from the fact
that I find it distasteful to be financing cultural
and sporting events by a lottery, I think there is a

great danger here for the future, and particularly
for the arts in this State, with the proposals to
which the Government is now asking us to agree.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Minister for Police
and Prisons) [2.51 p.mn.]: I thank members Of the
National Party and members of the Australian
Labor Party for their support of the Bill, albeit I
understand that the ALP support is extremely re-
luctant.

Mr Davies: Tacit.
Mr HASSELL: The member's colleague went

further than saying it was tacit approval by saying
it was reluctant approval.

The member for Fremantle suggested that in-
stant lotteries really are no different from poker
machines or beer ticket machines.

Mr Parker: In concept.
Mr HASSELL: There is a certain illogicality in

the member's position if that is so, because he
said-and I commend him For it-that he is
stoutly opposed to the introduction of poker
machines in this State. That also is the position of
the Government and I hope it will continue to be
the position of the ALP into the future. If the
member is stoutly opposed to the introduction of
poker machines and is saying that the instant
lotteries are a similar concept, logically he ought
to say he is opposed to instant lotteries.

Mr Parker: We wanted to show how hypocriti-
cal ou are and how we had to balance our views
for the support of sporting organisations and this
Bill.

Mr HASSELL: There is a lack of logic in the
member's position. There is no substantial re-
lationshiip between beer ticket machines and in-
stant lotteries on the one hand, and poker
machines on the other hand. In a sense, all
gambling is the same concept, and in that broad
sense those two groups may be the same concept.

Recently a very useful article was written by
Mr Kim Stotter, an officer of the State Govern-
ment, on the subject of psychological aspects of
poker machines. Mr Stotter is the Superintendent
of Nyandi Children's Home, run by the Depart-
ment for Community Welfare. Unfortunately, I
was unable to retrace the article in time to bring
it along today, but it is well worth reading be-
cause Mr Stotler-and from recollection he is
well qualified as a psychologist-analyses the
psychological impact of poker machines,

Mr Parker: That is the point I was making, and
I think this is similar.

Mr HASSELL; It may be similar to some
small extent, but what I am trying to say is that
the similarities arc not as close as the member
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suggests, and that for a number of reasons, which
a man in Mr Stotter's position is able to iden-
tify, poker machines are a pernicious form of
gambling. That is the reason we oppose their
introduction and I imagine it is the same reason
members opposite are against them. That has not
been shown to be the case with beer ticket
machines in other places and with instant
lotteries. If we believed there was any substantial
similarity in the impact of instant lotteries and
the impact of poker machines, we certainly would
not be introducing this measure, because we are
deeply opposed to poker machines because of the
impact they have on the gambling psyche and also
for the very good rcason that in some way it ap-
pears that mnust, if nut all, the manufacturers and
controllers of the machines have quite clearly es-
tablished links with organised crime, and there is
plenty of documentation on that aspect. We do
not want to see that here.

Mr Parker: So, by the way, do some of the pro-
ducers of the tickets for instant lotteries.

Mr HASSELL: That may be so, but the Chief
Secretary was very careful in that respect in his
preparation of this matter.

Mr Parker: I am told that the only producer of
these tickets in Australia has an association with
the Bally corporation.

Mr HASSELL: I do not know the details, but
if that is the case, no doubt it is something we will
pursue. I will refer that comment to the Chief
Secretary because if there is any link with that
corporation-and I understand there is not-it
would be something that would concern us.

At least two of the speakers suggested that this
legislation will not solve. the financial problems of
sport and culture. My response is that it has never
been suggested that the instant lottery will solve
all the problems of or provide sufficient moneys
for sport and culture so that they are suddenly in
a position of affluence. We have put this measure
forward as a contribution, a painless contribution,
because participation in the instant lottery is vol-
untary and does not involve the imposition of ad-
ditional revenue-raising measures by the Govern-
ment.

The ALP policy may be expressed in terms that
look very attractive to the people at the end of the
line who might consider themselves to be potential
recipients of the proposed largesse of a Labor
Government. However, there are numerous poten-
tial participants of that largesse in many areas of
community activity, and unless members opposite
become the Government and raise taxes substan-
tially there will not be enough money to provide
for all those things the Labor Party has promised.

The taxpayers will be very disappointed;, some of
these promisees will be very disappointed.

This instant lottery will provide the potential
for about 52.5 million in the first year to be made
available for sport and culture. The sum is not
vast, but is not insignificant, either; certainly it is
a sum we could not provide in the current Budget
to add to the existing commitment to sport and
culture.

Mr Parker:. When will this start to operate?
Mr HASSELL: I cannot inform the member of

that off the top of my head. He knows how long it
takes sometimes to get legislation into operation.
Obviously it will be brought into operation as
soon as it can be; it will not be held up.

Mr Parker: Can [ have an estimation of that?
Mr HASSELL: I would have to check with the

Chief Secretary, who has those matters in hand. I
cannot tell the member of that date, or make an
estimation of it off the top of my head. I should
make the point clear-although I think it was
made clear in the second reading speech-that
the estimate of $2.5 million as a full-year pro-
duction of funds available for distribution is, as
described, an estimate and not a precise figure.

The member for Fremantle said no guarantee
had been given that the funds will be additional to
other budgetary provisions already allowed. Of
course, no such guarantee can be given by this
Government or any other.

Mr Wilson: The Premier gave it.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier made it clear in

the debate yesterday that we would find out on
Thursday what is in the current Budget. 1 am not
trying to deal with the actual funding on a current
basis, I am trying to deal with the substantive
point that no Government can in advance guaran-
tee for all times that a certain commitment will
exist in its Budgets. We cannot do that any more
than the Opposition could if it were in Govern-
ment.

The member for Fremantle expressed con-
cern-and I think the member for Victoria Park
took up this concern-that the instant lottery
would not use available funds for hospitals and
charities. My understanding of the estimates is
that overall this funding will not be reduced, but
will be increased. I emphasise that is overall. As
the member for Victoria Park pointed out, the
moneys from instant lotteries are to be distributed
60 per cent to prizes, 20 per cent to sport and cul-
ture, eight per cent to agents, and the remaining
12 per cent less administrative expenses to the
general fund. That gcneral fund will supplement
the charities consultation fund for hospitals and
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charities. It is our belief that overall there will be
a certain amount of new dollar generation from
this instant lottery, and that this generation will
be offset through that 12 per cent insertion to the
hospital and charities general fund.

Mr Parker: It will not be a I12 per cent inser-
tion, because it is 12 per cent less administrative
costs.

Mr HASSELL: That is so, and it will offset the
generation that may occur, bearing in mind the
full potential of Lotto has not yet been realised.
Lotto is continuing to grow, and is now providing
the bulk of money for hospitals and charities dis-
tributed in this way.

Mr Parker: The Lotteries Commission is now
refusing to grant certain agencies.

Mr HASSELL: That has not been my experi-
ence, and certainly not my experience as Chief
Secretary.

Mr Parker: The situation has changed.

Mr HASSELL: Pressures are brought from
time to time on the Lotteries Commi ssion in re-
gard to all sorts of agencies. I am aware of that
situation, and in regard to it I have had represen-
tations from people in my electorate, but one must
give the commission its due regard. At the end of
each year, it tries to maximise the net funds
available for hospitals and charities, and therefore
must try to operate on an economic basis. If the
commission is of the opinion that an agency is not
a good proposition, the commission is entitled to
take steps to cease the operation of that establish-
ment as an agency. An agency might be a good
business proposition for the agent or the would-be
agent, but that determination is in the hands of
the commission.

Mr Davies: You have just spoken about how
the lottery dollars are divided up at present, but
that will change with the instant lottery, accord-
ing to your second reading speech, because you
say 20 per cent of total sales will be taken for
sport and culture.

Mr HASSELL: Oh, no, 20 per cent of the in-
stant lotteries will go to sport and culture.

Mr Davies: You said by regulation.

Mr HASSELL: No moneys for sport and cul-
ture will be taken out of the general funds. The
sport and culture lottery has to produce all the
money that goes to sport and culture.

Mr Davies: That's right.

Mr HASSELL: The remainder of the instant
lottery money will go to the general fund for sup-
plementation purposes.

Mr Davies: Whereas for other lotteries the
sport and culture gets the I12 per cent with
administration taken out of it, and what is left is
made available for other charities in the general
fund.

Mr HASSELL: As I understand the structure
relating to other charities, it is completely differ-
ent.

Mr Davies: But with the instant lottery, 20 per
cent of total sales before anything else is taken
out and is to go to sport and culture. That is what
you say on page 2955 of Hansard.

Mr HASSELL: That is for the instant lottery
only.

Mr Davies: It is 20 per cent of total sales.

Mr HASSELL: That is correct.
Mr Davies: So the other charities will then be

left with bearing some of the costs of
administration, agents' fees, and the like.

Mr HASSELL: I guess that follows, but one
must bear in mind that those charities will have to
put into the general fund whatever is left out of
the sport and culture lottery, which basically was
established for sport and culture.

Mr Davies: So, there will be a greater pro-
portion taken from the other ones once the instant
lottery is introduced, because under the instant
lottery a greater proportion is being distributed. It
will be set by regulation. They can cut it back by
10 per cent if they want to, but at present 20 per
cent of total sales goes to sport and culture.

Mir HASSELL: That is so, but I do not see that
the member's conclusion follows from that situ-
ation.

Mr Davies: It must do. If it takes 88 per cent of
the cost of the current lottery to maintain and
keep that going, either you have to reduce your
prize money or you have to get your
administration cost from somewhere else. I mean,
if you give 20 per cent to sport and culture, that
leaves only 80 per cent to be used for all other
purposes. Under the present scheme with 60 per
cent going to prizes, 20 per cent going to hospi-
tals, and eight per cent to agents, that is 88 per
cent absorbed already. Perhaps I had better get
up and make a speech, but are you suggesting
that no money from the instant lotteries will go to
hospitals?

Mr HASSELL: No.

Mr Davies: Will they still get a divvie?

Mr HASSELL: As I understand the situation,
bearing in mind I represent the Minister in
another place-
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Mr Davies:. You are a former Chief Secretary
though.

Mr HASSELL: The instant lottery was not
around in my time. I will give the member my
understanding in response to the point he raised.
Of the 100 per cent collected from instant
lotteries, 12 per cent, less administration costs-I
gather the administration costs will be quite
small-will pass back into, at least initially, the
general funds of the Lotteries Commission. They
are the funds from Lotto and from the charity
tickets that we buy.

Mr Davies: You say 12 per cent?
Mr HASSELL: Twclvc per cent less

administration costs of the instant lottery.
Administration costs of the instant lottery will be
pretty small because of the administrative struc-
ture of the Lotteries Commission.

Mr Parker: Except that, because of their very
nature, the cost of these tickets will be fairly high
in comparison with the cost of the charity tickets.

Mr H-ASSELL: It will still be a relatively small
cost, on my understanding of it.

There has been some comment from the mem-
ber for Merredin and the member for Fremantle
about the Western Australian Football League
and its campaign to have some proportion of TAB
funds directed towards football. I do not think it
is appropriate for me to deal with that issue either
broadly or fully today because it is a separate
issue. Suffice to say that the Government has not
made any decision that funds should be directed
from the TAB to the football league.

Mr Parker: I was told the Government had
shelved the Townsend report. It is determined not
to make a decision as a result of it.

Mr H-ASSELL: I am not in a position to con-
firm that at the moment.

Mr Parker: Has it been discussed in Cabinet?
Mr HASSELL: The point made by the mem-

ber for Merredin about the football structure and
the costs of "purchasing" players, if that is the
right word, is a valid one in so far as he suggests
that public moneys, from whatever source, should
not be used to supplement everincreasing auction
prices for good players. Realistically, it has to be
acknowledged that some of the major football
clubs have many problems and they are locked
into a system which they cannot change. If it were
purely a Western Australian market for fot-
bailers, it might be easy for them to get together
and do something about it, but that is not the
case.

Mr Parker: Section 92 of the Federal Consti-
tution might prevent it.

Mr H-ASSELL: That might have something to
do with it as well. It is not just purely a local mar-
ket and it might be yet another case, if I could say
so lightly, of Eastern States economic imperial-
ism, but I do not say that seriously. This instant
lottery will not solve those sorts of problems; in-
deed, it is not put forward on that basis.

Mr Parker: Can I ask you whether the
Townsend report has been discussed in Cabinet?

Mr HASSELL: You can ask me, but I will not
go into that at this stage because it is not relevant
to the Bill before the House and it is not within
my ministerial responsibility.

Mr Brian Burke: What is?
Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the Opposition

is sometimes slow, but I did not know he was that
slow. He has had 21h years to pick that up.

Mr Cowan: What we are concerned about is
that there is going to be no contribution from in-
stant lotteries to the WAFL for the purpose of
supplying-

Mr HASSELL:. I am not in a position to give
that commitment right now, but I think it can be
said properly that it is most unlikely that the
Government would be prepared to allow public
funds to be used for that purpose.

Mr Brian Burke: You have already promised
the WAFL S200 000. You are behind the times.

Mr HASSELL: I think we all know that some
of the clubs have very real problems and the
Government would like these problems solved, if
possible, because we are anxious that assistance
be given to this important recreational activity
which belongs very much to this State, and to a
couple of other States.

The member for Merredin and the member for
Victoria Park both made the same sort of criti-
cism of the Bill by suggesting that the Chief Sec-
retary was not an appropriate person to make a
decision on the distribution of the funds available
for sport and culture.

Mr Parker: Not the Chief Secretary-the Min-
ister.

Mr HASSELL: I apologise. They suggest the
Minister is not the appropriate person. The com-
plaint was that no compulsion is written into the
Bill for the Minister to confer with anyone. It is
not possible, as we all know, in a practical sense,
to require a Minister to confer with particular
people except when one is dealing with a specific
subject matter. The task of the Minister in
distributing funds to non-Government bodies is
always difficult and my experience tells me that
the best thing that the Minister can possibly do is
to consult and confer and, if he does not do so, he
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will soon find that the protests are raised, and
rightly so, by those who are unfairly treated.

Mr Parker: You set up bodies like the Arts
Council and the Lotteries Commission to remove
those decisions from the Minister and, I guess,
redirect the criticism to some extent, but in this
case you are not doing that. You are giving it all
to the Minister.

Mr HASSELL: I can only say that I do not be-
lieve that the Minister for Recreation is likely to
act any differently from the way the Government
acts in other areas when ministerial grants are
made without concern being expressed by the
people.

Mr Parker: The present list is likely to come
from the photographic arena, furthering the de-
velopment of the portrait photographers' art.

Mr Pearce: Is his picture going to be on these
new instant lottery cards?

Mr Wilson: You can scratch it off.
Mr O'Connor: He is an instant asset, anyhow.
Mr HASSELL: If it would improve the ticket

sales to members of the Opposition, I am sure we
could arrange it. The essence of the matter comes
down to this:-

Mr Terry Burke: Try, try, and try again.
Mr HASSELL: -the Government has pro-

posed the instant lottery as a means of receiving
funds for local organisations to assist in areas
where there is a significant need. As in so many
other areas, we would like to be able to do more
without increasing the burden on the taxpayer. It
is on that basis that the Bill has been received by
the House. We have not made extravagant claims
for the instant lottery. We have not suggested it
solves all the problems, but it will make a
significant contribution in this area. I am glad the
Bill in its present context finds favour with the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

/a Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Trethowan) in the Chair: Mr Hassell (Minister
for Police and Prisons) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 7 put and passed.
Clause 8: Section 9 amended-
Mr PARKER: This clause deals with the man-

ner of operation of the lottery and contains some
aspects which have been objected to by the mem-
ber for Victoria Park, the member for Merredin,
and me. The first point I wish to raise relates to
the name of the lottery. I appreciate that it is not

a substantive issue, but it does seem to me to be a
cumbersome and unfortunate title which has been
chosen for the institution concerned.

The second point I wish to raise relates to the
discretionary powers given to the Minister. The
Minister for Recreation distributes the moneys to
bodies involved in sport and the Minister for Cul-
tural Affairs-who handles both port-
folios--distributes the moneys amongst the bodies
involved in cultural activities.

The Government has set up independent or
semi-independent bodies to carry out the disburse-
ment of other funds to be made available to cul-
tural bodies, one of which is the Arts Council.
From time to time that council determines how
the funds should be allocated to certain cultural
bodies and there has been some criticism, particu-
larly from one notable publisher, about the man-
ner in which that council has gone about its task.

Nevertheless, the Government has chosen to
continue with that manner of allocation of funds
as it proposes to continue with the allocation of
the Consolidated Revenue Fund, but it does not
propose to use that method with regard to the
moneys obtained from the instant lotteries. That
is inconsistent and should not be left to the Minis-
ter for Cultural Affairs to determine how the
funds will be distributed.

This Government has set up sport and rec-
reation bodies and advisory committees, but some
do not have access to the Minister, whiereas they
are supposed to be advising him. One would have
thought that they would be the bodies to be given
the authority to disburse these funds.

As the member for Victoria Park has said, one
of the great features of the Lotteries Commission
in its disbursement of funds to charitable organis-
ations is that members of Parliament-whether
they be Government members or Opposition
members-can go to the Lotteries Commission
and receive the same hearing, if they have a case
to put forward on behalf of a charitable organis-
ation with which they may be involved and may
be representing.

Members of the Lotteries Commission are ap-
pointed by the Government and the present chair-
man is the former Deputy Premier (Sir Desmond
O'Neil). There does not appear to have been any
bias in the disbursement of funds from the
Lotteries Commission. However, I would not have
such a degree of confidence in a Minister of the
Crown, in particular the Minister currently hold-
ing the portfolios of Recreation and Cultural Af-
fairs. Thai particular Minister makes great play
of being one of the most partisan people in the
Government. He is proud of the fact that every,-
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thing he does is for the benefit of his party and he
makes public play of that fact. I am concerned
about giving him the sale discretion to determine
the distribution of funds to cultural bodies and
sporting groups. That action is of grave Concern to
me and I am not satisfied at this stage, because
consultation is not required with those bodies. The
Minister is responsible solely for the determi-
nation of the distribution of the funds from the in-
stant lottery.

This legislation proposes that the agents who
now handle lotteries and Lotto will act as agents
for the instant lotteries as well. They will be the
payment agents for the Lotteries Commission. If
a person presents the winning ticket they will be
required to make the funds available to him.

The question arises: Is it proposed that all these
people who arc agents for the Lotteries Com-
mission will be made agents for the new sports-
culture instant lottery? In the case of the larger
prizes-they amount to $10000-will that
amount be made available instantly and is it pro-
posed that the agents acting for the commission
will be in a position to make that amount of
$10000 available'? Will cheques be made
available or will the agents provide some sort of
voucher which will have to be presented to the
Lotteries Commission?

Judging from the comments in the second read-
ing speech, one would expect that the money will
be handed over instantly. The Lotteries Com-
mission presumably will not be obliged to satisfy
itself that the person purporting to be the holder
of a winning ticket is. in fact, the winner. I know
that with the current lotteries the situation is
slightly different because no-one would know he
has the winning ticket unless he knew the
numbers printed on the ticket. However,. with the
new instant lottery, people will be able to ascer-
tain whether it is the winning ticket. For example.
someone with criminal intent may steal the win-
ning ticket and present it to the agent and obtain
the prize money.

Mr Hassell: The winner would have to write his
name and address on the ticket.

Mr PARKER: Only if he wishes to participate
in the further draws of the lottery. The point is a
person could take the winning ticket from the per-
son who is the winner and submit it for the prize
money.

Mr Hassell: You can stop that only through the
general criminal law.

Mr PARKER: Of course that can be dealt with
under the general criminal law, but in the mean-
time the winner does not receive his S10 000. It
seems to be an unusual way of handling the pro-

cedure and I ask the Minister to give consider-
ation to this matter.

Mr COWAN:. My complaint is identical to the
one put forward by the member for Fremantle
and it relates to clause 8(c) which includes pro-
posed new subseet ion (1c) which reads as fol-
lows-

The Minister for Recreation and the Min-
ister for Cultural Affairs may for the purpose
of deciding on the distribution of moneys
under subsection (lb) consult such persons
and bodies as they think fit. ";and

In effect it provides for the Minister to make a
determination as to how the money will be distrib-
uted. The responsibility rests with the Minister in
previous subclauses. We agree with that, but the
decision should be made by a committee.

I believe the Minister must retain ultimate re-
sponsibility for the disbursement of moneys
gained from instant lotteries. However, the Minis-
ter does not have any expertise in the area of
sport, nor does he have any expertise in the area
of culture. It should not be his decision as to how
the money is distributed, but the decision of
bodies set up under this Act to make recommen-
dations to the Minister. That is the situation that
prevails in most other areas where money is allo-
cated for sport or recreation. A community sport
and recreation facilities fund is administered by
the Minister for Recreation and a subcommittee
has been established to assess and evaluate appli-
cations for funds from that source. The
subcommittee makes recommendations to the
Minister who accepts or rejects them-he makes
the final decision.

Under this Bill the Minister will not have to go
through that formality. All he has to do is to find
out how much money is available and from the
top of his head pluck out six or seven sporting or-
ganisations and advise them that they will receive
a percentage of the funds. It should not be
handled in this way. The Minister in this House
representing the Minister for Recreation and the
Minister for Cultural Affairs has said there are
certain rules that must be adhered to when public
moneys are being spent.

One of those rules should be that the Minister
should have access to an advisory body, but in this
Bill this provision has not been included. In fact,
it is stated clearly that the Minister has the re-
sponsibility to determine where the money goes.

It would be a waste of time to ask the Minister
whether he is prepared to report progress at this
Stage in order that we might ascertain whether
consideration has been given to amending this
clause to make provision for the establishment of

3311



3312 [ASSEMBLY]

committees to decide where moneys for sport and
recreation will be distributed. I know ibis matter
was raised in another place and that the Minister
directly responsible for this Bill refused to accept
that he needed advice from other bodies in re-
lation to the distribution of funds. It is my view
that he does. However, having voiced my corn-
p laint I do not think it is something that needs to
be taken any Further. It is something the Govern-
ment should have considered and I predict that
within one or two years we are likely to have the
principal Act brought before this place again in
order to make provision for the two committees
which I believe are necessary.

Mr DAVIES: Had we read the Bill, we might
have discovered one of the answers to our problem
concerning how the various amounts of money are
to be distributed. Under proposed new subsection
( I a)(a) of section 9, 20 per cent of all moneys re-
ceived by the commission in respect of standard
lotteries goes towards the hospital fund, but 20
per cent of the sports-culture instant lotteries goes
to a special fund. No money from the special
lotteries goes towards the hospital fund.

I suggest that iF less money is spent on standard
lotteries the amount of money available for hospi-
tals will be reduced, It stands to reason that that
will happen. I know the Minister will say that is
not necessarily so. because he thinks the money
spent on special lotteries will in some way balance
the decline in money spent on standard lotteries.
In other words, standard lotteries will have as
much as ever spent on them and, on top of that,
money will be spent on instant lotteries.

Only time will tell whether there is a boost in
the total sales of all lotteries that will benefit or-
ganisations. As the Minister anticipates that $2.5
million will be available from instant
lotteries-and that will represent only 20 per cent
of the gross-if we multiply $2.5 million by five,
we arrrive at a figure of $12.5 million which will
be spent on instant lotteries. I suggest that if there
is not a corresponding decline, there will be a tem-
porary decline at least of money spent on stan-
dard lotteries.

In the opening remarks of his second reading
speech, the Minister said that [otto has not
reached its potential in the opinion of the
Lotteries Commission. I do not know how the
Lotteries Commission can judge that, but I know
it has reached its potcntial so far as this sub-
scriber is concerned. I cannot afford to subscribe
any more to [otto each week than I do now, but
there may be more people in the community who
will be able to increase their subscriptions.

Mr Hassell: Or more people to pay.

Mr DAVIES: Perhaps if there are more people
to pay: but it has reached its potential as far as
the present population is concerned. However, it
has not reached its potential if the population in-
creases.

Mr Hassell: What about reaching its potential
with the present population? In other words, the
expectation is that more of the present population
will enter Lotto and that is why I said it has not
reached its potential. Based on figures in other
States it will go up to a certain plane before it
levels out with the present population.

Mr DAVIES: We hope that will be the case. As
I have said already, the hospital fund benefits
from lotteries and Lotto and we hope that sport
and culture will also.

Let us not fool ourselves. The money that goes
to the hospital fund is not additional to the money
spent on hospitals by the Government. It just
saves the Government that much money it would
have to spend on maintaining hospitals. Members
may recall that at one time the Lotteries Com-
mission was able to donate various pieces of
equipment to hospitals or endow a bed, ward, or
wing. However, the Government said it did not
want the commission to do that any more and in-
stead it would take 20 per cent of the gross
lotteries takings to assist hospitals. The Govern-
ment said that it wanted to control the money,
that the Lotteries Commission was to put the
money into a special fund, and that then the
Government would decide how it would be spent.

In my opinion there will be a decline in the
amount of money that is available to the hospital
fund through the standard lotteries. There will be
a corresponding decline in the amount of money
available for distribution to charities. There will
be an increase, estimated at $2.5 million in any
one full year, available for sport and culture. My
concern relates to the person making the de-
cisions. This clause says that the Minister can de-
cide this point.

This clause concerns me in two ways. Firstly,
we will let the Government decide by regulation
how much it will take from the gross money
available from instant lotteries. At present we are
told it will be 20 per cent. If the instant lotteries
are a great success, I can imagine the Govern-
ment's saying, "We do not need all that money;
let us cut the percentage back to 10 or I5 per
cent." The Government can do that by regulation.
In the same way, if the Government decides that
20 per cent is not sufficient, the percentage can be
boosted by regulation. No doubt any amendment
to the regulations will be laid on the Table oF the
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House, and we would then have to move to disal-
low it,

Mr Hassell: Alternatively, of course, it might
be, taking your example, that if the impact on
charities and hospitals is too great-the matter
that concerns you-the Government will need to
take action.

Mr DAVIES: Yes, but all these matters will be
provided for by regulation, and that is what con-
cerns me.

Secondly-and this is the aspect raised by the
two previous speakers during the Committee
stage-the Minister will have the sole right to say
how the money shall be spent. It may be that, if
$500 000 is to be made available and divided
equally between culture and sport, that will be a
gross imbalance.

It may be that many more people are concerned
with the activities of one of these groups rather
than the other, but if the Minister says that the
funds will be split down the middle, that is what
will happen. I do not know whether we should
legislate for it to be split down the middle. Per-
haps we should decide on some pro rala basis how
the money is to be split up.

Another problem is that the term "Culture" is
not defined. Probably it is something like the
word -beauty"-it depends on the eye of the be-
holder. However, if we look at the list of the or-
ganisations with which the Arts Council deals at
the present time, how is the Minister-a person
alone-to decide how the money shall be split up?
He has no-one in his department to assist him in
regard to the arts, because this work has been del-
egated to the Arts Council. He does not have a
"culture" officer-that is certainly not a term of
which I approve-or an arts officer, and yet, if
one looks through some six pages of the last
annual report of the Arts Council one is amazed
at the number of organisations which have re-
ceived grants. Sometimes the grant may be $100
only, but the list includes many grants and up to
$42 000 to the Playhouse Theatre. The list covers
all areas-ballet and dance, country ballet
schools, drama and puppetry, film and video,
music, visual arts, craft community arts, and
interest-free loans and bridging finance.

Although I have been critical of the Arts Coun-
cil at times, it is certainly better for this council to
be making such decisions rather than a single
Minister. I do not make this statement without
some reason for concern because the present Min-
ister has been meeting with various art groups in
his office and he has indicated clearly to these
groups that he will have control of the purse

strings if his Government is lucky enough to get
back into office at the next election.

It is a physical impossibility for any one person
effectively and clearly to share the cake available
to the arts; but also, this same person must deal
with sport and recreation. In this regard he has a
substantial department to assist him. He can re-
ceive guidance from the Department for Youth,
Sport and Recreation because it is under his con-
trol. However, no part of the Minister's portfolio
willI be able to provide him with the necessary ex-
pertise, except for the Arts Council. If we do not
use the Arts Council in more than an advisory ca-
pacity, we might just as well disband it. I wonder
what the Minister intends to do. In view of the
statements he has been making to various art
groups about his intentions if his party retains
power next year, there is reason for concern.
Under this provision we are giving him, or a single
person, complete control.

Looking through a recent publication issued by
the Crafts Council, I see that more than 300 indi-
viduals and groups are engaged in craft activities.
Every single group has a right to submit a plea for
some Government assistance. Yet we are saying
to the Minister, "According to your own figures
you will get $2.5 million and you will split it down
the middle-give half to sport and half to culture.
How you decide on the allocations after that is up
to you."~ Of course the Minister may call on other
people for advice, but I can imagine the attitude
of the Arts Council if it is asked for advice, but
has no control over the distribution of the money.
We are legislating for political expediency with-
out proper thought about what might follow.

Mr PEARCE: I support the remarks of the
member for Victoria Park and the member for
Fremantle with regard to the clear trend in this
legislation towards our centralising the power of
the distribution of money in the arts area to the
Minister. In the last decade it has been fairly
clearly established in Australia that it is a much
better system to have an arm's-length arrange-
ment for Government financing of the arts. Hence
we have an Arts Council in WA and an Australia
Council, both of which are charged with disburs-
ing funds among artists and artistic organisations
rather than our having politicians pork barrelling
in this area. I certainly agree with the member for
Victoria Park and the member for Fremantle who
pointed out that the Minister least to be trusted
with arts funds in a pork barrelling sense is the
Minister for Cultural Affairs. This Minister has
shown a great interest in obtaining votes for him-
self and his party, and no particular interest in the
arts. It is he who has introduced the system of
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notifying Government members in advance of al-
locations that the Arts Council intends to make to
organisations-

Mr Cowan: Not only to Government members,
but also to Liberal Party candidates.

Mr PEARCE: Thai does not surprise me in the
least. I was aware that the Minister made this in-
formation available to Government members of
Parliament, but certainly I am prepared to believe
that he also makes the information available to
Liberal Party candidates. These people are being
told in advance about Arts Council grants to local
organisations, and then these allocations are an-
nounced by Government members and,' it seems
also, Liberal Party candidates, as though they
have been responsible for obtaining the grant for
the organisation concerned. That is totally untrue,
no matter bow it is looked at. Of course, the
money is provided by the taxpayers. Admittedly a
certain amount of it is passed to the Arts Council
by the Government, although it is really the Par-
liament which allots the money. Then the Arts
Council looks at the applications it has, and it
makes certain decisions, and the money is par-
celled out in that way.

A classic example that drew my attention to
this practice occurred quite recently when the
Gosnells Community Youth Support Scheme
committee, of which I am the chairman, made an
application to the Arts Council for $ I 500 to con-
duct arts and crafts courses at the Gosnells
CYSS centre. We received a letter announcing
that we had obtained a grant almost on the same
day that in the local suburban media a Press
release appeared under the name of the Hon.
Phillip Pendal announcing that the grant had
been made. I was then obliged to write to the
paper on what I believed was a matter of political
ethics.

The Hon. Phillip Pendal was not a member of
the Gosntells CYSS committee: he played no part
in obtaining the grant: he would not have known
that the application had been made: and he made
no representations to the Arts Council in order to
obtain the grant. In fact, he did nothing except re-
ceive across his desk a letter or a communi.cation
from the Minister for Cultural Affairs indicating
the grant had been made. The Hon. Phillip
Pendal then announced the grant in a way that
contained a clear implication that he had done
something for it, and of course he had not.

I was then obliged to write to the local media,
and all I received in reply was quite an abusive
diatribe in the form of a letter from the Hon.
Phillip Pendal, which some wag in the local media
had placed next to an article by the Hon. Phillip
Pendal calling for greater standards of propriety

in the Parliament, and deploring the fact that par-
liamentary privilege was being abused by people
who were saying these outrageous things. Next to
that was the letter in which the Hon. Phillip
Pendal said quite outrageous things about me!

Mr Cowan: What about the abuse of minis-
terial privilege?

Mr PEARCE: The member for Merredin is
perfectly accurate in saying that this whole
business is a clear example of the abuse of minis-
terial privilege.

It would be a bad day for the arts in Western
Australia if the present Minister for Cultural Af-
fairs were given control of the new grants because
then we would find that only organisations in the
electorates of Liberal members were able to ob-
lain grants; and it would be only Labor members
in marginal seats, which the Liberals thought they
had a chance of winning, who would see grants
given to their areas. That is not a good enough
way to approach arts funding in this State.

Our reservations about this whole scheme have
been outlined clearly by our spokesman, the mem-
ber for Fremantle; but I indicate my reservations
on this clause by saying that I do not trust the
present Minister for Cultural Affairs to have the
granting of one cent of cultural affairs money in
his own direct gift. He has shown clearly in the
past, by his abuse of the system so far, that he is
not to be trusted in this area. I bet that not an
arts organisation in this State would like to see
the granting of arts money at the behest of the
present Minister.

If this clause is carried, we will find that arts
organisations in this state become politicised.

Mr P. V. Jones: What has this got to do with
the Bill or the clause?

Mr PEARCE: I draw the attention of the Min-
ister for Resources Development to the fact that
we are discussing a clause which will give the
Minister for Cultural Affairs the grant of money
raised in this instant lottery. I do not want that
Minister to have that right, because I do not trust
him. He will misuse the power, as he has misused
the much more limited power he already has. Is
the relevance clear to the Minister for Resources
Development now?

Mr P. V. Jones: Not the wvay you put it.

Mr PEARCE: I sound a clear warning to the
arts organisations of this State that they will have
to become political. They will have to have a big

""on their doors if they hope to receive any
grants from the arts money raised by this lottery.
if the present Minister gets his hands on the 20
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per cent of the fund and then is able to pork bar-
rel it.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Na novich.

TOWN PLANNING: MRPA

Disallowance of Amendmnt: Motion
Debate resumed from 22 September.
MR COWAN (Merredin) [3.55 p.m.]: On

Tuesday morning, members of the National Party
had the privilege of speaking with some people
who were part of' the campaign to save Servecus
Street. I realise that campaign does not directly
concern the electorate that I represent, but, never-
theless, it concerns a matter with which members
of Parliament arc involved.

When this debate was commenced by the mem-
ber for Subiaco. the Minister For Police and
Prisons and member for Cottesloe. in making
some comments, said that he was appalled that
the member for Subiaco could represent the
people of his electorate with a lack of regard for
his colleagues. I find it absolutely amazing that a
person who is elected as a member of the Parlia-
ment cannot represent his electorate in the fIrst
place. It is most inappropriate that a Minister
should make comments like that about the mem-
ber for Subiaco.

The Metropolitan Region Planning Authority
has produced a plan to which certain people have
a great number of objections. I have examined the
plans that have been put forward; and there is no
question that if we are to regard~che motorcar as a
god, the one proposed is definitely the best plan
availtable, Of course, t here is q u ite a lot more to it
than that: and the plan proposed has very little re-
gard for some of the people who live in the
Servetus Street region.

I know that the people of Servelus Street have
been told that they will have their position
improved now that the proposed western suburbs
freeway hats been downgraded to a parkway. No-
body has yet told me precisely what is a parkway.
It is a pity, that the Minister for Transport is not
in his seat: he might be able to define it accu-
rately.

Mr Pearce: I doubt it.
Mr Young: I wvill get him back for you.
M r COWA N: I wou ld be grateful if tIhe M inis-

ter for Health would do that.
Mrs Craig: Have you not read the amending

documents?

Mr COWAN: I have. Would the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning be good
enough to explain to me what a parkway is?

Mrs Craig interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): The

Minister will have to speak cowards the H4ansard
reporter if she wishes to have her comments re-
corded.

Mr COWAN: I thank the Minister for making
the attempt. Regardless of whether it is called a
parkway, or a four-lane road with a median strip,
it will have a very disruptive effect on that lo-
cality. It will not enhance the environment for the
people of Servecus Street, and particularly the
people who will have their properties resumed. I
do not think one could convince them that their
environment has been enhanced and I certainly do
not think one could convince the people on the
other side of Servetus Street that they will benefit
from this proposed parkway.

The member for Cottesloe said that if this plan
were disallowed we would revert to a freeway-
style road. I do not agree with that. If the motion
that has been moved by the member for Subiaco
is agreed to by this Parliament, it represents a
very clear indication to the MRPA that it must
produce another plan which is acceptable to
everybody concerned.

I remind members about what happens when
serious objections are made against proposals put
forward by the Government. I draw members' at-
tention to the history of the Mining Act and ask
them to think of the number of times that Act has
been brought before this place and amended, be-
cause it was not popular within the industry or the
area it was supposed to control.

The same can be said for this MRPA amend-
ment; it still does not meet the wishes of the
people in the area through which it is intended the
road should run.

The member for Cottesloc referred to the re-
lationship between Government policy and the
policy of his party. I would have thought members
would recognise a difference exists. I am not
aware of everything that happens within the Lib-
eral Party, but perhaps one of its members could
tell me whether the decision to support the
MRPA amendment was agreed to at a Liberal
Party conference and adopted as Liberal Party
policy.

If it were not, I can see no reason that the
member for Subiaco should not be able to move
this Motion Without his being the victim of all the
accusations made about him by the member for
Cottesloc. Quite obviously the MRPA amend-
ment is not ILiberal Party policy. An accusation
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was made that the member for Subiaco had viol-
ated the trust given to him as an endorsed Liberal
Party candidate. That is a lot of rubbish! He is
doing precisely what he was elected to do; that is,
represent the people who have put him in this
place.

Another important matter relates to the fact
that Western Australia is by far and away the
largest State in the Commonwealth. As everybody
knows, and the Minister for Transport would
agree, we receive far too little from the Common-
wealth by way of allocation of funds for roads.
We would like a great deal more funds of that
nature allocated by the Commonwealth, but we
cannot tolerate the expenditure of vast sums of
money on the resumption of land for the purpose
of placing roads in areas where perhaps they
should not go. That means money is expended in
the urban areas when it could be expended in
areas outside Perth, in country regions, where
funds of this nature are needed desperately.

Up until two years ago the Merredin electorate
had running through it the only unsealed highway
in the whole of the South-West Land Division;
that was the Armadale-Lake King Highway. An
enormous amount of lobbying occurred in an ef-
fort to have money set aside for the sealing of that
highway, but, as a result of the pressures of other
road needs, the Government did not award it pri-
ority.

We made it very clear that we were not very
impressed and pointed out this was the only
unsealed highway in the South-West Land Div-
ision. Consequently the Government took action
and turned the highway into an "important rural
road", thus disqualifying it from its highway
status and downgrading it so that we could no
longer say it was the only unsealed highway in the
South-West Land Division.

Perhaps if the transport division of the Main
Roads Department and the MRPA got their
heads together they could put roads where they
belong. If roads were situated in the best places
for the community, rather than the best places for
the motorcar, we would have a greater amount of
money to devote to road building instead of road
resumption.

The case put forward by the campaigners
against the Servetus Street option seemed quite
reasonable. It appeared reasonable to accept a
proposal to resume land from the Mental Health
Services and use the Davies Road option. That
land is far more conducive to roadmaking. It con-
tains fewer hills and, consequently, the prep-
aration of a road surface to cater for modern-day
traffic would cost less. Far fewer resumptions

would be necessary if that option were adopted,
resulting in less expenditure which would enable
the allocation of a greater proportion of road
funds to the building of roads as opposed to the
resumption of land. Although the route proposed
in that option is not the most direct, it certainly
would not cause motorists any great incon-
venience, because of the nature of the topography.
Indeed, the route would make driving much
easier, because it would be necessary to negotiate
fewer hills.

This matter does not directly involve my elec-
torate, but having spoken to the Servetus Street
committee, having listened to the comments made
by the member for Subiaco, and having heard the
remarks of the member for Cottesloe, I can con-
clude only that the member for Subiaco is correct
and I shall be supporting the motion he has
moved.

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) (4.08 p.m.]: I
enter the debate because, despite the fact that the
subject matter of the motion does not affect my
electorate in any way, like other members, I have
been subjected to a good deal of representation
from various people who are keenly interested in
the Servetus Street problem. Representations
have been made to me by people I regard as
friends; people I have known for many years; and
people who are vitally concerned and affected by
the proposal.

In the final analysis, every member of this
House will have to make a decision on the motion
before the Chair. I shall use this opportunity to
put to the House the reasons for the way in which
I shall vote on the motion. In the beginning, let
me say-

Mr Pearce: Point one: I want to be in the Min-
istry!

Mr HERZFELD: -that the setting aside of
reservations for future roadworks has been a
traumatic experience not only in this State, but
also in other States and, indeed, in many other
parts of the western world.

That process has been traumatic for many
reasons. Firstly, a number of alternative options
always can be taken, and each option involves a
different set of people affected by the proposal.
There is no question that any of us who happened
to live in or near an area subject to a proposition
such as this one would feel very deeply and
strongly about it if our own homes and lives were
to be affected.

I join with other speakers to date in saying that
I can understand the depth of feeling generated
among the people in the area and particularly
those living along Servetus Street. I would not
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like to have happen to me what could happen
under this proposal to those people who live along
Servetus Street,

However, members of Parliament are required
to take a much broader view of the matter than
simply to show concern for a number of people.
The Parliament has a responsibility to look after
the wider interests of the community and not just
the specific interests of people affected by this
proposition. It is from this point of view that we
must consider the proposition before us. If we are
to debate the motion in any sort of sensible way it
is important that we focus on the issue with logic
and clear thinking in order that we might arrive
at a suitable decision.

I shall refer firstly to the issue involved and will
draw attention to an interesting fact that has
come to my attcntion as a result of an interest in
this matter over a period of time. I point out that
even the people associated with the Servetus
Street action group have changed their stance
considerably over the years. I can indicate clearly
to the House that change in stance by quoting
from correspondence I received from the action
group in 1980 and subsequently in 1982.

On 31 October 1980 1 received a letter with a
petition attached to it from, I presume, the sec-
retary of the Servetus Street action group, Mr
Flynn. Inter alia he said in t he letter-

In addition we cannot rind where the
MRPA has given adequate attention to any
of the many alternatives let alone explain
why such a highway is necessary in the First
place.

Later on he said-

We ask and hope that you will fight this
proposal and reintroduce people planning
into our regional scheme rather than vehicle
mania.

In the letter the members of the group clearly
stated that they did not believe there was any
necessity for a north-south link through the west-
ern suburbs. In a way they were saying exactly
the same thing as the member for Merredin when
he said something to the effect that we should be
planning for people and not for vehicles.

I shall quote now from a further letter I re-
ceived from Mr Flynn, dated 8 February 1982-

The group remains opposed to the use of
Servetus St. as a highway link, with the pro-
posed resumption of 62 homes in that street
and adjacent streets, and feels that other less
devastating options should be given further
examination, if indeed the need for such a
highway can be established.

Mr Mclver: Have you ever driven down
Servetus Street?

Mr HERZFELD: The member can make his
own speech in a moment.

Mr Mclver: It is a long way from Mundaring.

Mr HERZFELD: If it is any satisfaction to the
member-

Mr Mclver. Have you ever driven down
Servetus Street?

Mr HERZFELD: -1 have driven down
Servetus Street many times and in fact-

Mr Mclver: Why didn't you say that in the first
place?

Mr HERZPELD: Just because I made a galali
of the member he should not lose his block.

Mr Mclver: I don't think you did that.

Mr HERZFELD: As recently as last week I
drove down Servetus Street and many other
streets in the area.

The point I was trying to make by referring to
those two letters was that even the members of
the Servetus Street action group, over a period of
time, have changed their stance significantly. In
the first place, in 1980 they said no case could be
made to show that any sort of north-south road
link was necessary. Subsequently in the 1982 let-
ter they indicated by their statement that they
recognised such a link was necessary.

That shows how matters related to setting aside
reservations for the future are extremely compli-
cated and how it takes quite some time for people
to realise what it is all about and to be convinced
that the work and studies of experts are valid and
creditable.

I have tried to look very carefully at the argu-
menits made by various opponents of the Servetus
Street option to establish whether any of them
had any cogent arguments that would help to per-
suade me that the conclusions reached by the
MRPA lack validity. At no stage have I been able
to find such arguments and this makes it very dif-
ficult for me not to accept the MRPA's Proposal.

I am not saying that the MRPA's proposal does
not have a major impact on a number of people.
From my assessment and review of the logic be-
hind the MRPA's recommendation, it appears to
me that its option is perhaps making the best of a
bad situation and that it is realistically
recognising the need for something to be done. It
has made its recommendation as sensitively as
possible.

One must bear in mind that all other options
proposed, except perhaps for the one proposed by
the member for Subiaco, would have an adverse
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environmental and social impact on people, in
varying numbers and to varying degrees.

Before I refer to the proposition put by the
member for Subiaco. I will try to focus on the
logic of the argument of the MRPA, and the pos-
ition adopted by the Cabinet. The Government
has accepted that a need exists for a north-south
route, and therefore a need to make a reservation
for that route. The Government has considered
the options available and has accepted the argu-
ments put by the MRPA. In fact, some 23 options
were considered. The Servetus Street option pro-
vided the least unacceptable aspects of this route.
In accepting the Servetus Street reservation the
Government made a number of decisions which
clearly indicated it had been very sensitive to the
input from the public by wvay of submissions.
There was a record number of submissions-over
I 900.

The decisions made by Cabinet were these:
There is to be a reduced size of carriageway, to
lessen the impact on the area; there are to be no
major earthworks, embankments, and cuttings, in
order to reduce the environmental impact on the
area; and there is to be sensitive handling of en-
vironmental considerations, to be achieved
through a detailed consultative process im-
plemented during the design stage. There will be
ongoing consultation with the local authorities
and concerned people while the work is carried
out.

It seems to me that under the circumstances
little more could have been done. The
Government's approach, influenced as it obviously
was by the member for Cottesloc, the local
member for the area, indicates certainly that the
criticism against the member for Cottesloe has
been quite unjustified.

I say to the people of Cottesloe that, if they
want to ensure the project goes ahead with their
interests in mind, they must have this member for
Cottesloe as their member for the next 20 years.
as I am sure he will be, anyway. They need him to
ensure their interests are secured and looked
after. If one wishes to judge a person's credibility
and integrity, one must consider that person's past
record; one does not consider the promises of
others. What has been decided by the Govern-
ment is to a large extent the result of the rep-
resentations of the member for Cottesloc.

I turn now to the option proposed by the mem-
ber for Subiaco. His option was an alternative to
the Servetus Street proposal. I will consider the
arguments he gave the other day in this House to
persuade us to support his proposition. Again I
will concentrate only on the logic of the argu-

ments; I do not want to deal with any of the other
matters he raised.

He started his speech by referring to the Perth-
Fremantle passenger rail service, and once again
indicated his strong support for its reinstitution.
He said that the closure of that service was only
the first step, and that he had no doubt two other
metropolitan passenger rail services would be
closed in the near future. He said that the Ar-
madale and Midland lines were earmarked to go.
If that is one basis he puts for our accepting his
proposition, it certainly does not carry much
weight with me. Again and again the Government
has assured this House it not only has no intention
to close down those railway services, but also has
every intention to improve them. I hope that par-
ticular argument by the member will be laid to
rest once and for all.

HeI said it was obvious the MRPA subscribed to
the concept that buses and private motorcars are
the proper means of transport for this city-that
members of the MRPA do not believe in the use
of fixed rail. I do not know what are the private
views of members of the MRPA on alternative
modes of public transport; I do know the MRPA
does not have a role to advise the Government in
that area. In fact, I would be surprised if as a
body it would advise the Government that one
mode of public transport is better than another. It
seemed to me that the member's line of argument
did not help his cause.

The greatest problem I see with the proposition
he puts is its lack of practicability to achieve that
which he desires it to achieve. Certainly I under-
stand his motives in proposing a route to go
around the suburban residential development
areas of Cottelsoc and Swanbourne-it is an ad-
mirable objective. I can understand that his prop-
osition on the surface looks to be practical be-
cause if accepted it would not impinge on any de-
velopments, and even if it did it would not im-
pinge in any serious way. But I would contest its
practicability because I do not believe people
would be prepared to divert as far as the mem-
ber's proposition indicates so that they could get
to their destination. For that reason I do not think
people would use his proposed alignment.

I am sure many members have visited Sydney.
Those who have would realise what a
shocking road system that city has, particularly
when someone is driving around the inner areas of
the city, areas within a few miles of the city. I
have friends living in the southern suburbs of
Sydney with whom I stay when I go to that city.
Whenever they drive me to the city or to wherever
I have to go, it never fails to amaze me how circu-
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btus is the route they follow, particularly when
travelling during peak hours.

They do not use the main roads because they
are jam-packed full. They travel down the side
streets, through the suburbs, and through the
quiet residential areas, ducking and weaving to
avoid the main roads.

That is an example of what would happen if the
option, as proposed by the member for Subiaco,
were taken up for our western suburbs. I do not
believe people would follow the main roads; they
would filter through some of the quieter residen-
tial streets as motorists do now around Servetus
Street, Rochdalc Road, and Marmion Street. Un-
less those roads are blocked off with culs-de-sac,
they will be carrying traffic far in excess of what
they do now.

Mr Mensaros: They already carry too much
traffic.

Mr H-ERZFELD: If motorists were to continue
to use those roads, his option would not be an ad-
equate north-south route. We could not guarantee
they would use the four-lane highway; therefore. I
cannot imagine the member for Subiaco's prop-
osition being successful.

Mr Harman: Nor would yours be. especially
when we consider the Bayswater Shire,

Mr HERZFELD: They were in a mess as soon
as I left!

Mr H-assell: He knows what he is talking about
and it is obvious he is embarrassing Opposition
members.

Mr Pearce: Then he would be the only person
who does.

Mr HERZFELD: The proposal on the Table of
the House. and the proposal of the member for
Subiaco-to move to disallow it-need to be
looked at in the light of my comments and
certainly in the context of a number of other con-
siderations because it is important that the uncer-
tainty which has existed for so many years. for
the people in the area, is removed. They have
been living in uncertainty for so long and it is
time the Parliament accepted its responsibility
and made a decision.

If we were to support the motion of the member
for Subiaco. the MRPA would have to go back to
the drawing board or, alternatively, the reser-
vation at Davies Road would remain, and that
option should not be considered any longer.

That option may have been suitable in 1963,
but with the developments which have occurred
and the disruption that would result with the re-
tention of that reservation. it is quite unaccept-

able when we consider the reality of the situation
today.

We must come to grips with the problem be-
cause if it is left any longer it will become more
difficult to Find a solution. The area needs a
north-south link now.

All one has to do is travel along these roads to
note the impact of the amount of traffic on those
roads and the resultant effect on the living en-
vironment of the area.

The projected traffic movement by the year
2000 is that traffic will increase by at least 50 per
cent. I would be surprised if it did not increase
even more than that. All the options have been
carefully considered and no further lacts possibly
could be fed into the MRPA's deliberations.

Successive reports, with one exception, have
reached the same conclusion: The proposal put
forward by the MRPA is the only realistic and
valid option if the public interest is to be taken
into account. We must consider the interests not
only of the people of Servetus Street, but also of
those people who will travel along the north-south
route.

A decision must be made now because if one
were to study the various reports, one would know
that the only conclusion that could be reached is
that of the MRPA and me.

Mr Davies: You are modest!
Mr H-ERZFELD: That is the conclusion of the

Government, also. The Government has gone as
far as it possibly can to accommodate and protect
the interests of the local people.

Mr Davies: Nelson with his telescope to his
blind eye!

Mr HERZFELD: The people living on the east
side of Servetus Street feel that an impact will be
made upon their lives-and rightly so-by a four-
lane highway passing by them. However, I am
satisfied other alternatives are not as acceptable,
and because a commitment has been made to pro-
vide as much environmental protection as is
humanly possible so that the impact will be as
minimal as can be arranged. None of us can tell
to what degree that impact will compare with the
current situation. It may be that it will be no
worse than the existing Situation with 15000
vehicles going through each day: but it is obvious
that, if nothing is done. the amount of traffic
using that road will increase substantially. When
that happens. widening Of the road to make a
four-lane highway route may even ameliorate the
situation.

It is time the House made a decision not to
leave the matter hanging in the air for another in-
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determinate period. Every endeavour has been
made to ind alternatives that would satisfy those
affected by this amendment. It has not been poss-
ible to find a satisfactory alternative. The House
has no option but to go along with the amendment
and reject the motion before the Chair.

Adjournment of Debate

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.42 p.m.]: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion (adjournment of debate) put and nega-

tived.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Acting Speaker!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): The

Leader of the Opposition.
(Continued on page 3327.)

Standing Orders Suspension: Income Tax
Avoidance Legislation Mlotion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.43 p.m.]: I move-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pendled-

Mr Stephens: Divide!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): I gave

the call to the Leader of the Opposition before
any call was made to divide the House. It is too
late to accept the call.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I move-
That so much of Standing Orders be sus-

pended as would prevent the Leader of the
Opposition from moving the following motion
forthwith:

That this House supports retrospec-
tive legislation to put beyond doubt the
Government's right to recoup tax that
should have been paid by beneficiaries
of 'bottom-of-the-harbour" tax
avoidance schemes.

Points of Order

Mr RUSHITON: On a point of order-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am moving to suspend

Standing Orders.
Mr RUSHTON: I ask for your opinion, Mr

Acting Speaker, relating to the action of the
Leader of the Opposition in moving to a matter
which is not before us.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On the same point of
order, I fail to understand the Deputy Premier's
logic. This motion is to suspend all Standing
Orders that would prevent the procedure of the

motion I intend to move. If all Standing Orders
are suspended, I suggest the Deputy Premier be
asked on what Standing Order he depends for his
point of order.

Mr Rushton: I am asking for a ruling, Mr Act-
ing Speaker.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): I ap-
preciate that we are within a debate, but I gave
the call to the Leader of the Opposition because I
thought he was moving a motion to suspend
Standing Orders which we have before us. If I am
in error I will consult the Clerks and make a de-
cision.

Mr Tonkin: You are not in error so you do not
have to consult them.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The SPEAKER: The import of the point of
order taken by the Deputy Premier when the Act-
ing Speaker was in the Chair, is that he contends
that no member can move without notice to sus-
pend Standing Orders while another matter is be-
fore the Chair. In a case in fairly recent times a
similar motion was moved for the suspension of
Standing Orders, and I refer members to page
5455 of Hansard of Tuesday. 10 November 198t,
when during question time the Leader of the Op-
position moved to suspend Standing Orders to
allow a debate on another matter. A point of
order was taken on that occasion, and the ruling
from the Chair was to the effect that it is within
the competence of a member to move such a mo-
tion provided that no member who has the call is
interrupted. Clearly, it is within the power of the
Leader of the Opposition to move to suspend
Standing Orders as he has on this occasion.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If I recall rightly, the
matter to which you refer, Mr Speaker, involved a
move to suspend Standing Orders so that a
censure motion might be moved on the present
Minister for Police and Prisons. So there is now a
second precedent.

Mr O'Connor; Have you moved the motion
yet?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: For the Premier's ben-
tit, as he was absent at the rime, I indicate that I
have moved-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pended as would prevent the Leader of the
Opposition moving the following motion
forthwith:

That this House supports retrospec-
tive legislation to put beyond doubt the
Government's right to recoup tax which
should have been paid by beneficiaries
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of "bottom-of-the-harbour" tax
avoidance schemes.

Mr O'CONNOR: I want to make it very clear
that I do not want to hamper the Opposition un-
necessarily in connection with this motion. I
agreed to let thc Leader oft the Opposition proceed
with his motion immediately the motion relating
to Servetus Street was concluded. I believe the
proposed motion is constitutionally beyond the
powers of this House and I ask you. Mr Speaker.
to look at it. The motion says-

This House supports retrospective legis-
lation to put beyond doubt the Government's
right to recoup tax that should have been
paid-

The Government referred to is the State Govern-
ment, and it has no power in connection with this
issue. The Leader of the Opposition is putting for-
ward something that is beyond the Constitution of
the House and it is beyond the capacity of the
House to do anything about it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I appreciate the Prem-
ier's point of view and I will move-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would prevent me moving
forthwith the following motion-

That this House supports retrospec-
tive legislation to put beyond doubt the
Federal Government's right to recoup
tax that should have been paid by ben-
eficiaries of "bottom-of-the-harbour"
tax avoidance schemes.

I do so while not agreeing with the Prem Ier's
point of order, but to comply with the point of
view he expressed, and I accept that it is his
intention to allow this matter to be debated.

The SPEAKER: I will leave the Chair until the
ringing of the bells to consider the point of order
raised by the Premier, and to consider further the
contribution made on that point of order by the
Leader of the Opposition.

Sitting suspended from 4.SO fto S.OS p. m.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: The Premier has sought my
ruling in respect of the motion moved by the
Leader of the Opposition in which the Leader of
the Opposition seeks to suspend Standing Orders
to consider a matter requiring the Government to
take action on a taxation issue.

Clearly the Premier is right as the State
Government does not have any authority with re-
spect to Commonwealth taxation systems or
schemes. However, when the Leader of the Oppo-
sition rose on the point of order he indicated it

was his intention to move a motion, without no-
tice, in a different form and, in that different
form, that motion is acceptable and it may pro-
ceed.

Points or Order

Mr O'CONNOR: On a further point of order,
Standing Order No. 420 states, "In cases of
urgent necessity. "It then goes on to say that
certain things may happen. I have given the
Leader of the Opposition the undertaking that,
later this evening, when we have completed de-
bate on the Servetus Street motion, we can pro-
ceed with and finalise the motion he wants to
move. The motion would still be dealt with today.

M r Tonkin: Is this a point of order?
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, it is. The point I am

trying to make is that I believe this matter is not
one "of urgent necessity".

Mr Brian Burke: But that Standing Order has
been suspended: it does not operate.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: The reason I rose was to

point out that, if we proceed now with the Leader
of the Opposition's motion, at any future time the
will of the House may not prevail and anyone
could interrupt. The motion the Leader of the Op-
position wishes to move is not "of urgent necess-
ity" and we should continue with the normal
business of the House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Speaking to the same
point of order which I deny is, in fact, a point of
order, I point out one cannot draw Strongly from
a Standing Order which is to be suspended-

Mr O'Connor: But it is not suspended.
Several members interjected.
The S PEAK ER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course it applies, pro-

vided-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members should let

me hear the Leader of the Opposition. If other
members want to make contributions to the point
of order, I will allow them to do so.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Standing Order
applies, provided the motion is not carried, but
the motion cannot be carried or lost until it is
moved. The point I am making is that, upon the
Premier's assurance that he will permit the pass-
age of the motion, the Standing Order is inoper-
able.

In respect of the other matters mentioned by
the Premier, I inform the House that at about
4.30 p.m. I told the Premier it was my intention
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to move this motion at the commencement of pri-
vate members' business in order that I would not
infringe on Government business. I informed you.
Sir, likewise.

The Premier said he wanted to bring on the
Servetus Street motion. I did not argue with him
about his right to control the notice paper on pri-
vale members' day, but after the Servetus Street
debate had persisted for some time I sent another
note to the Premier suggesting he might like to
adjourn the Servetus Street debate until a later
stage of this silting. The Premier refused to do
that.

Mr O'Connor: But I agreed to bring on your
motion tonight, after the Servetus Street debate.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As indicated to the
Premier and other members previously, it may
well be the case-

Mr O'Connor: It was the ease, as you know.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -that we will get on to

this motion at 10.00 or 11.00 o'clock tonight, be-
cause I know at least four and probably five mem-
bers wish to speak on the Servetus Street debate.

I have given the Premier the undertaking,
firstly, not to interrupt Government business and,
secondly. on private members' day, to agree to an
adjournment of the motion on Servetus Street
until a later stage of this sitting.

Mr PEARCE: On a further point of order, Sir,
the Premier is relying on the Standing Order
which is being invoked by the Leader of the Op-
position's motion.

Mr Young: "Invoked" or "revoked"?
Mr PEARCE: That Standing Order enables

the Leader of the Opposition to move in the way
he has. His motion is moved pursuant to Standing
Order No. 420 and whether this is a case "of
urgent necessity" is a decision the House must
make in deciding on the applicability of the
Leader of the Opposition's motion.

Mr O'Connor: It makes a farce of the motion.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Gosnells will direct his comments to the matter
before the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, Sir, I was doing so. The
point I am suggesting you, Sir, consider when you
make your ruling is that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has moved pursuant to this Standing Order
and his motion cannot be ruled out of order on the
grounds that it is contrary to that Standing
Order.

The Premier wants you, Sir, to make a
judgment as to whether the Leader of the Oppo-

sition's motion is contrary to Standing Order No.
420. It is not within your competence, Sir, to
make a ruling as to whether motions of this type
are matters "of urgent necessity".

Mr Brian Burke: That is the basis on which the
House makes its decision.

Mr PEARCE: The House does not have to ac-
cept the Leader of the Opposition's motion, but it
is moved on the basis of that Standing Order.

Mr HASSELL: The present position is that,
until interrupted by the First of the Leader of the
Opposition's motions, the House was in the
middle of debating a private member's motion
which is part of private members' business.

Mr Pearce: The Speaker has already ruled on
that.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Gosnells will cease interjecting.

Mr HASSELL: You, Sir, have not ruled on the
point of order raised by the Premier in relation to
the second motion.

Mr Tonkin: That is right; you are talking about
the first.

Mr HASSELL: The House was debating a pri-
vate member's motion which was part of private
member's business. The Leader of the Opposition
then rose and sought to move a motion to suspend
Standing Orders. Standing Order No. 420 is quite
clear in stating that, "in cases of urgent necessity,
any Standing Order or Orders of the House may
be suspended on Motion .. "Clearly no urgent
necessity whatsoever exists. Indeed, there is not
even a pretence of urgent necessity.

Mr Brian Burke: I am amazed at you!
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Op-

position will desist from interjecting.
Mr HASSELL: There is not even a pretence of

urgent necessity. The Leader of the Opposition is
simply attempting to interrupt a debate for a pol-
itical purpose.

Mr Brian Burke: In speaking, I moved to sus-
pend Standing Orders.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I shall hear the Minis-

ter for Police and Prisons in silence.
Mr HASSELL: I submit to you, Sir, that, in

considering this point of order, you make a
judgment as to whether urgent necessity exists
and, clearly, it does not.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Therefore, in support of what

the Premier said, if the business of the House can
be interrupted by any member rising at any time
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to move for suspension of Standing Orders and
then claim, because he has so moved, the Stand-
ing Order does not appiy, we will be in complete
and utter chaos. The business of the House, which
even the Opposition acknowledges the Govern-
ment is entitled to direct-

Mr Brian Burke: You are now debating the
irst point of order.

Mr HASSELL: -will be thwarted. If that is
the position, the whole business of government
and of the House will be thwarted.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: I must give consideration to
two matters. One is the point raised by the Leader
of the Opposition. He contends that the situation
would be that Standing Order No. 420 would be
suspended. Clearly that would not be the case. It
is pursuant to Standing Order No. 420 that he
would move to suspend Standing Orders. Any
other Standing Order that would inhibit his mov-
ing the motion would be suspended, but clearly
Standing Order No. 420 would not be.

On the point raised by the Premier as to
whether or not there is urgency in this proposal, I
was told by the Premier and by the Leader of the
Opposition that there was agreement-

Mr Brian Burke: That's right.
The SPEAKER: Order! I was told there was

agreement that this motion would be considered
today. Therefore I believe urgency in the proposal
has been demonstrated, at least to some degree.
It is agreed that all other things on the notice
paper will be supplanted by the motion that the
Leader of the Opposition would move. There is
urgency, some recognition of urgency has been
given by the fact that it was agreed the proposal
would be debated today. Therefore it would be be-
yond me to say that there is not some urgency. I
rule that the Leader of the Opposition may move
his proposed motion.

Points of Order

Mr O'CONNOR: In a spirit of co-operation I
agreed with the Leader of the Opposition that the
proposed motion be moved: the Matter was not
considered by me to be at all a matter of urgency.
In fact. I thought it was a farce for such a matter
to be brought forward, but in an effort to co-p-
erate with the Opposition, which I have tried to
do during the session, I agreed that the matter
could be brought forward. Certainly I did not
agree on the understanding that the matter was
urgent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand that
to be a point of order. I will say briefly that I can-
not understand the attitude of the Minister for
Police and Prisons in attempting to thrust onto
the Speaker's shoulders the decision as to whether
or not in moving to suspend Standing Orders a
case of urgent necessity exists.

Mr Hassell: You just accepted a ruling based
on that.

The SPEAKER. Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The logical sequence is

that once the move to suspend Standing Orders is
made, the basis on which it is moved is outlined,
and the House decides whether it is a matter of
urgent necessity.

Mr O'Connor: That's ridiculous!
Mr Hassell: That's absolutely ridiculous!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That means that anyone

wishing to move a motion to suspend Standing
Orders must outline to the House the necessity of
the motion proposed to be moved after Standing
Orders are suspended, and that is contrary to
Standing Orders, because what is before the
Chair when Standing Orders are sought to be sus-
pended is the suspension of Standing Orders, not
the subject matter of what might subsequently be
moved. It is absolute nonsense. To hear the Minis-
ter for Health snigger about co-operation is rid-
iculous. Look, we have had an instance-

The SPEAKER: Order! I am giving the Leader
of the Opposition the opportunity to make an
input to the point of order taken by the Premier.
When the Leader of the Opposition has made his
remarks I will deal with the point made by the
Premier.

Mr Young: He is getting wicket-keepers' ears. I
didn't touch that one.

Mr Bateman: The Minister for Health is still
going.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Pearce: He should show some respect to the

Chair.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is quite clear that, if

the Government wants to vote against a motion to
suspend Standing Orders, it can reflect that desire
in its vote. In that way it would indicate its belief
that no urgent necessity exists, and it would
reflect its wish for whatever reason not to con-
tinue to debate the subject matter proposed to
follow the suspension of Standing Orders. It is ab-
solutely frightful to think that the Government's
initial point of order could have imposed on the
Speaker the future responsibility to determine the
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urgency of a motion proposed to be moved after
the suspension of Standing Orders. It is absolutely
untenable that should occur, and I would hate to
see the mess we would get into if that sort of
proposition were carried.

The SPEAKER: 1 have interpreted the Prem-
ier's remarks as his warnting me to give further
consideration to the point he raised earlier with
respect to the urgency aspect of the proposed mo-
tion. I take the point that the Premier says it was
as a result of his desire to co-operate with the Op-
position that he indicated he would allow the mat-
ter raised by the Leader of the Opposition to be
debated today. Whatever the motives the Premier
had in agreeing to the proposition, clearly he has
given the proposition a higher priority than all the
other things on today's notice paper. Therefore-

Mr Mensaros: No, he hasn't.
Mr Hassell: What about the disallowance mo-

tion?
Mr Pearce: Don't interrupt him while he is on

his feet.
Mr Mclver: What's going on over there?
The SPEAKER: Order! Therefore I believe it

would be inappropriate for me to rule that there is
no urgency.

Debate (on motion to suspend Standing Orders)
Resumed

MR BRIAN BURKE (Baleatta-Leader of the
Opposition) 15.24 p.m.]: I move the following
amended mot ion-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pended as would prevent the Leader of the
Opposition from moving the following motion
forthwith-

That this House supports retrospective
legislation to put beyond doubt the Fed-
eral Government's right to recoup tax
that should have been paid by benefici-
aries of "bottom-of-the-harbour" tax
avoidance schemes.

Mr Speaker, as you have said on one or Iwo oc-
casions, agreement has been reached between the
Government and the Opposition to debate this
motion. Regardless of what has just occurred, 1
suppose that agreement will persist. I will not be-
labour the point unnecessarily except to say that
after this week we do not sit for one week and, as
I explained to some of the people with whom I
have discussed this matter, the Federal Parlia-
ment is not sitting this week and will not sit next
week, but will sit the following week and upon its
resumption will debate the retrospective legis-
lation relating to bottom-of-the-harbour schemes.

For that reason I say there is ample evidence that
this motion is urgent. I accept the Premier's
undertaking that he will accept this matter.

Motion put and a division called for.

Point of Order

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, is it your ruling
that Standing Order No. 420 applies to this mo-
tion, and therefore an absolute majority of mem-
bers of the Assembly will be required?

The SPEAKER: Yes, it will be.

Division resulted as follows-

Mr Bertram
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
M r C;rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr H-assell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Ayes 20
M rT. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
M r Stephens
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr t. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 25
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Rushton
M r ShalIders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Debate (on Town Planning:
IR PA-Disallowance of Amendment motion)

Resumed

Point of Order

Mr STEPHENS: Mr Speaker, you were not in
the Chair when I moved previously to adjourn this
debate. Unfortunately the Acting Speaker at the
time did not hear my call for a division.

A Government member: You didn't make it in
time.

Mr STEPHENS: Would I be in order now to
move that the debate be adjourned?

The SPEAKER: No.

Mr STEPHENS: I do not want to lose my op-
portunity to speak.

The SPEAKER: The member will not be de-
nied his opportunity to speak, but he cannot at
this time move to adjourn the debate.
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Debare (on motion) Resumed

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for
Works) [5.28 p.m.]: As did the Minister for
Police and Prisons. I will make a contribution to
this debate in the capacity of an ordinary member
of Parliament rather than as a Minister. My elec-
torate is to some extent involved in the subject
matter of the motion.

I will try to keep my comments fairly brief;, I
will not involve myself in personalities; and I will
try to be as dispassionate and as far removed from
emotions as I can. At the same time I will keep in
mind the duties I have as a Minister and a legis-
lator-the duty as a legislator which we all
have-and the responsibilities I hold as the mem-
ber representing a particular area. All these
capacities involve a responsibility which should be
taken into consideration in my making a decision
on the matter. I think the most important point to
remember in deciding the question before us is
whether indeed-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
There is a considerable amount of audible conver-
sation in the Chamber. It is fair to say the Minis-
ter has a comparatively quiet voice. H-a nsard is
having difficulty hearing the Minister, and I am
sure others who wish to listen to the debate are
having difficulty in hearing the Minister. I ask the
House to come to order and remain quiet.

Mr MENSAROS: The first question to decide
is whether a need exists for a north-south primary
road. I have not heard a reasonable argument to
convince me, and with all objectivity I have not
heard an argument that would convince anyone
else, that no need exists for this primary road. To
take tha t argument a little further, no argument
was put that could have convinced anyone that
this need will not exist in the future.

People who claim lack of need exists for this
road, refer to slower increases in traffic than
might have been predicted at some time or
another and to a static population in certain areas
or a lower increase in this population than has
been predicted at certain times. There is no doubt
in anybody's mind that at some time in the future
a main primary road for the north-south traffic
will be necessary and, therefore, the present ac-
tion of the Government and the Parliament of
simply seeking the reservation of land for this
north-south primary road is more than justified.
If the need comes later than the time originally
envisaged, the reservation is still necessary. There
is nothing wrong in the tabling and executing of
the amendment; the only criticism which could be
made is that it came too late.

In my 15 years in this Parliament this subject
has been discussed on and off, albeit if only on the
surface. The member for Victoria Park will recall
that whilst he was Minister for Town Planning I
spoke on the opposite side and my criticism
against him was that he had not brought in a
future plan which would resolve the question and
create a north-south road. My criticism was not
based solely on something said on the Opposition
benches, but was based on my own electorate's ex-
perience. As the member for Mundaring said, be-
cause of the lack of such a major road, many
people resident in my electorate then and who
now reside in the Floreat electorate were incon-
venienced and indeed subject to quite some suffer-
ing because of the enormous volume of traffic in-
curred by trucks and lorries going to Rochdale
Road and indeed through Servetus Street-which
I represented at that time-in a residential area
which was not meant to carry through traffic.

The necessity for this road has been shown re-
peatedly ever since. Perhaps it has been expressed
in a negative way such as with people complaining
about the through traffic which enters the streets.
It encompasses a large area. Whenever a local
authority closes a road and creates a cul-de-sac,
of course traffic accommodates itself in another
area. Consequently, the residents of the area con-
cerned start to complain.

My electorate recently has seen a controversy
concerning Empire Avenue v Pandora Drive be-
cause the traffic coming from the south, albeit it
might not all come from the coast, uses Empire
Avenue in larger and larger volumes and it is then
led to Weaponess Road or Brompton Road. Some
people who see this large volume of traffic on a
comparatively small two-lane road-one lane
each way-use The Boulevard and Pandora Drive
and that action in turn annoys people who live in
a fairly expensive part of the suburb in expensive
houses in a street that they thought would be a
quiet street. This all shows the absolute necessity
and need for such a road. The later the decision or
resolution is made, the longer the people will be
inconvenienced.

Having established the need for this road, it
would be absolutely irresponsible of any
Government or the Legislature to ignore the
future interest for something which has a
seemingly political advantage for today. As to
whether there is political advantage, the media
understandably made a big thing out of this
because human emotions are involved and also
because it is a subject which apparently, in the
judgment of people who communicate with the
mass, is something worth while, and newspapers
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printed more on this subject than perhaps on
other matters.

Mr Parker: There has not been the establish-
ment of a need for it; that is my point. Even the
MRPA itself is no longer saying there is an estab-
lished need for the year 2000.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not agree with the
member for Fremantle. It does not matter when
the need arises-whether it is tomorrow, in 10
years' time or in 30 years' time-only advantages
will come from our reserving the route of this
road now.

Mr Brian Burke: What about if the need does
not come?

Mr MENSAROS: If the need does not come
and we have reserved the road and have not done
anything else with it, what wrong has been done?

Mr Brian Burke: You have just bought 60
houses from people who didn't want to sell them.

Mr Parker: You certainly depressed the value
of their houses and made their lives a misery.

Mr MENSAROS: I have tried to talk to a lot
of people who can compare Perth with other cities
in the world. These people were executives of
large companies who have been transferred to
Perth from London, the eastern seaboard of the
United States, or some of the larger American
towns, and they have made compliments about
many things such as the climate, t he parks, and
the facilities in Perth. The main thing people
admire is the enormous benefit of being able to
travel within 25 minutes to the central business
district from virtually any part of the residential
areas. This applies even in peak periods. Thai is a
tremendous advantage. Members should compare
the situation with that which exists in Melbourne
and Sydney and many other cities in the world
where people spend hours of their lives commut-
ing to work, whether they use the railways,' their
own cars, buses, or any other form of transport.
They also spend time travelling to leisure events.

Because of the foresight of previous Govern-
ments working according to the advice of the
planners, these necessary routes have been re-
served. Primary roads will be able to be built to
enable people to commute very quickly from the
furthest point in the metropolitan area to the
central business district of Perth. Therefore, I
think it would be very sad and, indeed,
irresponsible of the Government to ruin that very
advantageous situation which exists today. It is
true that the execution of such a plan, beyond res-
ervation and to the implementation stage, has
caused dislike, inconvenience, and genuine heart-
ache to some people, although that does not apply
in my electorate.

The people residing in the southern part of my
electorate welcome the decision. People in
Rochdale Road, and in Mt. Claremont generally,
applaud the future implementation of this reser-
vation because they feel the traffic will be
redirected and taken away from their area. In the
northern part of my electorate there were com-
plaints about altering the environment; some
people even used the term "ruining" the environ-
ment and the parks. With the amended route
going on the side of Sold Park, I do not see how
anybody seriously can complain. I discount those
complaints which are on printed paper and have
been pushed in front of someone to sign when in
many cases they do not even know what they have
signed.

Mr Tonkin: You are not very impressed with
petitions?

Mr MENSAROS: No member with experience
in this House could say he has not seen this.

Mr Parker: You do not take any notice of pet-
itions?

Mr MENSAROS: I do not take much notice of
those things which are pretyped on paper and
signed by individuals in a roneoed form.

Mr Parker: They are all pretyped.
Mr MENSAROS: I do not take much notice of

them.
Mr Parker: That is what petitions are. That oc-

curs with all petitions.
Mr MENSAROS: Maybe the member for

Fremantle could have pretyped such letters for
himself and many other people.

Mr Tonkin: It is interesting to hear your atti-
tude towards petitions. Prove the member for
Fremantle did it, before you make accusations or
sling accusations around.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr Brian Burke: It is easy to throw mud. What
have you done?

Mr MENSAROS: Many people, when they
cannot do anything else, say the matter should be
researched-that there should be another com-
mittee of investigation. In the last 15 years there
was virtually no subject which would have re-
ceived more research or upon which more alterna-
tives or options were examined and studied in
depth than has this matter and it is quite wrong to
say this subject needs further investigation. The
reservation is necessary. It is in the interests of
the people. When we come to its implementation,
we will depend on the judgment of experts. There
will be more local participation in regard to ob-
taining the views oF people in connection with the
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implementation of this route and those views will
be considered.

The Government has made a very wise,
although perhaps belated, move in this regard. It
has had to undertake so much research into this
Matter, and I regard that as the stamp of a re-
sponsible Government.

I oppose the motion.
MR COURT (Nedlanids) [5.44 p~m.]: I have

taken an active interest in traffic problems in the
suburbs of Subiaco. Nedlands-

Mr Pearce: Why don't you now seek leave to
continue your remarks at a later stage, otherwise
you will have to start again?

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr COURT: I move-
That I be given leave to continue my re-

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

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitting suspended from 6. 13 to 7.310 p. m.

TOWN PLANNING: MRPA

Disallowance of Amendmwent: Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sit-
ting.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [7.30 p.m.]: I have
always taken an active interest in the traffic prob-
lem in the suburbs of Subiaco, Nedlands,
Claremont, Swanbourne, and Cottesloe, having
lived in the area for 35 years. I have seen these
suburbs become inundated gradually by more and
more traffic. These suburbs were developed before
our current modes of transport became
commonplace; and they are now showing signs of
wear and tear with the increase of traffic. The
street in which I live is a typical side street in that
area; and it now bears much of the brunt of the
through traffic from the northern suburbs.

The suburbs of Subiaco and Nedlands have a
large daily influx of people from all over the
metropolitan area who are coming to King
Edward, Princess Margaret, and Queen Elizabeth
11 Hospitals. as well as to the university and the
colleges of advanced education. The areas of
Claremont, Swanbourne, and Peppermint Grove
have a large concentration of private schools, with
students coming from all over the metropolitan
area. As we all know, Stirling Highway carries a

great deal of traffic through the Swanbourne-
Cottesloe area, as large volumes of traffic travel
both north-south and east-west. During the sum-
mer months, because of the popularity of the
beaches, the streets become inundated with traffic
from all over the place.

The situation has become worse as the popu-
lation spread has moved further up and down the
coast. The spread has been more intense towards
Mullalloo, creating a larger flow of traffic into
the northern areas. Members who have travelled
from Fremantle to the northern suburbs would
know how difficult it is to move through that
area. This is already causing unacceptable levels
of traffic in many streets and side streets in the
Cottesloe, Swanbourne, Claremont, and Nedlands
areas.

Traffic Finds the quickest way through the sub-
urbs-not necessarily the shortest way, but the
quickest way. We are rapidly approaching the
time when the traffic flow must be formalised. It
must be removed from the side streets in the sub-
urbs. The present situation is similar to that
which existed with the traffic that used to find its
way from Canning Highway to Leach Highway
before the Mt. Henry Bridge was opened.

We are all aware of the many options for a
north-south road. I have examined them closely.
and I have discussed them with as many people as
possible, including members of the Nedlands and
Subiaco councils. I have received many represen-
tations from Nedlands residents who have been
concerned largely with the flow of traffic in an
east-west direction to and from the beaches.

The people proposing the different routes have
considered the various options; and the question
with which we are faced is: Which option is better
than another? On my experience of' the area, it is
a difficult decision; but the option chosen is the
most suitable.

When the road is built, I hope it will not be
another Stirling Highway where the crossing, not
only by cars, but also by pedestrians and cyclists,
is very difficult and dangerous. We must ensure
that the specific guidelines laid down by the
Government are adhered to.

We must have easy east-west access for cars,
cycles, and pedestrians. The strict environmental
guidelines must be adhered to. I am concerned
also for the well-being of the residents of the
houses proposed to be resumed. The Government
must ensure that every assistance is given to those
people. As the member for Mundaring mentioned,
it is important also that the residents on the east-
ern side of Servetus Street are well protected,
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with a large buffer area between them and the
road.

Itris the responsibility of the Parliament to plan
for our future generations, and to ensure that sub-
urbs such as Cottesloc, Swanbourne, Subiaco,
Claremont, and Nedlands arc not deluged with
increasing hazardous traffic flows which could af-
fect severely the living environment of the people.

I conclude my brief comments by opposing the
member's motion, not because he has not good
intentions, but because the options he proposes
are not practical and would require even more dis-
location. I find them unacceptable. I have taken
the time to revisist the area, and to check on his
suggestions. It is possible that severe dislocation,
particularly past the Claremont shoppi ng centre
and the Claremont Showgrounds, will take place.

The time is approaching when we must start
formalising the north-south traffic flow through
these areas. The Government's decision, which
was undeniably a difficult one, should bie sup-
ported. I oppose the motion.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [7.37 p.m.]:
There seems to be a great reluctance on the part
of the Government to defend itself on this issue.
One wonders about that.

Government members interjected.
Mr DAVIES: First of all, we have heard from

two Ministers, neither of whom have spoken
officially on behalf of the Government. The for-
mer Minister for Urban Development and Town
Planning, who is a full bottle on everything, has
decided not to come in on the debate; and the
present Minister has sat pat all day, waiting to see
what will happen and hoping that someone will
say something wrong so that she can pull the de-
bate off the fire, knowing she is in a sticky pos-
ition.

A Government member interjected.
Mr DAVIES: I wanted to speak after the Min-

ister, but I cannot do that.
The Government is treating this matter hilari-

ously. I will deal with the Premier's position on
this in a moment. The Government is treating hil-
ariously a matter that will put people out of their
homes; and it is a great pity that the gallery is not
full of those people, seeing how capriciously the
Government is prepared to deal with the matter
that will result in their being resited somewhere
else.

Let us consider just how fast the Government
wants to move on this matter. I will not refer to
the member for Cottesloc as a Minister, because
last week he did not want to be thought of as a
Minister when he was exchanging insults with the

member for Subiaco. It is a great shame that we
have reached the stage where the membr-a
Minister of the Crown who is supposed to show
some restraint, at least-was prepared to hurl
insults across the Chamber at one of his own
members. We on this side of the House might do
that sort of thing, but at least we do it in private.
We do not go public on issues like this.

Certainly the member for Cottesloe can be
bested, because the member for Subiaco was
trying to tell the people of Cottesloe how they
should deal with this matter. The easiest way to
deal with the situation is to put the present mem-
ber for Cottesloe last on the ballot paper; and that
is probably the way it will happen when the elec-
tions take place.

The MR PA's amendment was laid on the Table
of the House on 15 September. just a fortnight
ago. The amendment was accompanied by two
boxes of documents and three reports, all of which
I have not yet had the time to digest properly.
However, if I may use the expression, the guts of
the matter is in the three reports; and they are the
documents at which we should be looking. How-
ever, one cannot go through them without con-
sidering some of the evidence that has been put
together by the people who were interested and
determined enough to go to the hearings of the
board, with which I will deal shortly.

Just a fortnight ago, these documents were laid
on the Table of the House. Last Wednesday, no
doubt after the member for Subiaco had ex-
plained to his colleagues in the party room what
he intended to do, he moved for disallowance of
the amendment. We have seen a member moving
against his own Government, and with very good
reason, because he interested himself in the situ-
ation and had many talks with the people who
were distressed, to say the least, about the pos-
ition in which they had been put. They were dis-
tressed about the seeming lack of concern shown
by the Government.

The member for Subiaco did what we have
heard members on the other side of the House re-
peatedly saying should be done. They have said
that members should stand and say what the elec-
torate wanted, not what the party wanted. We
have been told time and time again that members
of the Government do what the electorate wants,
and not what the party wants; but, of course, that
is all nonsense. We know that if the Parliament is
to be run on Westminster and party lines, at times
some control must be exercised within the party
room. However, at other times when members
feel that they have to cross the floor or express
themselves, there is scope for that; and that is
what happened on this occasion.
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Last Wednesday afternoon the member for
Subiaco moved to disallow the amendment. No
doubt, if he had not done so, 1 would have done it
in due course because our altitude to the situation
has not changed from that which we put forward
last March.

After the member moved his motion, the mat-
ter was debated immediately. It is not unusual in
these days and in this Parliament for matters to
be dealt with almost i mmediatly-al[most as soon
as they are put on the notice paper, but I point
out that many matters were placed on the notice
paper last April, and they have not yet seen the
light of day. They could be considered probably as
urgent as most of the other items we have been
discussing.

That is by the way. Because the member for
Subiaco was ready to proceed, and he wanted to
let the Government know what he felt about
Servetus Street, he moved the motion last
Wednesday. To suit the convenience of the
Government, after the member for Couecsloe had
replied, the matter was adjourned. I would have
thought that the matter would stay at the bottom
of the notice paper for quite some time, because
it turned out to be Order of the Day No. 22, and
only 25 items appear on the notice paper. One of
the items on the notice paper is the Bread Bill:
and it is unlikely to surface again.

Suddenly, late this afternoon, we heard that the
present motion was to be discussed tonight be-
cause some members were ready to speak, and the
Premier said he wanted to take it to a vote.

I challenged the Premier on this matter in the
corridor; I asked him why he was rushing ahead
with it. H-I said it was the arrangement. What ar-
rangement was made with this side of the House
and when was it arranged to take this matter to
the vote? What is the Government afraid of? It
says it has been waiting 20 years to get a decision,
but will another fortnight hurt? Does the Premier
not want to discuss the matter of urgency which is
to be discussed shortly? Is he hoping there will be
a Filibuster so that he will not have time to discuss
the matter? He has been full of bonhomie and
goodwill, saying that we should do things accord-
ing to the will of the House. What rubbish that
has turned out to be when the thumb has been put
on him. I could have been representing the Oppo-
sition elsewhere tonight, but I had to cancel those
arrangements because I wanted to speak on this
matter.

Mr Sibson: Where are the rest of your mem-
bers?

Mr DAVIES: If the member is concerned
about the absence of my colleagues, I indicate to
(105)

him that a meeting is being held about which the
Government will hear later. In the meantime,
those who want to speak on this issue are here and
a couple more will be here shortly. We are pre-
pared to let those members go when there are
matters of importance to be decided which re-
quire consultation with other sections of the com-
munity. We believe in consultation, whereas the
Government does not.

As I said, when the pressure is put on the
Premier, for some reason known only to him he
decides that this matter has to be taken to a vote
tonight despite the fact that it has been around
for 20 years.

Mr Rushton: It was agreed to last week.
Mr DAVIES: What is the Deputy Premier so

cross about?
Mr Rushton: It was agreed with your leader

last week.
Mr DAVIES: It was not agreed with my leader

last week. If it comes to a matter of believing
members on this side of the House or members on
that side of the House, I know whom I will choose
to believe. There is not the slightest doubt that
no-one intended that this matter was to be taken
to a vote tonight. I want to know why the Premier
is doing it and why he is not prepared to show his
alleged extensive goodwill about which he talks so
much in order that we might properly run Parlia-
ment and go home early. That idea has some
merit, but it has to cut both ways.

I am a little embarrassed because I told people
as late as this afternoon that I was prepared to see
them this evening and tomorrow to receive their
submissions. I have had to cancel those arrange-
ments and tell them it is too late. I have had to
tell them that the Government does not care how
they feel about this situation. It is as plain as that.

Mr Rushton: You are misleading them.
Mr DAVIES: The Government does not care

about their feelings. Last week the Government
put on a display at the Cottesloe Civic Centre. I
saw it last Friday afternoon. I do not know how
many other members bothered to see it. About
200 people had been through at the time I was
there and some of the people to whom I spoke
were philosophical about it. Many said they could
not fight any longer, but others said they would
continue to Fight because they did not want to be
shifted from their homes. I gave an undertaking
that I would do my best to put their views to the
House.

That was last Friday afternoon. Today is
Wednesday, and despite the fact that I made this
known to the Premier in the corridor earlier-and
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I realise we do not generally discuss conversations
held in the corridor, but I made it perfectly clear
to the Premier that I would report our conver-
sation-he said he had to get this matter to the
vote. He said it had been hanging around for so
long, he wanted to get it to the vote.

Mr O'Connor: I did not say it had been
hanging around too long; I said I wanted to put it
to the vote.

Mr DAVIES: The Premier said it had been
hanging around for 20 years. H-e agreed with the
member for Cottesloe. It was two against one;
they ganged up on me. Despite the fact that I told
the Premier I wanted to convey to the House the
views of various people, he was not prepared to let
it go another fortnight. What is the hurry, after
20 years of waiting for a decision?

Mr Clarko: It should have been done in your
time.

Mr DAVIES: The only positive action taken on
Servetus Street was taken when I was the Minis-
ter responsible.

Mr Clarko: What did you do?
Mr Rushton., You mucked it up.
Mr DAVIES: I did not have the chance to

muck it up. It was this Government that mucked
it up. I ordered an investigation into the matter
and arranged to have a report submitted, but the
Liberal Government did nothing. It did not have
the intestinal fortitude to make a decision. Mem-
bers of the Government thought that, if they
closed their eyes, the problem would go away. The
Deputy Premier was applauded by the previous
Premier on one occasion as the best Minister for
Local Government and Town Planning the State
had ever had. A week later the Deputy Premier
was moved on-shuffled sideways. He has been
mumbling about railways ever since. The best he
has had to give us is Total West, or "Turtle
West" as it is often called. He has been a com-
plete and dismal failure.

Mr Clarko: How can he be shuffled sideways to
Deputy Premier? You got shuffled absolutely.

Mr DAVIES: Absolutely. It was a democratic
changeover.

Mr Clarko: How is your back?
Mr DAVIES: The change was made openly

and in accordance with the rules of the party. I
am still here. A few members opposite have been
relegated to the back benches since the new order
took over. The former Premier shuffled the pres-
ent Deputy Premier sideways because he did not
want him hanging around-he was an embarrass-
ment. Every time the present Deputy Premier
issued a plan, someone would show him how stu-

pid it was. He was running around showing plans
for shopping centres that the local governments
did not want. The shopping complex at
Maddington was approved against the best advice
and wishes of the people involved. He was con-
stantly embarrassing his Government. There must
have been a great sigh of relief when the former
Premier was able to get the present Deputy Prem-
ier away from the local government and town
planning area.

I was the Minister responsible for this area for
about 18 months, and this Servetus Street
question was a problem. I sought the best advice
possible, but unfortunately I was not in Govern-
ment to act on the advice that was given when the
report was completed. The report fell into the
hands of the dismal now Deputy Premier who
occupied my position.

Mr Rushton: You refused to allow the railway
reserve to be considered in the study.

Mr DAVIES: Acting on the best advice
available at the time I took the first possible step.

Mr Nanovich: Your then Minister for Indus-
trial Development said at a meeting in Wanneroo
that his Government was not worried about the
people, that he had a project to do, and that he
would introduce a Bill and do what his Govern-
ment had set out to do. He said his Government
was not worried about the people.

Mr DAVIES: I congratulate the member for
Whitford on making the longest speech he has
made this session.

Mr Brian Burke: It was about as sensible as
most of what he has ever said.

Mr DAVIES: It was so far from the truth it
does not matter.

Mr W. W. Mitchell on behalf of the developers
had a hand in opposing the legislation for a land
commission which this Government then took up,
but did not give the authority of law; but I want
to talk about Servetus Street and about the feel-
ings of the people living in that street.

Mr Rushton: What did the Opposition do?
Mr DAVIES: I remind the Deputy Premier

that the Premier refused point blank to adjourn
this matter for another fortnight. He said he
wanted a decision tonight. He knows what the de-
cision will be because he knows he has the
numbers except for the member for Subiaco. He
knows what the vote will be. He has nothing to
fear.

The MRPA already has ignored Parliament by
going ahead and buying houses along Servetus
Street. It bought nine for $723 000. an average of
over $80 000 a home. I suppose the MRPA
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reckons that, if it gives a good price, it will reduce
objections.

Mr Rushton: Tell us what the Opposition would
do if you don't like Servetus Street.

Mr DAVIES: I will do that in due course. The
answer will be that we will do exactly the same as
we did before. The Deputy Premier should not
have kittens while he is waiting; he should not
give his ulcers a nudge. He should listen and
learn.

It was reported in the 16 September edition of
The West Australian that the N4RPA already has
bought nine Servetus Street properties for
$723 000 and that two more purchases are being
discussed. [f it puts up the ante no doubt it will be
of some considerable benefit in removing some of
the antagonism that might otherwise have been
found. But what a price to pay.

The first thing I want to know is: Why does the
Government, having earlier this year done its
damndest to convince us we wanted that mon-
strosity of a highway, suddenly say that it is
wrong, that it does not want it at all, and that it
wants only a "little" four-lane highway? It says it
will not be a busy street, but rather a pleasant
suburban street.

Mr Hassell: We were listening to the people.
Mr DAVIES: Why is the Government able to

say it was wrong on that occasion? If it was
wrong on that occasion why is it not wrong on this
occasion also? Has the MRPA not made up its
mind where the major part of the road will go?
The Government is rushing helter-skelter to get a
decision on this matter.

M r Cla rko: A fter 20 yea rs!
Mr DAVIES: Suddenly the Minister for Edu-

cation has come to life; he has left his Coca-Cola
palace. For more than 20 minutes I have been
trying to explain to him that we are trying to get
this matter adjourned for a fortnight, but the
Government is wanting to rush this matter to a
vote.

Mr Clarko: After 20 years.
Mr DAVIES: The Government already is into

it up to its neck. It already has bought nine houses
for $723 000 with two more under option.' Prob-
ably now a few more are in the process of being
bought at whatever prices and no-one will know
whether or not those prices are inflated. We can
take only an average price. I do not know which
properties are involved so I do not know whether
the prices are fair.

If money is being spent purchasing these
homes, that money is not being spent elsewhere in
the community. I can understand now why the

Government is anxious to get on with this matter.
It wants to make certain it has not wasted any
money. It wants to get at least half these pur-
chases under way. If part of the resumption can
be got under way, the Government can say it can-
not turn back because it is committed and has to
go on. It does not matter how many mistakes are
made in the future-, the Government will say it is
stuck with the decision and cannot do anything
else.

All kinds of arguments can be made in favour
of the road going through as proposed, but many
counter arguments can be made. For instance, it
has been suggested that the population is increas-
ing in the Perth-Fremantle corridor. Of course it
is increasing, but this is not happening at the
Servetus Street end:, the population is increasing
at the eastern end, at the Perth City end. The
Government says that it must have the north-
south-western link road because that is where the
people will be found and that is where they will be
travelling; but that is not right either, because
there are tables available at present in the Minis-
ter's own office to Show that a greater flow of
traffic is likely from the north to the south-east
rather than to the south or the south-west. Those
tables can be found in the Minister's office and in
some of the published papers in the library. These
are the things we should look at. A ILabor Govern-
ment will not be prevented from putting a halt to
the matter and taking a proper look at all these
things.

It was quite obvious that the MRPA would not
be turned from its chosen course, having been em-
barrassed into the position where it was forced to
have an inquiry. It decided it had to do something
about this matter and that it had to provide a bit
of a palliative to make the people think the mem-
bers of the MRPA were not as bad as people
might otherwise have believed. The MRPA finally
said that the road would not be as big as at first
suggested, but a road would still be needed.

Mr Rushton: Where will you put the road?

Mr DAVIES: I do not want the Minister to lose
more hair or to go more red in the face. He
should be patient and then he will hear what I
think is the best plan.

I would like to take apart some of the state-
ments that have been made in published docu-
ments on the matter. It might not be unreasonable
to speak with the Fremantle City Council, which
does not want all that traffic spewing into the
system, which it will be forced to adopt.

Mr Rushton: You made that commitment when
you built the Stirling Bridge.
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Mr DAVIES: It does not have to have the in-
creased traffic flow-there are two bridges there.

Mr Clarko: How do the people from the north-
ern suburbs expect to go south of there?

Mr DAVIES: A major highway is not required
to transport people. We are going overboard with
roads. Perth has more miles of road per head of
population than any other capital city. We are
oversupplied with roads.

I can debunk some of the information which
has been coming from the MRPA.' I have
travelled in the area many times and have looked
at the area as recently as last Friday afternoon. I
wonder how often the Minister has been there.

Mr Clarko: I was born on the extension of
Servetus Street.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister for Education was
born a long time ago and horses and carts were
not a worry then. However, the position is quite
different now and we are using a plan which was
adopted 30 years ago. We are planning for 20
years ahead, on a plan which was adopted 30
years ago.

There are good reasons for a plan, but it does
not mean it has to be adopted irrespective of what
may happen, and that is what the Government is
doing. I have been speaking to councils and people
involved in this matter and I have looked at the
plans for alternative routes. I suppose never be-
fore in the history of this Parliament has so much
been said about one street. I have a cupboard full
of submissions, plans, and reports because people
are concerned about the matter.

They know the Government's answer to the
problem will not alleviate it because the proposed
road will split the suburb and traffic flow from
east to west will be as difficult as ever. Even if it
is not called a highway, it will be a major road of
some size and consequence. The problems associ-
ated with the initial plan still remain with the
current plan, and with the present setup of the
MRPA membership there is no likelihood of
change. The Nedlands City Council, the Subiaco
City Council, the Stirling City Council, Mosman
Park and Fremantle-

Mrs Craig: Subiaco did not say so. Cottesloe
did not say so. I can read you the letter accepting
option 10.

Mr DAVIES: The option being proposed now?
Mrs Craig: Yes.
Mr DAVIES: They did not want the original

proposal.
Mrs Craig: They did not like the engineering

plan.

Mr DAVIES: Now it is called an "engineering"
plan.

Mrs Craig: You are using that conveniently. I
will explain it to you.

Mr DAVIES: I have been waiting with bated
breath, but the Minister has been reluctant to get
up and defend the Government's action. The
whole matter has an air of mystery about it be-
cause the Premier will not have the matter Post-
poned for a week or two so that a full represen-
tation of the views of the people concerned is
made known to the Minister for Urban Develop-
ment and Town Planning.

When the Labor Party becomes Government on
19 March next year we will halt the planning for
the proposed freeway. There are alternatives
which the present Government has failed to ap-
prove. Is the Nielsen report incorrect? Who is
making the wrong assumption, and on what infor-
mation?

The MRPA will certainly not back down. The
member for Cottesloe said the road could not go
down the railway reserve because it would go past
the town. The town is all on one side of the rail-
way reserve at the present time. Is he expecting
the railway line to close down and the land to be
taken up by the development of another shopping
centre?

It is just nonsense to suggest that a road down
the railway reserve past Claremont would
interfere with the shopping precinct. There is only
one entry across the railway line now and it is on
the western end of the shopping precinct. It is
near that fairly difficult subway, and there is a
subway at the showground. However, very little
traffic flows across that area.

The Government has announced its intention to
quit the land at Graylands-Mental Health Ser-
vices land-and one would think it would be
another option which would enable a road to go
through that land, instead of the Government's
saying it will make a decision later.

Mr Rushton: By Davies Road?
Mr DAVIES: The Minister is dying to get me

to say "Davies Road", is he not? One can travel
around Brockway Road. The member for
Nedlands said the shortest way is not always the
quickest way. I took his words down.

Mr Young: If you go by Brockway, you are east
of the land.

Mr Rushton: You have only 15 minutes left.
When are you going to tell us what you are going
to do?

Mr DAVIES: If the Government wishes to
grant me an extension of time I will make sure
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those questions are answered. After having op.
crated so ineptly as the Minister for Town
Planning, I can understand the Minister's con-
cern, because he does not know what I may say
next.

Mr Rushton: I sure don't!
Mr DAVIES: I have written the words of the

member for Nedlands and he said, "'The quickest
way is not necessarily the shortest way".

Mr Court: I said when travelling from
Cottesloe and Swanbourne.

M r DA V IES: We ca n check Hansard.
Mr Court: Certainly!
Mr DAVIES: Members know that with the

way roads are designed these days. one often has
to go some distance out of one's way to get to the
point one wishes. We all travel where the traffic
might flow more quickly. The member for
Nedlands said, "We do not want another Stirling
Highway".

Mr Court:. I said it is difficult to cross Stirling
H igh way.

Mr DAVIES: The member for Mundaring said
we need the road now. We will not get the road
for 20 years! Yet the member for Mundaring tells
us we need it now.

He is not certain of the increasing traffic which
will occur by that time. I do nut think it will be
the 50 per cent he says because in the Cotteslue
region the traffic flow growth has been 47 per
cent in the years from 1971 to 1976-77 and the
growth in the Years between 1976-77 and 1979-80
has been 3.7 per cent. There has been a saturation
of the area and I do not know that there are any
great plans to increase the density of the popu-
lation in the area.

According to the figures of the department, the
traffic flow has actually decreased in some areas,
yet the Government says we need this now. The
traffic flow across the Stirling Bridge is increas-
ing at a small rate.

Mr Hassell: What rate is it?
M r DA VI ES: I do not have the Figures here.

Mr Hassell: The rate of growth is approxi-
mately two per cent per annum.

Mr DAVIES: The traffic flow does not suggest
there will he an enormous increase in the re-
gional traffic flow. Why do we need such a free-
way? It will be unsympathetic to the environment
of Cottesloe, which is an old and special suburb.
Other objections to the freeway are the noise fac-
tor and the visual factor. No matter how one tries
to block out a road, it is still there, because it is
difficult to disguise.

The member for Subiaco said that some
premature deaths could have been attributed to
Oxford Street being cut off when the freeway was
put through to West Leederville. He would be a
better judge of that than 1.

The road will still divide the community and
isolate the important shopping area. Other
alternatives could be adopted. It is unfortunate
that we are hamstrung by the fact that the Com-
monwealth Government has located Campbell
Barracks where they are. That land would be
another option available if we could obtain access
to it.

Mr Rushton: And go down Marmion Street? Is
that where you would go?

Mr DAVIES: No, I would not.
Mr Rushton: Tell us where you would go.
Mr DAVIES: The Minister should try to con-

trol himself.
Mr Rushton: You have nine minutes to go.
Mr DAVIES: The Minister is like a little boy

going to a party: he cannot wait to get going.
Mr Young: We are all anxious to know your

great plan because you have built us up to a
crescendo.

Mr DAVIES: The Labor Party has made
known its options in a printed form and it is a pity
Government members have not taken note of it.

Mr Young: You are ashamed to put it in
Hansard.

Mr DAVIES: We all know what happened to
Mr Burkett when he made his views known to the
MRPA. He felt it necessary to say what he
thought the Outcome would be.

Mr Rushton: He would go by all the streets.
Mr DAV IES: He said he felt it was a waste of

time to hold an inquiry into the matter. The
option proposed by the Claremont Town Council
would mean that fewer people would be disrupted.

Mr Rushton: By going through the golf course.
Mr DAVIES: The Minister does not know

what the Claremont Town Council's option was.
The Minister seems to know all of these things,

but when one begins to talk about an option
which is important and, I believe, the most work-
able, the Minister cannot wait a little longer to
find out what the position might be. The option is
to go along the railway reserve and uip Brockway
Road and then behind a park-I cannot remem-
ber the name of the park-and almost to where
the present road will come. It is a little longer, but
it is the best option when one considers the flow of
traffic and the disruption that will be caused.
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Mr Rushton: Is that the official Opposition pro-
posa I ?

Mr DAVIES: That appeals to me best of all the
options I have looked at. I have taken the trouble
to walk and drive over the options and to go
through the plans prepared by the Claremont
Town Council. The council invited the former
Premier and someone from the Town Planning
Department down there and they were told it was
a fair accompli and that they could forget their
option. It was really a waste of everybody's time
for the former Premier to go there.

Mr Rushton: People would still use Servetus
Street under your option.

Mr DAVIES: It was not a complete waste of
time', some alteration has taken place, but basi-
cally it is cosmetic. It is no use the Minister's
claiming that people will not be disrupted, that
there will be more shrubs, and that the design will
not be ugly. The Government really is saying,
"We made a mistake in the first place and we are
going to stick with our original decision, but we
will put a little sugar on the pill so people will
take it a little better."

Mr Rushton: The Government has had the
courage to make a decision.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister really is irksome,
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt). He does not know
what the matter is about. He shows his abysmal
ignorance and tries to disrupt debate with inane
chatter. Members opposite must be wondering
how he came to be Deputy Premier.

Mr Herzfeld: He is making more decisions than
you did.

Mr DAVIES: There must have been a power
struggle and the Minister for Transport bobbed
up in the middle. I see a few members opposite
nodding their agreement.

Mr O'Connor: We are all nodding off.
Mr DAVIES: If one goes to the Claremont

Town Council and looks at the plan of the area
which will carry the traffic, one sees that room
exists on the present railway line for the road.
One does not need 40 feet between a railway line
and a road. In San Francisco on the bay line in
some parts only a cyclone fence divides the road
from the railway line. That is the best alternative.
Traffic will continue to flaw all over the metro-
politan area, including Cottesloe.

Irrespective of what happens, all traffic will not
continue to flow in Servetus Street. Motorists still
will be taking options, going one way or the other,
and taking alternative routes. All traffic will not
be dircted down Servetus Street. We hope some
other routes will be open to motorists so they can

take alternatives. Not everyone wants to go di-
rectly north and south, and they do not want to
find themselves on Servetus Street when they do
not want to be there. The Government's poor
thinking shows that it is locked into a north-south
approach, believing that is the way everyone
wants to travel, and not thinking people might
want to go sideways or to other places once they
get to Servetus Street. No single answer exists,
but the Government is trying to say this is the
a nswer.

If one looks at the aerial view, one sees it is ob-
vious the land that has been resumed at the bot-
tom of Marine Parade where the proposed road
will go is fairly wide, and in due course probably a
main highway will run right up the coast.

Several points become alarming when one looks
at the plans which were on display at the
Cottesloe Civic Centre. I have walked and driven
over most of the options, and the best is that
along the railway line and up Brockway Road. It
would cause the least disruption and it is the most
satisfactory. It may be slightly longer, but it is
better than the Davies Road proposal, and better
than the Servetus Street option. It is absolute
nonsense to say it will isolate the Claremont
Shopping centre, because the centre already is
contained between the railway line and Stirling
Highway, and is spreading in an east-west direc-
tion, rather than north-south.

I am sorry I do not have access to all the exper-
tise that is available to the Government. I am
sorry also that the Premier did not see lit to give
this matter a little longer-another week or
so-in order that people who wanted to make sub-
missions to me could do so, and I could then pres-
ent them to the House. The Premier is hell-bent
on getting a decision tonight, and it does not mat-
ter what anyone says; the Government will go on
with its option.

MRS CRAIG (Well ington-M inister for U rban
Development and Town Planning) [8.23 p.m.]: I
preface my remarks on this very important matter
by making it clear that the Government does not
consider this metropolitan region scheme amend-
ment to be hilarious in any way. The reason it is
before us now is that we care for the people who
have had their lives sadly disrupted over a period
of 20 years white people have been wandering
which decision to make. The member for Victoria
Park asserted that the Government has taken the
matter lightly; that sufficient studies have been
made: and, that no need has been proved and no
care exhibited.
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Point of Order

Mr TONKIN: I notice that the Minister has
been given unlimited time in which to make her
speech. We are happy with that arrangement for
the lead speaker on the Government side, but
often there have been questions when the lead
speaker on the Opposition side, who has not
necessarily led the debate for this side, has not
been given unlimited time. Various other people
on the Government side who spoke were given
only 45 minutes. I believe the Minister should re-
ceive unlimited time, but I rise to make the point
that if it is fair enough for the Government. it is
fair enough for the Opposition. I trust it will be
adhered to in the future as far as the Opposition
is concerned.

The SPEAKER: I am unaware of any case
where the Opposition may have been disadvan-
taged.

Mr Tonkin: We had an argument a few weeks
ago.

The SPEAKER: The Standing Order says-

SUBSTANTIVE MOTION OR A DIRECT
MOTION OF WANT OF CON FIDENCE-

Mover ............................... unspecified
Leader of Government Or one
Member deputed by him ......... unspecified
Leader of Opposition or one
Member deputed by him ......... unspecified
Any other Member................ 45 minutes
Mover in Reply .................... 45 minutes

I would hope someone would draw to My atten-
tion any deviation from that, because I assure the
House I will adhere to the Standing Orders.

Debate (on motion) Resumied

Mrs CRAIG: I was indicating many studies
had been made of this subject. I am bitterly dis-
appointed that Opposition members did not put -a
case that could be answered, but sought to try to
force me into a situation where I would give what
I believe is the only stance the Government could
have taken. The Opposition has not given me the
opportunity to reply to any alternatives they
might have put forward because, sadly, their
shadow spokesman did not put forward any cred-
ible alternative for any local authorities other
than-the one to which he referred.

Mr Davies: What rubbish! Youi are insulting
the Claremont Town Council.

Mrs CRAIG: I said no council other than the
one the member for Victoria Park mentioned.

Mr Davies: You are insulting them.

Mrs CRAIG:. 1 am not I will tell the member
about the meeting I attended which he said an
officer attended, Firstly, however, I wilt corncen-
trate on a synopsis of the situation as it has oc-
curred, and indicate clearly that the MRPA and
the Government hav-e been at great pains to en-
sure that the best studies were done, and that the
best and fairest decision was made in relation to
the people living in the western suburbs.

In January 1962, the City of Nedlands put for-
ward a proposal to extend Marine Parade along
the eastern side of the Army land to link with the
West Coast Highway to the north. This was re-
viewed on site by the then Commonwealth Minis-
ter for the Army and representatives from the
Town Planning Department, the City of
Nedlands, and Western Command. In July 1962,
a metropolitan region scheme report proposed a
route along Stephenson Highway through the golf
course and Bold Park and along Davies Road.
That report also highlighted the need for further
studies to locate a new crossing point on the river
in the vicinity of Point Resolution. In August the
same year a joint request was made by the City of
Nedlands and the Town of Claremont. They
sought finance from the Government to upgrade
Servetus Street due to the increasing problem of
through traffic in that area. During that same
period, consideration was given to the need to up-
grade Alfred Road and Stubbs Terrace for east-
west movement.

In March 1970, Sir Charles Court, the then
Minister for Industrial Development, wrote to the
then Minister for Transport suggesting that a
committee be set up in an endeavour to resolve
what even then was known as the Servetus Street
issue. In January 1971 the Perth regional
transport study appeared which emphasised the
need to plan for a Point Resolution bridge. Be-
tween 1970 and 1973 many further discussions
took place, all of them involving the MRPA. Con-
sultations took place between local authorities,
and those local authorities that were seen to be
the most concerned at the time were Nedlands,
Claremont, and Cottesloe. Those consultations
took place with the then Minister for Transport
and various other departments.

Although there was no written record that we
could ind, at about that time the Government de-
cided not to go ahead with the plan for the Point
Resolution bridge. The only reference to it we
coulId find int my department was when the then
Premier was speaking, in 1976, of the proposals to

u pgrade Hackett Drive. He indicated that the
present Government had no intention of
incorporating such a bridge-that was the one at
Point Resolution-in the region scheme.
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In April 1973 the MRPA reviewed the problem
of alternative roads through the Swanbourne-
Cottesloe area. In November of the same year,
again at the request of the MRPA, the then Min-
ister for Town Planning referred this longstanding
controversy to the Environmental Protection
Authority-that was the member who spoke just
recent ly.

Although the matter was referred to the EPA,
it had no capacity to consider the railway reserve.
It was in April 197$ that the Scott and Furphy
Engineers Pty. Ltd. consulting group, in associ-
ation with John Paterson Urban Systems, was
commissioned by the EPA to undertake the West
Coast Highway and Swanbourne area study. In
May 1976 Scott and Furphy published the First
volume of that study, and in June of the same
year, the second report was published. In July the
then Minister for Conservation and the Environ-
ment received a report from the EPA rec-
ommending, iter alia, the Servetus Street route.
Amongst the many comments in that letter, one
comment I believe ought to be recorded.
Remember that it was in July 1976 that the
report stated-

The comprehensive nature of the total
studies involved is such that they surpass
greatly and previous highway analysis in this
State. The public was involved to an extent
that can never be challenged, with a logical
sequential interrelation summarised in At-
tachment 2. This was essential because the
issue was largely a social one. The study was
financed by the Federal Government (for
$100000), the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority (for $50 000), and the
State Government, local authorities and
others through their varied contributions.
The EPA acknowledges with thanks the fis-
cal and technical support of many, but ac-
cepts fully the responsibility for the rec-
ommendations which follow.

As I said, that recommendation was that, inter
alia, the Servetus Street link was the best possible
from the environmental viewpoint and also from
the planning viewpoint.

Obviously it was then necessary to study the
consultants' report, and so an interdepartmental
technical advisory committee was set up for that
purpose. In August 1976 the then Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning rec-
ommended to Cabinet that the Servetus Street
route should he adopted. At that time, however,
Cabinet was not prepared to accept that rec-
ommendation, and so it appointed a Cabinet
subcommittee to examine any other regional road

alternatives. The subcommittee was asked to re-
port to Cabinet.

In September the Minister for Town Planning
and Urban Development recommended a further
review of the recommendations of the regional
road proposals and the West Coast Highway pro-
posals which took into account the part the rail-
way reserve would play in the development of the
regional railway system.

Immediately after that, an interdepartmental
steering committee was set up to Undertake the
study called for by that Cabinet decision. Obvi-
ously a technical group had to make
investigations also. In December of that year the
Minister further reported that he believed Cabi-
net should not accept the MRPA proposal that
had been put forward previously and that the
MRPA should join with the Government in a full
evaluation of the Perth to Leighton railway re-
serve. That recommendation was adopted.

Subsequently, another steering committee was
appointed and the Government then announced
publicly that that was its intention. So we had
steering committees and interdepartmental work-
ing groups, and in September 1977 another Cabi-
net minute went forward accepting the require-
ment to develop an interrelated transport route in
the Fremantle corridor, using the railway reserve.
Cabinet then requested the MRPA to introduce
amendments as part of the statutory process. That
was approved on 3 October 1977, and the MRPA
was invited to advise the Minister about the ac-
tion it proposed to take. The MRPA felt the mat-
ter was one of serious concern and, therefore, its
representatives sought an interview with the Min-
ister to discuss what they saw as being the impli-
cations of the request. After that, the
transportation committee was asked to report on
the magnitude of the work involved in carrying
out the Minister's instruction.

I will not weary the House with the consider-
able dealings that took place after that time.
Probably we can move on to May 1978 when, in
another Cabinet minute, the Minister rec-
ommended that a Cabinet subcommittee report to
Cabinet on the preferred approach concerning
transportation requirements for the west coast
corridor.

In June of that year the Minister was requested
to have a density study carried out to ascertain
whether it was possible to increase the number of
residents living adjacent to the railway reserve so
as tn determine whether it would be feasible to
allow that railway to remain open. That requested
report was submitted in July 1978 and it showed
that the capacity for higher residential develop-
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went was limited and, in any event, such an in-
crease would have an insignificant effect on pub-
lie tra nsport patronage.

In January 1979 the then Government an-
nounced there would be an upgraded passenger
rail service between Perth and Midland and Perth
and Armadale, that it would be expanded, and
that the Perth to Fremantle railway would be ter-
minated and replaced by buses in September of
that same year.

In January 1979 the MRPA was requested to
consider updating plans for regional transport res-
ervations. and to explain to local authorities the
ramifications of the Government's decision to ter-
minate that rail service. There was then further
consultation with local authorities, and an admin-
istrative framework was set up to undertake
further studies once the decision had been made
to close the railway line, but, indeed, not to make
any final decisions before 1982.

In June 1979 the working group of the
transportation committee that had been set up
recommended that more consultations with local
authorities should proceed and that those local
authorities ought to be provided with copies of
Cabinet-initiated studies so that they would have
a better knowledge of matters that needed to be
taken into consideration during the period the de-
cision was being made.

At a later time the Minister requested Cabinet
to release more documents to those local
authorities, and those documents were released.

Possibly I can now move to the situation where
the suggestion was taken to Cabinet that it would
be possible for the first route put forward to be
utilised and that such a proposal should be ac-
cepted. Cabinet said "No. We believe it would be
more appropriate to establish a western suburbs
steering committee and to invite representations
from the 10 local authorities which were rep-
resented in that corridor, giving them the oppor-
tunity to examine all the options and then al-
lowing them to make a recommendation to the
MRPA."

That happened, and on 19 December 1979, the
first meeting of that western suburbs steering
committee took place-the committee was for-
mally constituted. It met in March, April, May,
August, and September of 1980, and then in
September, at its seventh meeting, it agreed to ac-
cept the minority report from councils of the City
of Perth. the Town of Claremont, the Town of
NMosman Park, and the City of Nedlands. Those
were the council representatives on the western
suburbs steering committee.

That recommendation then went to the MRPA
with four signatories to the minority report and
six signatories to the proposal to use Servetus
Street. Subsequent to that, when the matter was
again taken to Cabinet, after having consulted
With all those local authorities and determined
that the majority of those authorities were in
favour of option 10A, we were concerned about
the minority report put forward. So it was deter-
mined to hold a meeting with the local authorities
to seek from themn all an indication of which route
each of the 10 councils wished to see developed as
a north-south route, each preference to be made
public.

In order to assist the meeting. a film was pro-
duced. On 19 November 1980, that Film was
shown to representatives of all the local
authorities concerned. There was a briefing by the
Chairman of the MRPA and an opportunity was
given for the representatives of the local
authorities to ask questions. The local authorities
were asked to advise the Government by February
1981 of the option they preferred. From the time
the film was first shown until February 1981, one
council sought an extension of time from me.
That was the Perth City Council. At that time I
believed the other councils would all have their
submissions in on time, and so I denied the PCC
an extension. That council then ensured that its
submission was made by the appointed time.
However, in February the municipalities of
Claremont, Mosman Park, and Fremantle de-
cided to form a working party and to appoint Mr
Nelson English as its consultant. An interim sub-
mission was made towards the end of February.

Between March and September I had the work-
ing party interim submission and the Nelson
English report, which by then had been submitted
to me, reviewed by the Commissioner for Town
Planning. The reason for that is clear; I could not
send that review to the authority, because it
would be reviewing a proposal with which it knew
most local authorities were in accord.

The member for Victoria Park suggested the
Subiaco City Council did not approve the present
route. The House should know exactly the re-
sponses the Government received at the time.
Nine councils had replied by 29 April 1981.
Warneroo Shire Council was strongly in favour of
optio n I OA. The City of Sti rling also was strongly
i n favou r of t hatI option a nd went on to say-

Servetus Street should not become a de
facto arterial route leading into the West
Coast Highway, and the development of a
new -expressway- park way" route to join the
Mitchell Freeway is essential if major traffic
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and environmental problems are to be
avoided in Scarborough.

The Perth City Council accepted with regret that
there was no satisfactory regional alternative to a
primary road other than through Wembley
Downs golf course and Bold Park. However, it in-
dicated that-

...the controlled access highway reserve
through Bold Park should be relocated as Car
west of Reabold Hill as practical. [I dis-
agreed with the recommendations of the min-
ority report of the Western Suburbs Study
interim Report.

We ought to remember the council's representa-
tive on the steering committee in fact had been a
signatory of the minority report, but the council
itself was not in accord with it.

The Subiaco City Council indicated its position
as follows-

Subiaco opposed any solution proposing a
primary road inhibiting the use of a railway
rapid transit system, and was concerned at
the proposal to put a major road through
Bold Park, near Perry Lakes, and the golf
courses. It would oppose any Region Scheme
major road amendment in Subiaco-other
than the upgrading of Selby Street if it is
linked by a bridge across the railway.

The Council expressed regret about as-
pects of the administrative procedures during
the Western Suburbs study.

The council indicated it felt that ;at times it did
not receive the agenda as early as it would like,
and went on 10 say it felt that perhaps the oppor-
tunity to discuss its option, in council with other
councillors, had not been sufficient.

Cottesloc Town Council recognised the need to
provide for option 10A rather than the widening
of Curtin Avenue. but said it would prefer some-
thing less than a six-lane highway. It added also
that provision ought to be made for a rapid transit
railway.

Nedlands City Council recognised that a new
primary route was required, but questioned the
need for six lanes and expressed the view that the
western suburbs area was highly trafflc-oriented
and consideration should be given to environmen-
tal and social aspects. The council put forward an
alternative route using the railway reserve, the
Lake Claremont reserve, and the controlled access
highway reserve in the metropolitan region
scheme.

Those wecre the actual indications given to the
Government by the various councils. The other
councils involvd-the Claremont Town Council.

the Mosman Park Town Council, and the
Fremantle City Council-accepted the Nelson
English report and also made a submission based
on it. However, they did not accept entirely its
recommendations.

Suffice to say for the edification of the House
tonight, the councils accepted the fact that the
planning, in planning terms, ought to be what one
would call "from the bottom up"% that is, other
local roads ought to be upgraded to four-lane
roads which had the capacity to carry at least
2 000 vehicles a day.

Nelson English said further that he believed
that would suffice until the turn of the
century-he was looking forward about 20
years-but at that time a need would exist for a
major north-south route.

Much has been said about the fact that this
Government does not have a concern for people.
For a long time the people in that area have becn
commenting on and making contributions to in-
numerable studies and reports in an effort to sort
out this very real problem. If this amendment
which defines the Servetus Street route were not
before the House tonight and if people were to be-
lieve what the only person who has spoken from
the Opposition benches tonight said, they would
be in a situation where not only the people in
Servetus Street were disadvantaged, but also
where people in Marine Parade, Curtin Avenue,
Davies Road, Devon Road. Narla Road,
Brockway Road, and Selby Street would be be-
ginning to wonder whether the road in which they
lived was to be upgraded into a four-lane street.

The member for Victoria Park indicated he had
been to the area and looked at the situation. I
wonder whether he examined exactly how much
space would be left outside the fences of those
residences if the upgrading to four lanes were to
take place in the local roads as suggested in this
method.

Mr Harman: The member for Cottesloe has left
the Chamber.

Mrs CRAIG: A total of 2 000 cars a day would
be expected to travel on what wve call a "local
road". What effect would that have on the social
and environmental amenities of the people who
live in that area?

None of us would deny that the western sub-
urbs represent a very special area and I am grate-
ful I grew up there. I guess I know it as wel] as
any other person because when I First went there
as you, Sir, would know, public transport to
Mosman Park was provided by one car in the
morning and another at night. Otherwise one

3338



[Wednesday, 29 September 1982J133

travelled on one's bicycle, so one got to know the
area very well.

Mr H-arman: How long ago was that?

Mr Rushbon: Don't be rude.

Mrs CRA IG: It was a very long time ago and I
do not think the member would even have to
guess how long ago it was.

Mr Mclver: Why didn't you travel by train?
Mrs CRAIG: I took the train when I went to

tennis, but I had to ride my bike to get to the
station.

Mr Parker; Could you put your bike on the
train?

Mrs CRAIG: However, this is not a time for
hilarity; it is a time for us to show concern for
people who live in the area and for those who
could be disadvantaged seriously if this amend-
ment does not proceed.

Let us examine the reservation as it exists
today. If no changes were made and this amend-
ment were not tabled we would be looking at a
situation in which all the residents of Curtin
Avenue would be faced with an important road
running in front of their homes, because that is
the position of the reservation today. We also
would be looking at a situation where Bold Park
would be severed at approximately Perry Lakes,
because that, too, is in the present reservation. If
it were not For this amendment, Davies Road also
would be affected seriously. No fewer than 44
residences would have to be demolished if that
alternative were used. Also if that alternative
were utilised serious planning problems would
exist in the vicinity of Swanbourne and, to some
extent in Claremont-certainly the Claremont
shopping centre would be affected. It is clear to
everybody in this House that nobody wants to ac-
cept that alternative.

I turn now to the comments made by the Oppo-
sition because I believe they were unfair and indi-
cated a "no care" attitude. It is very difficult to
accept that the matter has been hurried when in
fact it has been 20 years in the planning. This
matter has received widespread publicity since the
amendment was first proposed and during the
time the 1924 submissions were received by the
MRPA and approximately 193 people indicated
to the authority hearings what they believed
would be better solutions. some of those
people-I will be honest, only a few-wished to
make submissions in support of the proposed
amendment and many others made comments, be-
cause they believed that more viable options
existed.

Mr Parker: Do you include the member for
Subiaco when you refer to them?

Mrs CRAIG: He did not make a submission to
the authority. I was referring to the Opposition,
and the member for Subiaco sits on this side of
the House. He happens to have a view very differ-
ent from mine, but one of the great aspects of the
democracy of the Liberal Party is that members
may have their own views on such matters.

Mr Davies: Here we go again!
Several members interjected.
Mrs CRAIG: I heard the comments of the

member for Cottesloe and I agreed with them, but
the member for Subiaco is still not denied by this
side of the House the opportunity to express his
views on the matter.

MrT Parker:. Not according to the member for
Cottesloe.

Mrs CRAIG: I may not agree with the com-
ments made by the member for Subiaco and, in-
deed, I do not. However. let us examine the con-
cerns of the people who live in the western sub-
urbs if they were unfortunate to be placed in the
situation that the lead speaker for the Opposition
has indicated would be the case if the Opposition
became the Government. It was said that too little
time has been spent on examining the problem
when, in fact, 20 years have been spent on it. To
be fair to the member for Victoria Park, I indi-
cate he had responsibility in this regard for a
short time only, but he was in that position for
long enough to understand the size of the prob-
term. Indeed, when he was a Minister, the member
for Victoria Park wrote to a constituent indicating
he believed he would accept the recommendation
of the Environmental Protection Authority. How-
ever, he was careful to point out, as a good party
member would, that was his personal opinion and
he was not entirely sure that the party would
agree with it.

Mr Davies: You seem to decry honesty.
Mrs CRAIG: The great complaint has been

made that too little time has been spent on this
matter. The member for Victoria Park then went
on to say that a Statute had been contravened, be-
cause some people who were suffering great hard-
ship and pressure sought to have their houses pur-
chased by the MR PA. Only people who have been
able to show hardship have had their houses pur-
chased at this time. I remind the member an
amendment has been prepared giving the auth-
ority the capacity to act in that way. That is an
example of our caring for people, but the Oppo-
sition said, "No, you should not do that. You
should not have regard for the disadvantages
some people might be suffering at a given time."
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We on this side of the House do not agree with
that.

The member for Victoria Park wondered why
the MRPA had changed the proposal from a six-
lane highway to a four-lane parkway. Had the
member really examined the two proposals, he
would have realised the reason for that is quite
clear. The first proposal did not contain an
intention to use Curtin Avenue as a local road. In-
deed, that road would have needed the capacity to
take local as well as through traffic.

That proposal is not the proposal in the amend-
ment before the House. The residents of Curtin
Avenue affected by this amendment will be able
to enjoy the original residential amenity presently
beginning to deteriorate as a result of the increas-
ing amount of traffic passing in front of their resi-
dences. In the future they will front a local road.

A portion of the railway reserve will be utilised
to build a four-lane parkway. Indeed, that is what
the roadway will be; it will not be a freeway; it
will not have the speeds of a freeway; it will not
have the grades of a freeway; and it will not have
the size of a freeway-it will be a parkway. I am
not sure of the correct term, but I believe it will
be termed as "other regional road".

We must not talk about Curtin Avenue only;
we must talk also about Servetus Street. The
people residing on the east side of Servetus Street
will have restored the residential amenity that is
now very fast being eroded; they will front a local
road. Sadly-I mean that with all sin-
cerity-those residents on the west side of
Servetus Street will have their dwellings acquired
at some time in order that this four-lane parkway
can be built at a later time alongside Servetus
Street. I will not dwell on the statements made by
the Government; I will save until the end of my
speech my remarks on those statements.

I believe I have answered the question raised by
the member for Victoria Park. He said the
amount of traffic was not increasing. It has been
shown clearly by studies conducted over a period
that the traffic in that area is increasing at the
rate of about two per cent a year. If we remember
we are considering the position 20 years ahead,
the increase by then will be 40 per cent.

At present Marine Parade, Curtin Avenue, and
Stirling Highway between them carry 47 000 ve-
hicles a day. By the year 2000 that number will
have increased to 66 000. Does the Opposition
really think that many vehicles should be allowed
to filter through residential streets and that those
people living there and enjoying their residential
amenities, should have those amenities destroyed?

I do not believe that is the intention of the Oppo-
sition.

The member said the Fremantle City Council is
opposed to traffic "sweeping" into its area. The
council has made its position clear. The Minister
for Transport intervened when the member made
this statement to say that when the Stirling
Bridge was built it was clear there would be an in-
creasing amount of traffic in that area, and the
reason for the East Fremantle by-pass road being
constructed was to take extra traffic around
Fremantle. It was planned in order to preserve the
residential amenity of the people living in that
area.

The Opposition asserted we were planning 20
years ahead with a 30-year-old plan. I do not
really know what was meant by that. The state-
ment indicates that the Opposition does not
understand what is in the present proposal. The
Opposition's sweeping amendment can be neither
supported nor substantiated.

The east-west traffic movement was men-
tioned-a significant point. When the western
suburbs committee was constituted it had as its
terms of reference a requirement to consider
upgrading needed in the future to cater for east-
west traffic movement, but which was considered
to be secondary to the requirement that the north-
south route be determined. That order of priority
is only commonsense. We must first determine
where our major route should be, then start to de-
termine how to cope with local traffic, and ensure
that traffic remains as local traffic.

The Opposition said local councils do not want
this north-south road. It is true some do not, and
we well understand the reasons. It is true also the
majority of the councils consulted indicated the
proposals contained in this amendment are those
they find most acceptable. Despite that fact, and
the fact that there has been a great deal of consul-
tation, the Opposition tells us it would halt the
planning in order to find an alternative route. But
it was hesitant to indicate what that alternative
would be.

Mr Davies: That's absolute nonsense. I
wouldn't do it to please the Deputy Premier; he
doesn't dictate the terms of my speech.

Mrs CRAIG: The Opposition chose to deni-
grate the Metropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority. The abuse hurled by many people at that
body of men and the officers of the Town
Planning Department was grossly unfair. The
studies have been thorough, and the officers have
shown immense concern for the people affected.
Those officers spent a vast amount of time con-
sidering the submissions. The submissions were
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considered in an endeavour to meet the best social
and environmental needs of a community con-
cerned about a further road in its area. I empha-
sisc that the time spent was vast. It is a pity
people will not give consideration to that fact, and
instead resort to petty abuse without studying
what happened, the time put in, the effort made,
and the hours spent in individual consultation as
well as consultation with groups whenever asked
to provide that consultation.

Mr Parker: Do you include the President of the
Legislative Council in your criticism of this
abuse?

Mrs CRAIG: I am talking about those people
who abused the MRPA for its handling of this
matter. The member can name names if he so
wishes, but I will not do so-, I am talking about the
general abuse or people, abuse I do not believe to
be fair. These attacks have been made by people
not prepared to examine exactly the work carried
out by the people under abuse.

In regard to the activities of any authority,
some people will say that some things were not
done as well as they might have been. I do not dis-
pute the necessity for saying such things because
from time to time we all think such things; how-
ever, I feel that in relation to the proposal before
the House much has been said that should not
have been said. The people who say these things
about the MRPA should have regard for the im-
mense feeling of the authority's officers, and the
great lime they have spent to ensure the least dis-
ruption to this part of the metropolitan area
everybody acknowledges is a special area indeed.

The Opposition indicated that insufficient
traffic flow existed to justify the upgrading. Of
course, that was tacit acceptance that 2 000 ve-
hicles a day are acceptable on local roads. It
should not be forgotten that some local roads
would have to be four-lane roads to carry that
traffic. We should take note of the concern shown
for people who live in the area in question, and
that the proposal before the House is sympathetic
towards the environment of Cottesloe. As I have
explained, that environment will be far better pre-
served by the amendment under discussion than it
would be under the amendment that presently has
the force of the law. Of course, the latter amend-
ment has existed for some considerable time.

The Opposition became desperate for alterna-
tives because it had not done any real study of the
alternatives. We then came to the suggestion that
the Government should get its hands an the land
at Campbell Barracks.

Mr Davies: You are twisting my words.

Mrs CRAIG: The Army does not have the
faintest intention of relinquishing its hold on that
land.

Mr Davies: You should stick to the truth.
Mrs CRAIG: The member said we should get

our hands on that land at Campbell Barracks.
Mr Davies: I said it was impossible.
Mrs CRAIG: If I have misstated his remarks, I

will apologise. However, I noted the member as
saying we would be lucky if we could get our
hands on that land. Hansard will record whether
that is so. I noted seriatim the points made by the
member.

Mr Davies: And you have been misconstruing
them. It has been very difficult for me not to
interrupt.

Mrs CRAIG- The Opposition believes the best
alternative is the option put rorward by the
Claremont Town Council. I would have to ask
whether that was the minority report option the
council indicated it wanted, and was signatory to;
whether it was the option defined in its sub-
mission with other councils in relation to the
Nelson English report; or whether it is the option
that was shown to the then Premier and me at a
meeting with the Claremont Town Council. I am
not entirely sure which of those options the Oppo-
sttion is telling us it finds acceptable. If it is the
option that utilises the railway reserves and pro-
vides a 'two-lane road on one side of the reserve
and a two-lane road on the other, it is suitable
only from a planning point of view; and if the Op-
position conducted an engineering study it would
ind the disruption that option would create in the

area through which the road would go would be
considerable indeed.

The other matter which has not been taken into
consideration is that the further east one cakes
that route, whether it be to Davies Road,
Brockway Road, or Rochdale Road, the less
traffic will go that far east to get to their points of
destination-traffic will take the shortest route

We would still have the problem of traffic using
roads to the west. Further than that, if there is
any attempt to go that far east, a difficult situ-
ation would exist at Swanbourne. In fact, the
option would wipe out the livelihoods of people
occupying that shopping centre and would have a
significant effect on Scotch College. The reserve
is narrow and, indeed, it would have a tremendous
affect on the environment of the area. Also, many
homes would be disadvantaged seriously-I did
not say "acquired", I said
"disadvantaged"-because they would have a per-
pendicular drop right outside their fences. The
situation would be difficult indeed. I understand
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very well the Claremont Town Council's hard at-
tcmpt to find a solution it believed to be more ac-
ceptable than the proposition now before us. In-
deed, that is shown by the three different options
the council thinks would be better than the pro-
posal presently before us.

Reverting to the visit of the then Premier to the
Claremont Town Council it is not fair to say that
the council's option was disregarded. What Sir
Charles Court attempted to do at the time was
enter into a discussion with the council and to in-
dicate the impracticality of the proposal it put
forward. It was impractical because two lanes
would be used to carry a large volume of traffic.
One does not need to be told that if a large truck
broke down in one of those lanes there would be
awful traffic congestion for a considerable time.

So, I have outlined what the Opposition has
said to this point. If the Opposition considers the
16 options studied, examines why the local
authorities concerned and the technical persons
who gave advice rejected those options, and ac-
cepts the fact that the majority of the people liv-
ing in those areas showed a clear indication that it
was option 10A they found preferable, the Oppo-
sition would realise that all the work and planning
that has gone into the proposal before the House
has been the result of great care for people and
great effort indeed to do what is considered to be
in the best interests of the region. This is one of
the things that is awfully difficult for people to
accept and it is something to which I would like to
address myself for a short time.

Mr Brian Burke: The Premier said you were
going to speak for I5 minutes.

Mr Nanovich: He said 40 minutes.
Mr Brian Burke: He said 15 minutes.
Mr Nanovich: Hie said 40 minutes. You did not

hear. I told you 40 minutes, too.
Mrs CRAIG: It seems to me that it is a matter

of great merit.
Mr Brian Burke: It sounds like an eisteddfod

item, that's what it sounds like.
Mrs CRAIG: If the Leader of t he Opposition

does not agree to being told some of the facts-
Mr Brian Burke: What a lot of nonsense.
Mrs CRAIG: It is important that people recog-

nise the seriousness of this amendment that lies
before the House, the great concern we have for
the people, and the fact that it is absolutely
necessary for a decision to be made in order that
there might be some certainty for the people who
live in the area. The member for Subiaco, who
moved this disallowance motion, said that he had
a preference for ensuring that no persons in

homes were affected by any amendment. I must
say that if it were possible for that to be done, he
would find no argument with anybody. The diffi-
culty is, that in planning terms, it is simply not
possible for that to be done.

He referred to appendix 4 in the summary
paper that has been made available, which is the
route that presently exists and not the subject of
the amendment on the table now. He suggested
that the road possibly could go through the
Graylands Hospital area, connect up and go
through a little street called Camelia Street, and
then into the railway reserve. HeI said that in that
way there would be no serious effect on people. It
would mean traversing some Commonwealth land
and he would know we would not be able to se-
cure that, anyway. The member knows there are
some splendid buildings in the Commonwealth
areas. He also did not take account of the fact
that houses would be affected where it is his
intention to join the railway reserve because one
cannot put a right-angled bend onto a parkway.

As he went further west with his proposal, the
member believed it would be possible to put a
road over the railway line and utilise that space as
road. I do not want to pull his proposal to pieces
too much, but if, in our imaginations we were all
to go down to the area about which we are speak-
ing and tried to put a lid over the Stirling Street
intersection-which is the one down from Christ
Church where we know there is already an
overway and where there is a very narrow reserve,
and where many residents would be affected-we
would realise it would take the most enormous
overpass to accommodate such a road. I am not
an engineer, but I did ask for someone to com-
ment on this matter. I will not tell the House
what my discussions revealed, but it would take a
very high loop indeed.

In Swanbourne, how would we cope with the
north-south traffic from over the little
Swanbourne Bridge that goes into the
Swanbourne shopping area? I know the member
does not know the area very well because the pro-
posal he has put forward is not a practical one,
but like all of us, he would like to find a solution;
I do not have one available that does not affect
private property. When one is trying to ensure
that-

Mr Brian Burke: Come on!

Mrs CRAIG: -this State grows and is planned
in the manner in which it has been in the past so
that we can continue to enjoy the amenities we
expect, it is necessary for us to continue with re-
gional planning and to look forward into the
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future so that people might have an opportunity
to make decisions ahead of time.

Assertions have been made that the people who
live in Servetus Street could have their amenities
affected by what is often described as a planning
blight. I can say only that, if the people who are
resident in the houses wish them to be acqu ired,
the MRPA in its acquisition of those houses
would be endeavouring very hard to use the power
it has to obtain an affected valuation in order that
the residents of the street could be owners, and
that those houses would be kept in better con-
dition. They would be looking at the alternative of
perhaps offering to the Commonwealth an oppor-
tunity to rent some of the houses so that they
might be maintained until Sonic time in the future
when they might be needed to be acquired for
road construction to commence. The fact is that
Servetus Street is now de facto a very busy road
and is carrying approximately 14 000 vehicles a
day. It is already difficult for people to negotiate
the street from one side to the other.

Mr Davies: Albany Highway in Victoria Park
carries more than that.

Mrs CRAIG: Traffic constitutes a hazard for
those people living in the street. Many residents of
the area have enjoyed living there for a long time
and will be able to continue living there if that is
what they wish to do. If the traffic is not worrying
them they may remain until such time as it is
necessary for the new reservation to be developed
in a parkway style. I know that the planning
blight has been one of their concerns together
with the concern expressed by the Opposition that
there was a fear there could be a six-lane road
built there. The reservation is for a parkway and
there will be four lanes. The road will have a me-
dian strip that will be landscaped and the road
will also have buffer zones in order that the en-
vironmental impact might be as small as possible
and in order that noise is kept to a minimum.
Easy access will be provided from east to west in
the areas in which it has previously existed.

To conclude, to the delight of the Leader of the
Opposition. could I simply say that all the time
this matter has been before the Government, the
member for Cottesloc. the member for Floreat.
and the two members in the ocher place consist-
ently have put to us their views as to what ought
to be done to ensure that the environmental im-
pact on the area was kept to a minimum. They
have worked hard towards that end. Since the
new member for Nedlands has been in this House
he has done exactly the same thing.

Mr Parker: And the old member for Nedlands.

Mrs CRAIG: Of course, it goes without saying
that the old member for Nedlands did, too. It is
the best solution that can be found. It is time that
the people who live in that area have an oppor-
tunity to know what the future holds for them. It
is regretted sincerely that some households will be
badly affected in that their houses will have to be
removed, but it is also true that other people who
have had doubts about their future, if this amend-
ment is allowed, will be able to rest easy and
know that the residential amenity of the area in
which they have lived will be preserved well into
the future.

It goes without saying that 1 do not agree with
the disallowance motion moved by the member
for Subiaco.

Adjournment of Debate

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) (9.26 p.mJ: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and
lowing result-

Mr Bertram
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
M r P. V. Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MePharlin

Ayes
Mr Barnett
M'vr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Pea rce

a division taken with the fol-

Ayes I8
Mr TH, Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Stephens
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr I. F.Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
Noes 24

Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Si bson
M r Sodeman
Mr Tretiowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr Spriggs
Mr Blaikie
Mr Coyne
M r Shalders
Mr Crane

Motion thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [9.29 p.m.]: Mem-
bers are probably wondering why I sought to ad-
journ the debate at this late stage and even went
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to the point of calling for a division. It is import-
ant to remember that private members' day is
supposed to be just that-private members' day.
Most of us, certainly the public, have come to ac-
cept that Parliament is irrelevant inasmuch as the
will of Cabinet always prevails, but with the pre-
tence that private members' business would be in
the hands of private members. The situation that
developed before dinner this evening and again
now would indicate that although it is private
members' day, business proceeds only at the will
of the Premier.

We have noticed lately that the notice paper
gets chopped and changed around. We even wit-
nessed this evening that a motion which was de-
bated and adjourned last week and which under
normal procedures would go to the bottom of the
notice paper and take its turn, was brought for-
ward again. All the Government members faith-
fully followed the directions of the Premier. I
make the point tonight in an endeavour to try to
preserve at least some vestige of the rights of pri-
vate members.

Mr Hassell: Having seconded the motion you
twice tried to stop the debate.

Mr Cowan: What is wrong with that?

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: I think that is typical of the

type or inane interjections the member for
Cottesloe makes. Perhaps he is embarrassed about
the whole issue before the House.

I note with a degree of humour, although it is a
pretty serious matter, that the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning, in defence of
the member for Subiaco, said that in the Liberal
Party members are allowed to vote and have a
conscience as opposed to what occurs in the Labor
Party. Theoretically this may be the case, but
Liberal Party members cop some abuse for as-
serting their independence. We witnessed that last
week when the member for Cottesloc, in poor
taste, abused the member for Subiaco. I-e said he
could hardly retain. any belier that he had any
commitment to the party he was endorsed to rep-
resent. I always thought that when a person was
elected to Parliament he represented his constitu-
ents and the State as a whole and I would com-
mend the member for Subiaco for his assertions.

Further on the member for Cottesloe made
reference to me because I had had the temerity to
formally second the member for Subiaco's mo-
tion. He said that indicated that the members for
Subiaco and Stirling were out to create a nuisance
and to make mischief. I resent the remark be-
cause it is completely without foundation. It was a

snide remark without any substance. I will leave it
at that.

I know the hour is late and there is another
matter to be discussed, but I do not intend to take
up 45 minutes-I will put members at rest in that
regard.

I would be remiss in my duty if I did not ex-
press an opinion on the MRPA and in particular
the Servetus Street issue. Although I am a
country member, I do have at heart the interests
of the State as a whole. As the member for
Merredin pointed out. we met a deputation which
was directly involved in this matter. I wonder how
many members on the Government side have
bothered to investigate the pros and cons of this
matter which is before them. However, it will not
stop them from voting as directed. We did
investigate the matter and it is from those
investigations that we have made our decision.

Mr Nanovich: On the fence.
Mr STEPHENS: I have listened patiently to

this debate and not once have I heard any reasons

t hat development on the road reserve created in
1963 under the Stephenson plan was allowed to
take place. In 1963 the Government and the Par-
liament approved the reservation of land between
Herdsman Lake and Melville for a north-south
major road system. This road passed through
open country and joined Davies Road in
Claremont. This reserve was set aside in 1963
and, under normal circumstances, I would have
thought the matter would be resolved. I am in-
formed that since then along this road reserve set
aside for future transport needs, the Claremont
Football Club built premises one metre inside the
boundary line. Since 1963 the rubbish tip in
Davies Road has been converted into a golf
course, and extensive multi-housing has been per-
mitted and a swimming facility and parklands
have been created directly conflicting with the
reservation. Not one person during this debate has
said why this was allowed to take place.

Mr Rushton: The road still goes through Davies
Road in the golf course area.

Mr STEPHENS: The planners have allowed
further development to take place along that road.
but in 1982 with reference to Servetus Street a
decision has been made that no further develop-
ment is to take place without approval of the
MRPA. Why was that not done in 1963 with re-
spect to Davies Road? I would suggest that if it
had been done then we would not be debating this
matter now. It is all because of the failure of the
Government or the MRPA to ensure that their re-
serves were maintained for the purpose designated
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in 1963. It is significant that no-one has explained
why that development was permitted.

We are talking about people and members on
the Government side have said how they feel for
these people. I hope they are sincere. I have a
feeling for people, having served an area where
the Government denied farmers the right to de-
velop their land. The same Government would not
see fit to direct industry to set up in one particular
area against another because that would be deny-
ing the individual's rights to make decisions.
However, it is happy to deny my farming con-
stituents the right to make decisions. I would have
thought a Government that prides itself on being
anti-socialist would not adopt a policy which puts
the State before the people. That is a socialistic
philosophy-the interests of the State being more
important and greater than the interests of the in-
dividual. There are alternatives that will not un-
duly interfere with the interests of the people.

Mr Rushton: You have no alternatives that are
acceptable.

Mr STEPHENS: Acceptable to whom?
M r R ushton: Accepta ble to com mon sense.
Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: I am pleased the Minister

talks about acceptability to common sense. I have
a Press release made by the previous Premier and
the interjection is now reflecting upon the com-
mon sense of the previous Premier. In the Press
release dated 6 December 1976 the Premier
said-

The State Government has rejected the
proposal for Servetus Street to be upgraded
to an important regional road classification
as part of West Coast Highway, on the
grounds that it is socially unacceptable and
would not resolve the regional road links be-
tween Fremantle and Karrinyup Road. The
Premier. Sir Charles Court. said after today's
Cabinet meeting that detailed studies by
three different expert groups had failed to ar-
rive at a solution that did not severely affect
local residents and resolve the future regional
road requirements.

Further on he said-

Sir Charles said today's decision freed
from Curt her worry the people of Davies
Road and Marmion Street and other areas of
western suburbs, and removed from people
living along Servetus Street the present
threat of resumptions.

"The Government is determined to see
suburban areas protected as far as possible

from the disturbances of transport routes."
the Premier said.

Here was an assurance given to the people in
1976-people who no doubt were led to believe
the 1963 plan would be reasonably adhered to,
and in 1976 the commitment was made by the
then Premier of the State. If that was not suf-
ficient, in 1979 the then Premier in another Press
release relating to the decision to suspend the
Fremantle-Perth railway, said the following-

A further benefit would be that the conver-
sion would enable north-south roads such as
Davies Brockway and Selby to be linked eas-
ily to the new road route to Fremantle.

This in turn would reduce the build-up of
pressure on Servetus Street, allowing it to re-
tain its present role as a route for local and
recreational traffic. "Cabinet greatly regret-
ted the need to terminate the Perth-
Fremantle passenger rail service," the Prem-
ier said.

In 1976 a statement was made to ease the minds
of people in Servetus Street and a further state-
ment was made in 1979-and we are talking
about the feelings of the people! Their ex-
pectations were raised only to be dashed by this
latest report. As I said earlier, socialists put the
interests of the State before the interests of the
people. It is not as though there is no alternative.

The member for Subiaco outlined an alterna-
tive along Brockway Road, which is a point
further east than Davies Road. There is another
alternative which is slightly west of, and roughly
parallel to Davies Road, running through the
Lake Claremont reserve, joining up again with
the road which, in the 1963 concept, is shown as
running through land owned by the Mental
Health Services. It is only a short stretch of road
but it is an alternative that would not affect
many, if any, people.

Mr Rushton: The City of Perth objected to that
proposal.

Mr STEPHENS: Is the Minister not interested
in people?

Mr Rushton: It represents many people.
Mr STEPHENS: But not the people who will

be evicted from their homes in one way or an-
other.

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: There is an alternative as has

been outlined.
Mrs Craig: It was rejected by the council.
Mr STEPHENS: Having investigated this mat-

ter-and time will prove whether I am right or
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wrong-I believe the decision on Servetus Street
was made by the Government and the MRPA was
told to come up with the reasons to justify the de-
cision. I wonder what the Government has in
mind for the Mental Health Services' land that it
is untouchable: that it is preferable to evict people
from their homes than to utilise it for a road re-
serve. Just what does the Government have in
mind for this land? I have my suspicions. Time
will tell, but I will remember that I raised doubts
about the Government's intentions tonight.

Mr Sibson: So will we.
Mr STEPHENS: I am pleased about that.
Mr Hassell: How many times did you cross the

floor when you were in Cabinet?
Mr Cowan; Do not be ridiculous. Why don't

you think about what you are saying.
Mr STEPHENS: I wonder how many times the

member for Cottesloe has crossed the floor.
Mr H-assell: I have not crossed the floor.
The SPEAKER: Order! Normally in such cir-

cumstances I would ask for cross-Chamber con-
versation to cease. In this case I am not sure of
the correct terminology. Members concerned
know precisely what I am getting at.

Mr STEPHENS: I crossed the floor once while
in Cabinet.

Mr Rushton: Never been back.
Mr STEPHENS: However. I made a further

decision. I knew the ropes and I did something
many people would not do-I refused to be re-
garded as a minion for the Liberal Party and re-
signed from Cabinet. That is rather difficult for
some people to understand, but I have a clear con-
science.

With those few remarks. I think I have clearly
indicated why we intend to support the motion
moved by the member for Subiaco.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [9.45 p.m.]: I moved
my motion last week for two reasons, the first.
and most important of which is that the people of
Servetus Street should be spared the destruction
of 62 buildings. nearly all of which are private
homes, and the disruption entailed in moving
from the area. I do not know why my motion
came on for debate tonight, because I understand
Opposition members needed more time to study
the matter. However, I do know that Servetus
Street homes are being purchased by the Govern-
ment when it chooses to do so.

Mrs Craig: No. only when they are offered by
the owners.

Dr DADOUR: Yes: so. the Minister should not
say [he need-

Mrs Craig: The need of the people, because of
their circumstances.

Mr Parker: You created the need.
Mrs Craig: No. it was created 10 years ago.
Dr DADOUR: I never turn my back on the

people, and I never will.
Mrs Craig: Nor will 1.
Dr DADOUR: I believe the alternative sugges-

tion which has been put forward is as good as any
other. In my suggestion, instead of the road going
directly southward down Servetus Street, it would
go south-south-east: it would involve perhaps one
kilometre more of roadway, but not one residence
would be touched, It has been suggested that the
right turn onto the railway reserve would present
a problem; that is a fallacious argument, because
the road could turn in a gentle curve over the
freeway, near Karrakatta Cemetery.

People also dismissed my suggestion because it
contains provision for two crossings. However, the
Government was prepared to construct an
overway at the Forrest Street intersection.

Mrs Craig: The Government never agreed with
that.

Dr DADOUR: The MRPA put it up. but the
Government knocked it back. If it was good
enough for the MRPA. it is good enough for me.

I oppose unnecessary resumptions. Nothing was
more heartrending than to see old people forced
from their homes to allow the Mitchell Freeway
to be constructed through parts of West
Leederville. I swore then I would never again
agree to unnecessary resumptions, and in this
case, there is no doubt the resumptions are
avoidable.

This is an emotive issue: anyone who says it is
not emotive is either a dead fish or a cold fish.
Whenever we deal with people, the issues become
emotive.

The second reason I moved the motion was to
warn my colleagues. Possibly, I am a little more
responsible than some members in that I heed the
warnings given to me. Electorally. this issue will
do a great deal of damage to my party. The
people of Servetus Street have informed me-and,
they have taken out advertisements in the news-
papers to this effect-that any member who votes
for the Servetus Street option will be placed last
on the ballot paper. I am not telling the people to
do that; they are doing it at their own initiative. I
do not want to see this happen: I am not inciting
them.

I must have touched on a very sore and open
nerve of the member for Cottesloc. I do not intend
to run him down: I do not do those things. Mem-
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bers can laugh all they like: they should read
H-ansard. Suffice for me to say that for 10 years I
have never acknowledged or spoken one word to
the member for Cottesloc for the simple reason
that he does not come tup to the standards I de-
mand of a man- That is true, and he knows it.

Mr Rushton: Do not talk so much rubbish.

Mr Sibson: You just said you were not going to
rubbish people: what are you doing now?

Mr Brian Burke: Are you alt friends over
there? Do you all belong to the same party?

Dr DADOUR: I do not know what is wrong
with members on this side. Can they not see the
situation, or are they blind and deaf? Before the
Costigan report came down, the Liberal Party's
popularity was down seven per cent to eight per
cent; what would be the situation since the
Costigan report? Apparently my warnings have
been misinterpreted. However, I did not need to
correct my Hansard: what I said was quite clear.

Mr Nanovich: Get on with the road.

Dr DADOUR: We should take actions on be-
half of the people we represent; we should not be
seen to be turning our backs on the people.

Mr Sibson: You said we would go out of
Government if we closed the railways.

Dr DADOUR: We nearly did: our vote went
down by five per cent. A drop of another ive per
cent would see our demise.

Mr Sibson: The vote in Cottesloc did not go
down by five per cent.

Or DADOUR: I do not want to keep the House
unnecessarily.

Mr Sibson: What about discussing percent-
ages? The vote in Cottesloc did not drop, but it
went down in the Kimberley. How do you account
for that?

Dr DADOUR: Mr Speaker. I should ignore
that interjection; it is too thick for even me to
understand.

The SPEA KER: Order!

Dr DADOUR: The people of the area will be
disadvantaged by this action; they will be forced
to move from their homes. If the Government
does not take heed of what I am saying, I feel
sorry for some members. What we are doing is
wrong.

With those few words, I hope my motion re-
ceives the support of the House.

Question put and a division taken, with the fol-
lowing result-

Ayes
Mr Brian Burke M
Mr Carr M
Mr Cowan M
Dr Dadour M
Mr Davies M
Mr Evans M
Mr Grill M
Mr Harman M
Mr Hodge M

Noes
Mr Clarko M
Mr Court M
Mrs Craig M
Mr Grayden M
Mr Grewar M
Mr Hassell M
Mr Herzfeld M
M r PV. Jones M
Mr Laurance M
Mr MacKinnon M
Mr McPharlin M
Mr Mensaros

Pai
Ayes

Mr Barnett M
Mr Bridge M
Mr Bryce M
Mr Gordon Hill M
Mr Bertram M

Question thus negatived.

IX
r T. H. Jones
r Mclver
rParker
rStephens
rA. D. Taylor
rI. F. Taylor

r Tonkcin
rWilson

r Bateman

23
r O'Connor
rOld

r Rushton
r Sibson
r Sodeman
r Trethowan
r Tubby
rWatt
rWilliams
rYoung
r Nanovich

rs
Noes

r Spriggs
r Coyne
r Blaikie
r Shalders
rCrane

(Teliler)

Motion defeated.

INCOME TAX AVOIDANCE: LEGISLATION

Sta nding Orders Suspension

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [9.56 i.mn.]: I move-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would prevent the Leader of the
Opposition moving the following motion
Forthwith-

That this House supports retrospec-
tive legislation to put beyond doubt the
Federal Government's right to recoup
tax that should have been paid by ben-
eficiaries of "bottom-of-the-harbour'
tax avoidance schemes.

I do not intend to speak to the motion to suspend
Standing Orders, having received the Premier's
assurance it will have the support of his Govern-
ment1.

The SPEAKER: The question is that the mo-
tion be agreed to. All those of that opinion will
say, -Aye"; to the contrary, "No"'. There being
no dissentient voice, and having satisfied myself
an absolute majority is present. I declare the
question carried.

Question thus passed.
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Motion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [9.57 p.m.]: I move-

That this House supports retrospecti ve
legislation to put beyond doubt the Federal
Government's right to recoup tax that should
have been paid by beneficiaries of "bottom-
of-the-harbour" tax avoidance schemes.

Before speaking directly and briefly to the mo-
tion, let me touch upon a matter which has occu-
pied some time today; I am sure I will do so with
your tolerance, Mr Speaker.

In the 10 years I have been here, I do not think
I have seen a greater or more serious abuse of pri-
vate members' day. It has been an absolutely hor-
rifying experience to see the Government take out
of the hands of the private member who moved a
motion touching upon the Servetus Street issue,
control of that piece of parliamentary debate. So,
let us not hear the Government tell us private
members' rights are being respected. The truth is
that the back-bench member who moved the mo-
tion, and who agreed with the Opposition's re-
quest for an adjournment because the lead
speaker on the Opposition side required more
time to develop arguments and receive sub-
missions, was prevented by the Government from
prosecuting that adjournment. I warn Govern-
menit members that if private members' day is to
proceed in this fashion, there will be tumult in
this place.

Mr Clarko: More threats from the bully boy?
Mr Tonkin: Don't be stupid: it is private mem-

bers' day, you great boofhead!
Mr O'Connor: We have private members on

this side, too.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is perfectly correct;

however, the Government is not letting them con-
trol the motions they are introducing. The private
member in charge of that motion wanted to ad-
journ the debate-

Mr Clarko: The majority of the House controls
things.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am glad the Minister
for Education has put precisely the position about
which he boasts. The situation simply is that the
Government's will still will prevail, regardless of
whether it is private members' day.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'Connor: Private members' day has been a

shambles all this year-worse than it ever has
been-because all you have done is bring out a
new gimmick each week.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order! I suggest that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition move onto the substance of the motion.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will. Let me put to the
House that if that is the case now, why was it not
the case with the previous Premier? The truth is
that the Premier has not read the Standing Or-
ders in 26 years. He has no idea of how to run the
business of the House.

Mr O'Connor: Another false accusation.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is purely because the

Premier does not know how to run the business of
the House.

Mr Herzfeld: You were beaten at your own
game, and you could not take it.

Mr O'Connor: Because you made a shambles of
private members' day.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know why mem-

bers of the Government squirm so much.
Mr Clarko: Who is squirming?
Mr Sibson: You squirmed this afternoon, and

fell on your face and bent your nose.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That really sums up the

situation we have reached!
Mr Sodeman: How urgent is the urgency mo-

tion?
Mr Sibson: If we had been rough on you, you

would not have got the motion off the deck.
Mr Bateman: You blokes must have a lot to

hide, putting on this little act.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In concluding the debate

on the Servetus Street motion, the member for
Subiaco-

Mr Sibson: We are not on the Servetus Street
motion. We are on your motion.

Mr Bateman: Second-hand cars from Bunbury!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Subiaco-
Mr Sibson: Get on with it. It is very urgent!

Now you are talking about something totally dif-
ferent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -referred to some of the
problems he saw confronting the Government. It
is true that even the most impartial and disin-
terested observer is of the opinion that the
Government is in a certain amount of trouble.
However, I put to the House that, for the main
part anyway, it is probably not for the reasons
outlined by the member for Subiaco. The Govern-
ment is in a certain amount of trouble; and I no-
tice that in The Bulletin today, on a two-party
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preferred vote, the Australian Labor Party in this
State is currently commanding 54 per cent of the
vote and the Government is commanding 46 per
cent. The headline of the story supplying those de-
tails-

Mr Clarko: Is this relevant?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -says that the Govern-

ment is racing defeat.
Mr O'Connor: How is your performance rated?
An Opposition member: Very high on the scale!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not mind telling the

Premier that, according to the Gallup poll, my
popularity rating was 56 per cent and his was 63
per cent; and 56 per cent of the people thought
that I would do a better job, if not as good a job,
as the Premier. I am not shy of those results.

It may be, in part, that the reasons the member
for Subiaco spoke of for the Government's losing
popularity do not include a more serious reason
for the defective performance of the Government:
and that is that it is a vacillating Government-

Mr MacKinnon: Rubbish!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -led by a Premier who

does not really know what he wants to do about
contentious issues. Let us consider the Premier's
position in respect of the subject matter of this de-
bate. We had the appalling situation that when
the Premier was confronted with a newspaper re-
port that said, categorically, that he opposed
retrospective legislation, he said, "I don't buy that
newspa per."

Mr O'Connor: What is wrong with the truth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The point is not whether
the Premier buys the newspaper. It is whether the
position outlined in the paper is the correct one.

Mr O'Connor: I told you that.
Mr Clarko: What about all the rubbish you

spoke about on the painters union?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The vacillation of the

Government and of the Premier in particular is
not doing the Government any good.

Mr O'Connor: Why should that worry you?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Premier wants to

know the truth, I happen to believe that people
who avoid taxes, through bottom-of-the-harbour
tax avoidance schemes, should be made to repay
the tax that was avoided. That is one of the
reasons it is of concern to Me.

Mr Sibson. Nobody disagrees with you on that.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Where have you been in the

last three weeks?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Now we have advancing

at a great rate the policy-maker from Bunbury!

He has just put himself nicely in the can, because
he will have to support this motion. In answer to
what I just said, the member far Bunbury said,
"No-one could disagree with that."

Mr Rushton: You are a bit tangled up.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The people who avoid

taxes through bottom-of-the-harbour schemes
should be required to pay the taxes. Rather than
making excuses about not buying newspapers. or
being absent in the country so that he could not
consider the legislation, the Premier should have
made it his job, on this important issue, to be one
of the first people to obtain copies of the Federal
legislation. He should have studied the legislation.
I suggest he should then have supported the legis-
lation. However, we have been faced with
vacillation over a period of three weeks, with the
Premier being unable to tell the people of this
State whether he supports the legislation
introduced by his Federal colleagues.

Mr MacKinnon: He is worried about something
he can do something about.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know Whether
members on the Government side think this is a
satisfactory situation.

Mr Sibson: We didn't know what the legislation
was.

Mr Carr: It has been around for a week.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know why I

should try to amend the Government's perform-
ance. I do not know whether the Government re-
alises the political damage that has been done by
this issue. Tax avoidance in this country is forcing
every wage and salary earner to pay an extra $35
in taxes every week. Tax avoidance is one of the
major contributors to the impoverishment of the
States and the Federal Government through un-
fair Commonwealth-State Financial relationships.

Mr Clarko:, Absolute rubbish! There is no
direct correlation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Tax avoidance is one of
the reasons this Government Finds itself forced to
impose savage increases in Government taxes and
charges.

Mr Clarko: It is for other reasons altogether.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Tax avoidance and the

denial of desperately needed funds that the tax
avoidance poses to the Federal Treasury easily is
identified as one of the reasons that such strin-
gency has been imposed by the Federal Govern-
ment on the States, and by the States on the
people whom the Government pretends to govern.

While this has been going on, the Premier has
vacillated. He has refused even to consider the
legislation. Tonight, almost a week after the legis-
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lation was introduced in the Federal Parlia-
rnent-everybody knows that it was explained in
detail prior to its introduction when the Prime
Minister spoke on television, and when the Feder-
al Treasurer spoke on television and in the news-
papers-the Premier still cannot say whether he
supports that legislation. He still cannot say
whether he supports the principle of ret ro-
spectivity. Thai is an absolutely classic reflection
of this Government's whole problem. The Govern-
ment cannot make decisions. It has the staggers,
and it has no initiative whatsoever.

I tried to explain to the House the other even-
ing that the Government's job is not to try to
make everybody feel happy by political triteness
and political shallowness; its job is to make diffi-
cult decisions. The Opposition understands the
difficulties that the Government might have in re-
spect of retrospective taxation legislation. We
know of the involvement of senior Liberal people;
and we know of the stand of the State council.i
Despite those things, the Federal Government still
has the courage to proceed with tax avoidance
legislation, late and little though it may be. How-
ever, this Government will not emulate the cour-
age shown by its Federal counterparts.

Mr Sodeman: Is Servetus Street a difficult de-
cision?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We now have the situ-
ation in which the State President of the Liberal
Party is placing in the newspapers advertisements
which can only be called intimidatory of parlia-
mentarians in this State. As far as the Opposition
is concerned, it is abundantly clear that the time
has comc for this Premier and the Government to
make their stand clear on tax avoidance.

Two things are happening. The first is that the
public generally will not wear tax cheats. The sec-
ond is that every day this Government delays its
decision to support or to oppose retrospective
legislation, the feeling in the community rises that
someone is being protected:, and that is the truth.

Mr MacKinnon: How can we protect them if
the legislation involved is Federal legislation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would have thought
that the spearheading by an endorsed Liberal can-
didate in this State of a national campaign op-
posed to the lax avoidance legislation was one
way of trying to stop the legislation from going
through. I would have thought that a massive
majority, as was the majority on the State Coun-
cil of the Liberal Party to oppose the Fraser
Government's legislation, was another way of at-
tempting to prevent the legislation from proceed-
ing. Everybody knows the sort of language that
has been used in his campaign by Mr Mitchell. an

endorsed Liberal Party candidate, who is on the
payroll of the State Government as a consultant,
and who refers to the Prime Minister as
"depraved".

Mr MacKinnon: Don't you think individuals
have their own rights?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Individuals certainly
have their own rights. One of the rights they have
is the right to expect from the Government a clear
statement of where it stands in the protection of
the public interest.

Mr MacKinnon: Which has been made over
and over again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have a situation,
though, in which members do not understand and
realise that the Premier simply occupies no space
whatsoever. It is a situation in which we do not
know whether he favours the legislation. When I
asked the Premier whether he favoured the prin-
ciple of retrospective legislation going precisely to
bottom-of-i he-harbour tax avoidance schemes, he
still could not answer.

The Minister for Health, to give him his due,
said that he thought those sorts of schemes were
so immoral that retrospective legislation was
justified. He then failed to back up that statement
by any action when he voted against a motion
that would have given effect to that statement. At
least people like the Federal Minister for Social
Security have had the guts to say that H-organ
should stand aside-

Mr Sibson: Why should he?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 conclude by saying

that-
Mr MacKinnon: Somebody else should have

the guts to go outside and say that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -it is clear that the

Western Australian public will not tolerate tax
cheats. The Federal Government's intended retro-
spective legislation seeks not to make criminals of
anyone, but simply to recover all taxes avoided
through schemes that have appalling immorality
attached to them. It is high time that this Govern-
ment and individual members made their pos-
itions clear.

Members of the Government should tell us
whether they favour the retrospective legislation.
Excuses such as AI didn't read the paper" or "I've
been away" do not wash when one considers the
importance and the pre-eminence of this issue.

Copies of the Commonwealth legislation have
been made freely available. I have a busy calen-
dar, but I have had a chance to read the legis-
lation. It is not expecting too much of the Premier
to expect that he would have obtained a copy of
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the legislation, at least with the speed with which
I obtained my copy. and that he might have done
what I have been able to do-read the legislation
and stand up to say whether he supports it.

Mr TON KIN: I formally second the motion.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
(10. 15 p.m.I: Some points in the motion moved by

the Leader of the Opposition need clarification.
Firstly. I want to comment on the subject of pri-
vate members' day in this House, a subject men-
tioned by the Leader of the Opposition. Quite
clearly, we have private members on this side of
the House who are entitled to have legislation de-
bated in the way they want as do members of the
Opposition.

Private members* day has been left generally to
the Opposition this year and it has made the
biggest mness of it in the 24 years I have been in
Parliament. The Opposition has made a total hash
of private members' day. If we look at the notice
paper today we will see we still have on top, on a
private members' day, issues such as the financial
interests of members of Parliament, introduced on
29 April-five months ago--and still not given a
first reading in this House, still not explained to
members.

M rTonkin: We have not had enough time.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is because memnbers op-
posite have brought up a gimmick each week. By
bringing up a gimmick a week, the Opposition has
precluded a number of members on this side of
the House fromn having legislation brought for-
ward which should have been brought forward.

Mr Tonkin: We have more on the notice paper
than you have.

Mr O'CONNOR: Also on the notice paper is
the matter of pre-primary education, introduced
on 29 April; senior high schools, introduced on 29
April, Government administration, introduced on
5 May. and so on. Instead of doing the job they
ought to be doing and having legislation explained
so that members have adequate time to go
through it and discuss it-

M r Tonk in: They a re motions.

Mr O'CONNOR7 Yes, they are motions, if the
member wants to be precise. Members opposite
have made a complete hash of private members'
day. They have used it to their own advantage to
the exclusion of members on this side of the
House. They have brought up a gimmick a week
and have endeavoured to prevent other members
having a proper say in this House.

Mr Tonkin: When is a gimmick a gimmick?

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has made a shambles of the handling of pri-
vate members' day, and members know it.

Mr Young: There have been private members'
days when there have been no more than three
people occupying Opposition benches.

Mr Brian Burke: That is perfectly acceptable.
Mr Tonkin: We have more business than you

have on the notice paper.
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, and we have had lO0

Bills introduced this session. The Opposition has
had more time for private members' day than I
can ever recollect an Opposition's having in the
past.

Mr Carr: That is just not true.

Mr O'CONNOR: When have members op-
posite previously had private members' day on
Thursday or Tuesday?

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!.
Mr O'CONNOR:- The reason we have passed

so much legislation-
Mr Tonkin: It was to rescue you.
Mr O'CONNOR: -is that the Opposition has

not been doing its job this year. Members opposite
have been slacking. They have not even spoken oil
certain Bills.

M r Evans: Name one.
Mr O'CONNOR: The New South Wales Bank

legislation was one.
Mr Brian Burke: I said we supported that.
Mr O'CONNOR:- The Leader of the Oppo-

sition did not speak on that Bill, nor did any other
Opposition member.

Mr Brian Burke: We supported that legislation
and we supported the mechanical measure that
accompanied it.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader or the Oppo-
sition spoke on one, but not on the other.

Mr Brian Burke: But they were both mechan-
ical Bills-complementary to Federal legislation.

Mr O'CONNOR: Mr Speaker. does it not hurt
members opposite when they ind they are wrong
again? What I said is correct.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr Tonkin: You are making a fool of yourself.
Mr O'CONNOR: The member does not have

to m a ke a fool of h imselIf-he is one.
Several members interjected.
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Mr O'CONNOR: While the Opposition has
moved a motion, all its members want to do now
is interject.

Mr Brian Burke: I had a few interjections made
when I was speaking.

Mr O'CONNOR: Not by rme.

Mr Brian Burke; But I had a lot from your col-
leagues.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am not complaining about
the Leader of the Opposition, but about his col-
leagues. This happens all the time: members op-
posite do not like Government members to have a
say.

Mr Parker: Stop whining.
Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Fremantle

sounds as if he has been "whining" in another
way.

As for the Costigan reports, I make it clear that
on this side of the House we give no support to
people who have gone ahead and sold companies
to men of straw. If an individual purchased a
company worth millions of dollars and then sold it
to a person of straw to avoid tax, that individual
ought to be taken to task. We hiave made that
point quite plainly.

Mr Brian Burke: What about people who sell a
company ton alax avoidance dealer?

Mr O'CONNOR: That would depend on the
circumstances. What would the Leader of the Op-
position do in the case of an elderly couple who
purchased shares in a company which was later
sold and which wcnt to the bottom of the har-
bour? What would happen if thatI elderly couple
had purchased a home and later on the husband
died? What would the Leader of the Opposition
do to the widow? Would he take the house from
her?

Mr Brian Burke: Any person who benefits from
tax that should have been paid should lose that
benefit.

Mr O'CONNOR: So the Leader of the Oppo-
sition would take the house from the widow,

Mr Brian Burke: Don't be puerile. Name the
widow.

Mr O'CONNOR: I gave the Leader of the Op-
position an example.

Mr Brian Burke: Name the widow.

Mr O'CONNOR: In such circumstances the
Leader of the Opposition has indicated that he
would take the house from the widow.

Mr Parker: You are pathetic. He said all taxes
should be paid.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is almost impossible for a
Government member to make a speech in this
House when one considers the way the Opposition
carries on.

The Leader of the Opposition has made it clear
in the House that in the circumstances I outlined
he would take the house from the widow.

Mr Tonkin: He was saying that tax should be
paid.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order' The House will come

to order!

Mr O'CONNOR: My concern is for some of
the small people. I have no concern for the indi-
viduals who have taken away a great deal of
taxation from the people of this State, knowing
full well that they have done so.

Mr Stephens: What about showing concern for
the people living in Servetus Street?

Mr O'CONNOR: We hear from the main
Government opponent!

I do have concern for some of the little people.
Mr Stephens: I am trying to give you a con-

science.
Mr Tonkin: They are the ones who are paying

tax. The PAYE people are the ones who pay tax.
Mr Parker: You said before that you had no

time for people who sold companies to men of
straw. Say someone is a shareholder of a company
who deliberately transfers his shares to a man of
straw-would he be someone for whom you have
no time?

Mr O'CONNOR: If he has deliberately done
so, knowing what was happening, I would not
have any time for him.

Mr Brian Burke: And avoided tax.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: They must have known they

were selling it to a man of straw.
Mr Parker: You are distinguishing between

people who sell to middle men and people who sell
to men of straw?

Mr O'CON NOR: Yes.

Mr Parker: And you say the second group are
those for whom you would have no lime?

Mr O'CONNOR: That would be the general
view of everyone in this House.

Mr Parker: I agree.
Mr O'CONNOR: I do not believe people of

that sort should get away with what they have
done.
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Mr Brian Burke: You gave the example of a
widow with a house. What about a millionaire
who avoids tax to the tune of 3300 000 and puts it
in the bank and goes on a holiday?

Mr O'CONNOR: If he has avoided tax know-
ingly. I would Bake him to task.

If we look at the Costigan report we Find he in-
dicates that the people who have breached the law
can, at the moment, be taken to court. If that is
so, the Government and the Australian Taxation
Office ought to get on with the job of sum-
monsing these people straight away.

Mr Tonkin: Why have they not done that if the
law is there now?

Mr O'CON NOR: The Federal Government
ought to be acting under the legislation it has
available now.

Mr Tonkin: Why has it not done that?
Mr O'CON NOR: I do not know.
Mr Tonkin: But they are your colleagues.
Mr O'CONNOR: As the member would know,

it takes same time to prepare a case.
Mr Parker: Ten years?
Mr O'CONNOR: That might sound strange,

but these things do take time. In such circum-
stances we have to give the Australian Taxation
Office some time. However, it ought to get mov-
ing and take action now.

The Leader of the Opposition's motion says.
"That this House supports retrospective legis-

lation to put beyond doubt the Government's right
to recoup tax that should have been paid". If the
tax should have been paid, I presume that what
the Leader of the Opposition is saying is that
people have broken the law, If that is so, I have no
problems with his motion. However, I would like
the Leader of the Opposition to explain whether
that is what he means.

Mr Brian Burke: I mean anyone who has bene-
fited-

The SPEAKER: Order! It is one thing for a
member to interject from out of his seat, but it is
another thing entirely to interject from almost
outside the Chamber.

Mr O'CONNOR: I would like the Leader of
the Opposition's interpretation of that point; when
he replies I would like him to say what it means
so that we can ascertain whether we go along with
it. I am presuming he is referring to tax which has
been avoided illegally. If that is so, I agree with
that point.

I am concerned for those people who, in some
minor way. have committed an offence-not so
much people who have committed an offence, but

people who have done something and so have
strayed from the law. I do not want legislation
brought forward that backdates the law by six or
seven years and makes illegal something they did
legally six or seven years ago.

Many names have been mentioned when
referring to the Costigan report, and I have made
my views known on this. These people should be
convicted by the courts and not by the Parlia-
ment. It is a great pity that some of these names
have been mentioned in the Houses of Parliament
in Canberra and here.

The name of Dick Burt has been mentioned. I
happened to visit him in Shenton Park Hospital
after he had had an operation. I mentioned that
his name had been mentioned by the member for
Fremantle in connection with the company Smorp
Ltd. He said that he had no involvement with the
company Smorp Ltd. It was obvious he had no
connection with it.

Mr Parker: The transfer forms were not regis-
tered with the Corporate Affairs Office until the
forms were put in by the Maher organisation at
the time the company was sent to the bottom of
the harbour.

Mr O'CONNOR: Mr Burt said he had no con-
nection with the company two years prior to that.

Mr Parker: The Corporate Affairs Office docu-
ments speak for themselves.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is a pity that these
people's names have been used and abused in this
House.

I would like the Leader of the Opposition, in re-
plying, to indicate clearly what is meant by "tax
that should have been paid" because if it means
what I think it does-that people who have il-
legally avoided tax should be taken to task-I
support what he is saying. If it does not mean
that, I have some doubts whether we can agree
with him.

I have made it clear all the way through that
we do not support people who have illegally
evaded tax. We will cake whatever action we can
to ensure that all the information we have is pro-
vided to the various authorities concerned in pur-
suing this matter. The State Government, through
the Corporate Affairs Office, has offered its sup-
port to the Commonwealth, the Australian
Taxation Office, the police, and other authorities.
We believe that, if tax has been evaded, we should
take every action to get back that money. People
who have sold companies to men of straw will find
no support among members on this side of the
House.
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I will listen with interest to what the Leader of
the Opposition says: at present it is difficult to
understand precisely what he means. What we on
this side of the House would be doing is what the
Opposition did about a month ago; we would be
supporting Federal legislation without seeing it. I
do not propose to support any legislation without
first seeing it. The Leader of the Opposition said I
had not read the Bill, but I happen to have more
important things to do in the running of this
State. Those matters are of prime importance to
me and the people of this State. I have been
preparing a Budget, which I am to introduce
tomorrow, and that has precedence over this issue,
which is a Commonwealth issue. The Common-
wealth should be doing what it can do to recover
any tax payable to it. We will do anything we can
to assist the Federal Government. However, until
the Leader of the Opposition explains completely
what he means, I am not prepared to give total
support to his motion.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [ 10.30 p.m.]: I wish
to reply to the contribution made to the debate by
the Premier and to indicate some further facts on
the matter which are relevant to the points made
by the Premier. I was interested in the Premier's
comments about his distinction between those
who sell to men of straw and those who sell to
intermediaries. I will deal with one such person
shortly and the Premier may find it very
interesting.

I will put forward information which is
available from the Corporate Affairs Office re-
cords.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: They are matters of public re-

cord-they arc Corporate Affairs Office records.

Mr Clarko: You are muckraking as usual.

Mr PARKER: Listen to the squeals of the
Minister for Education. We have heard squeals
from the Minister for Education, who does not
know whom will be dealt with and he is now
trying to back track.

Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: The Labor Party is a clean and
democratic party. The members of the Govern-
ment arc concerned even though the Premier
made his position very clear in relation to men of
straw, or people who sold to such people. I will
name such a person and perhaps we will hear
squeals from the Minister for Education again.

Before I reach that point I wish to refer to an
interjection made earlier by the Minister for Edu-
cation. Firstly, just to show how lacking in the

handling of Government this current Government
is-

Mr Clarko: Why did you cease being president
of the guild so soon?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PARKER: The Minister for Education

interjected upon the Leader of the Opposition to
make the point that there was no correlation be-
tween the fact that tax was avoided at a Federal
level and the constraints on State Government
finances. What an absurd thing to say. Perhaps
the Minister for Education is unaware that the
current tax share going to the States is a pro-
portion of the total tax revenue of the Common-
wealth Government. Yet, he is prepared to say
there is no correlation between tax which is col-
lected by the Commonwealth and State finances.

Mr Clarko: You have changed the percentage
like the Prime Minister did on 4 May last year.

Mr PARKER: I have not changed any percent-
ages. The Minister for Education said there was
no correlation between the two.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: Why don't you shut up?
The SPEAKER: Order! I just let that exchange

ride for a while in the hope that those who were
involved might appreciate the difficulties that
members in the House would have in hearing the
debate. Certainly, members may also have some
appreciation for the job of the Hansard reporter.
Such interjections should cease and I ask mem-
bers to observe some decorum.

Mr PARKER: The Minister for Education has
been shown to be wrong about his views on the
correlation between the tax revenue of the Com-
monwealth and the funding constraints imposed
on the States. The Premier also is wrong in many
of his statements.

Mr Clarko: He lowers the percentage: that is
what Fraser did.

Mr PARKER: The fact of the matter is that if
we obtain 20 per cent of one amount of money, it
is reduced because the tax-

Mr Clarko: If the States get too much, you
lower the percentage. You are doing the same as
Prime Minister Fraser did.

Mr PARKER: The Minister is saying that the
Commonwealth collects more money, and the
Prime Minister simply reduces the percentage
that flows on to the States.
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Mr Clarko: He does whatever he wants.
Mr PARKER: Thai is a fine view of a col-

league and the Prime Minister of Australia. The
Premier was wrong when he cast aspersions on
the Opposition for the way it had conducted itself
in debates in this place. He said that not only on
private members' day, but also on other occasions
the Opposition made no contribution to the de-
bate of Bills.

Mr O'Connor: Motions!
Mr PARKER: The Premier said Bills. He was

asked by the member for Morley to give an
example of such a Bill. Thc Commercial Banking
Company of Sydney (Merger) Bill was men-
tioned. Hansard reveals otherwise: It reveals that
the Premier is wrong.

Mr Tonkin: Why don't you apologise?
Mr PARKER: On page 2423 of Hansard, The

Commercial Banking Company of Sydney Lim-
ited (Merger) Bill resumed debate. In fact, the
Leader of the Opposition spoke on the earlier Bill;
it was a cognate debate because there were two
Bills on the same matter which dealt with the im-
plementation of an agreement for that bank.

Mr O'Connor: Which pages?
Mr PARKER: Page 2422. The Opposition had

no objection to the Bills which were brought be-
fore the House by the Government; namely, The
Commercial Bank of Australia Limited (Merger)
Bill and The Commercial Banking Company of
Sydney Limited (Merger) Bill.

Several members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: What about an apology?
M r PA RK E R: I willI pause to al low the Premier

to formulatec his apology.
Mr Tonkin: Silence!
Mr PARKER: The Premier should look at the

comments of the Leader of the Opposition on
page 2422 of Hansard. It was a cognate debate.

Mr O'Connor: It was not.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I allowed a degree of

lenience to the Leader of the Opposition when he
introduced the motion and I allowed the Premier
about the same amount of time to respond to the
points made by the Leader of the Opposition. I
think it inappropriate that any further debate on
matters not directly associated with the motion
should proceed and I ask the member for
Fremantle to confine his remarks to the motion
before the House.

Mr PARKER: The Premier has said that the
Opposition is bringing out gimmicks. Nothing in
the motion before the House could be described as

a gimmick: There is nothing so important as
whether the Government of Australia's laws are
upheld and there is nothing so important as
whether the taxpayers of Australia are being
robbed-to use the phrase of the Prime Minis-
ter-by people who evade tax.

I refer to the issue raised by the Premier and
his comments concerning people who sell their
companies to men of straw because it has become
clear that such people are involved in the cam-
paign against retrospective tax legislation. The
involvement of these people goes right into the
heart of the Prime Minister's office and right into
the heart of the highest echelons of the Liberal
Party in this State.

An article in 19 August 1982 issue of The Age
headed "Ex- Fraser staff to fight tax plans" stated
in part as follows-

Among the lobbyists are Mr David Barnett
and Mr Alister Drysdale of Australian Pub-
lic Affairs Consultants

Messrs Barnett and Drysdale were hired
recently by a Perth lawyer Mr Jim Delpiano,
of McLeod and Delpiano. Mr Delpiano is
also a member of a Liberal Party committee
in Western Australia.

The most public part of the campaign has
been conducted by another senior WA Lib-
eral Party member, Mr Bill Mitchell. He has
begun a series of newspaper advertisements
and distributed widely a document entitled
'Operation Scapegoat'.

The article continued
Messrs Barnett and Drysdale have taken

their clients' views to Mr Fraser. the
Treasurer, Mr Howard, Government
backbenchers. tax and Treasury officials.
They have deliberately avoided public activ-
ity.

It is small wonder they have deliberately avoided
public activity. Obviously, they have good access
to the Prime Minister's office and would know of
the financial affairs Of their client, Mr Jim Del
Piano and would not like them to be too widely
broadcast. Mr Del Piano is a member of the Lib-
eral Party fund raising committee.

Mr O'Connor: Are you sure of that?
Mr PARKER: According to the document be-

fore me-
Mr O'Connor: Can you verify it?
Mr PARKER: According to the Liberal Party

document entitled "The Liberal Way" of 1982. he
is a member of the committee. I have read the re-
port and it is very interesting.
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M r Clarko: Do you know whether it is true?
Mr Tonkin: It is a Liberal Party document, so

it probably is not.
Opposition members interjected.
Mr PARKER: It is one of the Liberal Party

documents with the heading-
Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: I have to agree with the Minis-

ter for Education that the fact that it is a Liberal
Party document makes it highly suspect. How-
ever, let us simply take it at face value.

Mr Brian Burke: Let us pretend it is true for
tonight.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PARKER: The Liberal Party document

stated it had been a most challenging year for the
Liberal Party fund-raising committee-

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: The committee had to increase

its fund raising by 33 per cent and according to
the document that was a challenge in a non-elec-
tion year.

As a former member of the Labor Party fund-
raising committee I can verify that, because it is
difficult to raise funds in a non-election year. The
article went on to say that it welcomed to the
membership of the committee a Mr Jim Del
Piano. Perhaps that is how they met their chal-
lenge to increase their percentage by 33 per cent.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: The front page of this document

contained a photograph of the Premier reading
from some sort of document. The report is from
the chairman of the finance committee, Mr Denis
Horgan.

Mr Wilson: Who is he?
Mr PARKER: He is someone of whom we have

all heard before in this place. That leads me to
another point: The knowledge of these people of
the activities in which they were engaged. I made
that point in the course of a debate we had a
couple of weeks ago dealing with the company
Smorp Ltd. I made the point that Mr Horgan
could not escape the fact that he was the director
of the company which opened a branch share
register in Darwin and then transferred its shares
to someone without paying stamp duty. However
the point did not seem to be taken up. If he is not
involved in Federal tax evasion, he is involved in
State tax evasion; it is very clear because when he
was a director of the company, a branch register
was opened, and his shares were transferred with-
out the payment of stamp duty.

Mr Tonkin: That is State Government, not
Commonwealth.

Mr PARKER: As the member for Morley
pointed out, that is State revenue-revenue which
would have helped the dire financial straits of this
Government, a point to which the Minister for
Education referred earlier:

It is hardly surprising that Mr Del Piano, who
is described as the organiser of the campaign,
went to Mr Barnett and Mr Drysdale to organise
his campaign, because Mr Del Piano's wife was
Mr Barnett's secretary when Barnett was Press
Secretary to Fraser. In other words, Mr Del
Piano's wife was also an employee of the Prime
Minister's private office.

The Corporate Affairs Office documents which
I have and which I am about to seek to table show
that Mr Del Piano has good reason to fear the
retrospective tax legislation: indeed, he will be one
of those caught. He was involved in bottom-of-
the-harbour schemes at all levels-as a director, a
shareholder, and a solicitor. He was also an on-
seller of shares to sham directors, the men of
straw-

Mr Tonkin: That the Premier condemns.
Mr PARKER: -whom the Premier has con-

demned on two or three occasions this evening.
It was well known at the time these tax

avoidance operations were occurring that Del
Piano was a prominent tax adviser and lawyer,
and I will refer to his record as a shareholder in
Carbon Management Services Pty. Ltd.

Del Piano became a shareholder in Carbon
Management Services Pty. Ltd. on 24 February
1978, the same day on which Maher-the
notorious tax avoidance specialist in
Queensland-and Donnelly, became directors.
Those shares were then on-sold after that time to
the notorious sham directors, Henry Kowalczuk
and Pocita Lisa.

Companies with which these sham directors be-
came associated took up 91h pages of the
McCabe- La franchi report. They are, by any defi-
nition, the men of straw to whom McCabe,
Lafranchi, Costigan, and tonight the Premier,
referred.-

In an identical pattern, Challenger Mining
Group Limited became Smorp Ltd., to which I
have referred previously, and in which Horgan
sold his shares to Del Piano who then sold them to
men of straw. This man is still a member of the
Liberal Party finance committee in this State.

I seek to table, for the information of members,
the documents relating to Carbon Management
Services Pty. Ltd.
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As a director, Del Piano was involved with T.
W. Crommelin and Co. Pty. Ltd., a company
which was dumped at the bottom of the harbour
under the name Wandana Nominees. This was
accomplished by the M~aher organisation, with
sham directors, Shirley Scott and Romera Fleur.
T. W. Crommelin and Co. Pty. Ltd. indicates in
its register of directors' particulars etc. that the
directors were Mr and Mrs Crommelin and James
Del Piano, solicitor, a continuing director. He is
indicated as continuing as a director on a number
of subsequent occasions, but resigning at the time
that Messrs. H-urley and Donnelly were ap-
pointed. Mr Hurley lives on the Gold Coast, and
Mr Donnelly on the Isle of Capri.

So in his involvement as a director, Del Piano
has been involved also in the on-sale of
companies, in this case to brokers, the people who
managed the tax avoidance scheme, and who on-
sold shares to the men of straw. He is further im-
plicated in the Crommelin case, because he was
also a director of Crommelin Investments Ply.
Ltd. which was a major shareholder in the
company which was dumped at the bottom of the
harbour.

T. W. Crommelin arid Co. Pty. Ltd. was a sub-
sidiary of Crommelin Investments Pty, Ltd. Of
the l05 000 shares in T. W. Crommelin and Co.
Pty. Ltd., Crommelin Investments Pty. Ltd. held
104 999. By anyone's definition that is a substan-
tial shareholding. We do not have all the infor-
mation available to us, but the most recent op-
erating profits of the company T. W. Crommelin
and Co. Pty. Ltd. ought to be available to the
Government on investigation. We know that in
1975 T. W. Crommelin and Co. Pty. Ltd. made
an operating profit of $202 150 before tax. Del
Piano remained a shareholder of Crommelin
Investments Pty. Ltd. up until 1979.

The documents from the Corporate Affairs
Office contain a few errors, so it is difficult to
trace the precise chronology of these transactions.
However, it appears that Del Piano's involvement
continued well after the sale of the shares to what
can be described only as men of straw. I seek
premission to table the documents relating to T.
W. Crommelin and Co. Pty. Ltd.

Tabling of Documents
The SPEAKER: I direct that the documents

lie on the Table of the House for the balance of
this day's sitting for the information of members.

(The papers were fabled for the information of
members.)

Mr PARKER: As I have said, Del Piano was
well known as a solicitor advising on tax
avoidance matters. The company Solpharm Pty.
Ltd. was involved in a scheme which was sliahtlv

different from the bottom-of-the-harbour scheme.
We would need a McCabe-La franchi-type
investigation into the scheme to obtain more in-
formation about it. However, it appears to have
involved two sham directors based in Victoria. As
far as we can ascertain, the names of these direc-
tors are Knudsen and Anderson.

Documents lodged with the Corporate Affairs
Office show that Del Piano became the solicitor
to Solpharm Pty. Ltd. in 1973.

Another clearer case involves a company called
Kaleema Homes, which was acquired and sold-on
by the Maher organisation in a typical bottom-of-
the-harbour arrangement. Kaleema Homes was
consigned to the bottom-of-the-harbour on 19
April 1978 under the name of Compass Nomi-
nees. The Corporate Affairs Office records show
that Del Piano became the company solicitor in
1974. The sham directors in this case were the in-
famous Judith Lyons and Yasmina Kirsten Pty.
Ltd. These are the same people who became the
directors of Smorp Ltd.

The Government cannot escape from these
facts. Members opposite tried to say that we were
mud slinging. All I have done tonight is to give
details of information readily available from Cor-
porate Affairs Office documents. That infor-
mation shows unquestionably that Del Piano on-
sold shares to men of straw. The Premier has
stated his attitude to that sort of transaction, and
we now expect him to take some action in the Lib-
eral Party against Mr Del Piano, and also in con-
nection with the matter to which this motion is
addressed.

By the way, Mr Kowalczuk, the person to
whom Del Piano sold the company and who be-
came a director, was an unemployed labourer who
ended up controlling 309 companies which were
once valued at $64 million.

Mr O'Connor: Do you think action can be
taken under present laws to recover that money?

Mr PARKER:. The point of the matter, as we
all know, is that had the Commonwealth Crown
Solicitor's office in this State not been as dilatory
as we know it to have been in relation to these
deals, the laws would have been tested and it
could have been determined whether or not tax
would have been paid. We all know the facts of
the matter, and the culpability of the people in
that office has been made very clear.

The position now is that huge amounts of tax
have been avoided, and, like the Prime Minister,
the Federal Treasurer, and, I hope, the Premier,
the concern of this House ought to be to recover
immediately that tax avoided. Already legislation
exists which would determine whether the people
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who sold the shares and saved the tax are crimi-
nal. I agree with the Premier that to determine
whether people are criminals, existing law should
be there, and as I understand it. that is the pro-
posal.

I suggest the quickest method of regaining tax
which has been avoided-a method which does
not of itself turn the people concerned into crimi-
nals-is the legislation which has been prepared
and introduced into Federal Parliament to recover
the funds.

Corser, the former chairman of the Liberal
Party finance committee, was involved also in on-
sale to people of straw, in this case a woman of
straw.

In the case of Keirad Pty. Ltd., formerly Corser
Homes, and of which we have heard already, the
company was sold to Thelma O'Keeffe, an alias
for Rhonda Smit, the de facto of Melbourne
criminal Graham Spence. In the case of Keirad
Pty. Ltd.. Brian Maher acted as a broker in sales
made by the vendor direct to sham directors. The
vendors and sham directors were brought together
on payment of a commission by the vendor to
Brian J. Maher and Co., or Commercial Securi-
ties Ltd., a Maher-controlled company. In other
words, it was not a situation where the shares
were transferred by an innocent person; they were
transferred direct to men of straw, via the agency
as a broker only of Mr Maher.

In the Keirad or Corser Homes situation,
Maher acted as the broker and the shares passed
from Corser to Thelma O'Keeffe and
company-the criminals in Melbourne.

In that case, the loss to the Treasury is esti-
mated to have been $203 000 in the year in which
the company was sold, and an additional $23 598
in the previous year. It appears from the evidence
available that Maher's brokerage fee was
$23 500.

I have demonstrated the involvement of these
people in bottom-of-the-harbour schemes. I have
demonstrated the reasons, as I said to the Premier
in answer to his interjections, that the legislation
proposed by the Prime Minister and the Federal
Treasurer, and which we have analysed, ought to
be supported, at least in its broad principle in
order that these taxes should be recovered for the
people of Australia. They should be recovered, not
only for the benefit of the Commonwealth
Government, not only to uzphold equality and the
like in these matters, but also, as the Minister for
Education inadvertently pointed out, to ensure
that the finances of this State are in a better pos-
ition than hitherto.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [10.56 p.m.]: As the Premier pointed out,
the motion moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is quite vague and. I believe, in re-reading
it, the Leader of the Opposition would agree with
me.

I intend shortly to move an amendment to the
motion, with the support of the Premier and, I am
sure, the support of members of both sides of the
House.

Before I do that, I would like to make a few ob-
servations about some of the things that have
been said in this Chamber over the weeks that
this matter has been debated, and some observa-
tions about the general thrust of what the Oppo-
sition has been attempting to do in the wake of
Bill Hayden in the development of a political
farce. In this House we have witnessed a constant
haranguing of the Premier to try to get him to say
that, regardless of what might be contained in
proposed legislation which, until recently, had not
been seen by anybody, he should take a stance on
retrospective legislation. I might add, this is legis-
lation which is before the Federal House, over
which this State has no jurisdiction.

It would have suited the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the Opposition generally for the Prem-
ier to have got himself tangled up and fallen over,
but he did not, and the constant probing and
thrusting of the Opposition failed to shake the
Premier from the point of view he has held
throughout this entire situation.

When I move the amendment, the Opposition
will see that the position has been clarified, and I
am sure Opposition members will be satis-
fied-they will have absolutely no alternative but
to vote for the amendment. Then we can really
get on with some of the affairs of this State.

I do not deny that the collection of income tax
is important to the State in some respects, but no-
body-the Opposition, the Federal Opposition, or
anyone in this nation--could deny that the thrust
of the State Opposition is to try to give the
impression that Liberal Party members, and only
Liberal Party members, were avoiders of tax.
Without doubt, some members of the Liberal
Party have avoided tax as have some members of
the Labor Party, and probably some have broken
laws. However, thorough investigations probably
would prove that the distribution of the potential
to break the law would be equally divided be-
tween the parties.

In the last few weeks the Opposition constantly
has harangued this side of the House with the ex-
plicit suggestion that only Liberal Party members
have been involved. Quite clearly one of the
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people who has been referred to. Mr Bercove from
the Crown Solicitor's Office, who has been sus-
pended and no doubt at some stage will be called
to book for the allegations made against him, was
a member of the Labor Party.

Mr Brian Burke: But we raised his ease. The
Labor Party brought him up too!

Mr O'Connor: Did you bring him up right the
way through?

Mr YOUNG: The Opposition has been making
the general thrust of this argument in respect of
tax avoidance or evasion and constantly has given
the impression that Liberal Party members-and
only Liberal Party members-have been the
cause of great loss of finance to this State. Mem-
bers opposite were at least shrewd enough to say
that the State will lose money and, "if you don't
gel up and right this, you are not doing the right
thing on behalf of the State". That has been the
thrust of the argument of members opposite and
other people have been involved.

The MeCabe-Lafranehi report. to which the
Leader of the Opposition has referred constantly,
and the Costigan report have indicated quite
clearly that a group of people whom the Leader of
the Opposition dropped like a hot scone-and so
he should have-who were connected with the
Labor Party at that time were not only the cause
of those investigations and reports, but also had
criminal elements far beyond the description
given by members of the Opposition of certain
members of the Liberal Party in the course of this
debate.

Another matter which must be remembered
and which has not been referred to in any of the
debates I have had the opportunity to hear in this
place, is what is known as the "cash economy" or
"barter economy" which exists in this country.
The cash or barter economy which exists in Aus-
tralia does not take place in boardrooms or the
executive suites of administrators of large
companies: it takes place at the level of the
average person in the street-the average person
who is either a member or supporter of the Labor
Party, the Liberal Party, or any other party.

Mr Hassell: Not trade unionists!
Mr 1. F. Taylor: People at higher levels refuse

to pay their taxes. They are corporate criminals.
Mr YOUING: Those people include

subcontractors, small businessmen, and many
trade unionists wvho say,']1 will do your job if you
give me cash". He does the job, puts the cash into
his pocket, and does not pay tax on it. Anyone
who has had anything to do with income tax
knows that market is infinitely bigger than any

tax avoidance scheme that has ever been de-
signed.

If the States and the Commonwealth are being
robbed, let us be honest and say they are being
robbed by a very large spectrum of Australians
from the little bloke with a tool bag over his
shoulder to the guys in the corporate offices who
have been in for their fair share of thrashing.

Mr Brian Burke: What you are describing now
is illegal under the present law and is the subject
of prosecutions by the department from time to
time. All I am saying is that compellingly im-
moral schemes, such as bottom-of-the-harbouir
schemes, should be subject in retrospect to the
law. You seem to be making out a very good case
for what you said the other night which was that
you supported retrospectivity.

Mr YOUNG: When I move my amendment,
all will be revealed. Is the Leader of the Oppo-
sition prepared to say income tax inspectors
should be released out of all proportion to catch
the people I just referred to in the cash econ-
omy-to catch the little trade unionist who earns
some money at the weekend and puts it in his
pocket? IS the Leader of the Opposition saying we
should hunt and harass him?

Mr Brian Burke: I am certainly in favour of an
increase in the inspectorate of the Taxation Office
because it has been demonstrated in this case that
it is needed.

Mr YOUNG: Are you saying it is needed to
pursue the small tradesman and worker?

Mr Tonkin: To pursue everyone.
Mr Brian Burke: To pursue any breach of the

taxation law.
Mr YOUNG: In the cash economy, the barter

economy or whatever-
Mr Mclver: An analysis of their annual in-

comes would indicate it does not make any real
difference to their taxes.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Avon
is interjecting when he is out of his seat.

Mr McIver: Which Standing Order refers to
that?

Mr YOUNG: The point the member for Avon
makes is-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Avon
Lakes issue with me over my suggestion to him
that he ought not to interject when he is Out Of his
seat. I tried, in what I thought was a kindly way,
to suggest that he should not do so and he chose
to take me on. I tell the member for Avon that the
practice is clearly one that interjections are out of
order and it also has been the practice of the
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House not to allow or tolerate interjections made
by those who are out of their seats. If the member
for Avon does not acknowledge that, I might have
to take the matter a little further; but the fact is
the Chair has been consistent in not allowing
interjections by members who are not in their
seats at the time of their making them and I ask
the member for Avon for his co-operation.

Mr Mclver: You have it.
Mr YOUNG: The member for Avon was.

whether lawfully or unlawfully, making a reason-
ably valid point to the effect that the amount of
tax avoided by the small tax avoider did not
amount to a row of beans when related as a per-
centage of his income. However, the amount of
tax avoided by all the avoiders put together adds
up to a large amount.

Mr Parker: I heard what you said previously
about the Labor Party and I remind you that the
current proposals put forward by Federal
Treasurer in relation to tax at source-
PAYE-was one put forward some years ago by
the Labor Party and supported by the official
trade union movement which is as worried about
that in terms of the regulation of the industries
concerned and the undermining of awards, etc.. as
is your party.

Mr YOUNG: I am interested in this not so
much to establish the fact that the Labor Party
was interested in it on the basis that it might
undermine the awards of trade unions, but rather
to ensure the Labor Party is interested in support-
ing it to protect the tax revenue of the country-

Mr Parker: That is the point.
Mr YOUNG: -in respect of "out-of-work

hour" situations where a tradesman works on the
weekends at tasks unconnected with his job.

Mr Parker: That is it.
Mr YOUNG: I just want to make sure this

State Opposition supports that proposition and it
has done that.

Mr Brian Burke: It is important to understand
the cost of collection involved also.

Mr YOUNG: I know and that is a very
interesting point, because we can put 50 inspec-
tors onto 50 companies and get a great deal of
money, but we cannot put 50 000 inspectors onto
50 000 tax avoiders.

Mr Brian Burke: But let me finish the point in
terms of revenue lost. Take the Horgan case; if
Mr Horgan is forced to pay back S3 million in tax
as a result of the inquiries of one inspector, I
suggest probably 50000 or 60000 tradesmen
might have to be pursued and taken to court to
recover the same amount.

Mr YOUNG: We understand that. What we
are talking about is the principle in respect of
overall tax evasion.

Mr Brian Burke: And avoidance, too.

Mr YOUNG: The reason I want to spell out
this very clearly-

Mr Davies: Just on that last matter, in its last
Budget the Federal Government moved to make
some provision for reporting that kind of
transaction.

Mr YOUNG: Yes, we have been talking about
that.

Mr Davies: But you did not mention that the
Federal Government has taken action in that re-
gard.

Mr Brian Burke: And without haranguing you
too much, you were good enough to say we had
dissociated ourselves from a group of people
which I assume is the Painters and Dockers'
Union-

Mr YOUNG: I said that the Leader of the Op-
position had done so "like a hot scone".

Mr Brian Burke: Have you dissociated yourself
from those prominent members of your com-
mittees?

Mr YOUNG: One of the reasons I wanted to
establish clearly in Hansard exactly what the
Leader of the Opposition meant when he said
what he said, was that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has not been exceptionally accurate recently
in the things he thought he heard or said. I shall
quote a couple of examples. The Leader of the
Opposition prides himself on his accuracy, but to
a great extent it is dependent on his stance at the
time.

Mr Brian Burke: You aren't going to apologise
again for that statement you made about support-
ing retrospectivity, are you?

Mr YOUNG: If the Leader of the Opposition
would like to repeat again what I said, I am sure
it will be the Fifth different version of it.

Mr Brian Burke: The sixth apology.

Mr YOUNG: I shall quote what the Leader of
the Opposition tonight said that I said. I think
this is his fifth version. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said I had said that the moves were so im-
moral that I would vote against them. The Leader
of the Opposition's accuracy has wandered and he
works on the basis that, if one moves an inch from
the truth and no-one challenges one, next time
one is allowed to move a foot. If one is allowed to
move a foot, one can move a yard, and one
eventually ends up moving a mile from the truth.
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Mr Brian Burke: What is the reference in
Hansard?

Mr YOUNG: The quote I am about to make
appears on page 2251. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said-

Will the Minister stand up now and say
that he supports the retrospectivity?

I said-
Generally speaking, I am totally opposed

to retrospectivity.
There was another interjection and then I said-

But with respect to the bottom-of-the-har-
bour deals, which, in my personal opinion.
involve processes other than nominally..

That should have read "normally" and I have
written to the Chief Hansard Reporter pointing
out that fact. To continue-

... following the law, I would be inclined
to support retrospectivity if I were in the
Federal House and had to vote on it.

That is my position, that is the position of the
Premier, and that is the position which will be
taken in the amendment made to this motion.

Mr Brian Burke: What I said about that series
of interjections there-

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition's
Hansard is not different from mine, is it?

Mr Brian Burke: I am referring to page 2251.
What I said about that series of interjections
which occupies three inches in Hansard was that
you indicated your support for retrospectivity.

Mr YOUNG: I do not care what the Leader of
the Opposition would like people to think he said
in retrospect, but what he said tonight was that I
had said the moves in respect of those matters
were so immoral that I would vote against them.
It is only an indication that the Leader of the Op-
position is inaccurate. I am quoting what I said.

Mr Brian Burke: Why was your vote not in
favour of it?

Mr YOUNG: I will explain in a moment; the
Leader of the Opposition should not be impatient.

Once again, to make the situation quite clear in
the minds of all members-anid this does not vary
from anything the Government has said on this
matter-I said-

Members of the Opposition are not quite
certain where they stand in respect of retro-
spectivity and speaking in reply to the Leader
of the Opposition I said that, generally
speaking, retrospectivity is as much anath-
ema to me as it is to almost every member in
this place. As the Deputy Leader of the Op-
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position said, I have never supported retro-
spectivity. I said to the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that the very steps along the
course in respect of bottom-of-the-harbour
schemes could be unlawful anyway within
existing legislation-

The Costigan report expressed the view that in
very important aspects of bottom-of-the-harbour
schemes, the decision I took then, prior to the
Costigan report being released, could well be
right.

Mr Brian Burke: And if they are not unlawful?
Mr YOUNG: If the Leader of the Opposition

allows me to carry on, all will be revealed to him.
To continue the quote-

-and there may not be necessity for legis-
lation in respect of these particular schemes.
The circumstances of these schemes, such as
asset stripping, and "disposal" to non-exist-
ent people seem to me to be such that they
could quite properly be legislated against
retrospectively.

There is no argument about that. I was talking
about things I considered to be unlawful and
things which the Costigan report expressed as
being unlawful.

Mr Brian Burke: Things that could be unlaw-
ful.

Mr YOUNG: I was expressing only an opinion.
I said that if they were illegal they could be quite
properly legislated against retrospectively. I was
expressing an opinion as was Costigan expressing
an opinion as a judge virtually expresses an op-
inion in the final analysis. To continue the
quote-

I did not say to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition that I supported the legislation nor did
I say that I did not support it; in fact, I have
never seen the legislation.

Further on I said-
It is worth dwelling on as an aside that

there could be illegality rather than unlaw-
fulness arising out of the steps along the way
in the bottom-of-the-harbour schemes.

Mr Brian Burke: What is the difference be-
tween illegality and unlawfulness?

Mr YOUNG: There is a difference, but I am
not a lawyer.

Mr Tonkin: What do you understand to be the
difference?

Mr YOUNG: I understand by the word
"illegal" that one does some specific thing-one
takes a specific action-which is clearly against
the law. "Unlawful" I understand means that one
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can take an action considered not to be provided
for in the law; in other words, one might not have
the right to take that action under the law as dis-
tinct from that action being specifically pro-
scribed by the law.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you support retro-
spectivity?

Mr YOUNG: I point out to the Leader of the
Opposition that the things he says from time to
time, the attitudes he expresses from time to time,'
the stances he takes and the positions that he cre-
ates here and outside are not always based on
what he may genuinely believe he said, and very
often when we read what he has said, we find
things are not quite the way he saw them or the
way they were.

Amendments to Motion

Mr YOUNG: I intend to move an amendment
to the Leader of the Opposition's motion. The
amendment really is to clarify what we believe is
the main thrust of his argument. I move an
amendment-

Delete all the words after the word
-doubt" appearing in line 2 of the motion
with a view to substituting the following
words-

the Federal Government's right to col-
lect income tax that should have been
paid and has been illegally evaded by
parties to "bottom-of-the-harbour" tax
schemes.

The reason I move this amendment in this form is
to put beyond any doubt in the minds of people of
this State that if an illegal act has occurred and
someone has evaded income tax illegally, we are
opposed to that just as the Leader of the Oppo-
sition says he is opposed to it.

Mr O'CONNOR: I formally second the
amendment.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [11.18 p.mi.]: I do not have a copy of
the amendment, but as I understand it it attempts
to narrow the ambit of my motion to pure il-
legality. I am quite happy to see those words in-
corporated and I will suggest a further amend-
ment which I think will do exactly what the
Government wants. I will move to add further
words after the final words in the Government's
amendment. I propose to move an amendment as
follows-

and that this right should extend to those
people who benefited directly or indirectly as
shareholders in "bottom-of-the-harbour" tax
avoidance schemes.

That puts in clear perspective what the Govern-
ment is trying to say, so I would not expect it to
object to my amendment to its amendment.

My amendment will include all beneficiaries.
Let the Minister for Health explain his amend-
ment. Would it mean, for example, that people
like Mr Horgan and others would be forced to
pay tax that they avoided? Members opposite
have to face up to the nub of the problem. Would
the Minister's amendment include Mr Horgan
and Mr Corser who avoided tax?

Mr Clarko: And Mr Sercove, a member of the
Labor Party.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Him, too. He may be a
member of the Labor Party, but it should be re-
membered that the Labor Opposition of this State
first raised the case of Mr Bercove.

Mr Clarko: You weren't the first to raise it in
this State.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Our party was the first
to raise his case in this House.

Mr Clarkeo: Every Tom, Dick, and Harry in this
State read it before you raised it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This Opposition, a Labor
Opposition-

Mr Clarko: Always labouring.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -was the first political

party to raise in this House the case of Mr
Bercove.

Mr Young: Did you say then that he was a
member of the Labor Party?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It seems to me that the
Minister for Education should give us some credit
for not steering away from Labor people.

Mr Clarko: You have washed your hands of
him. You have become keen about a Balga
labourer who pays $50 a week in tax.

Mr Parker: You were not even in the Chamber
when we were talking about that.

Mr Clarko: You are wrong again.
Mr Parker: You were having a discussion with

the Minister for Health about the nature of the
amendment.

Mr Clarko: I wasn't having a discussion with
him. I never said a word during his debate. You're
wrong again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This Labor Opposition
was the First party to raise in this place the case of
Mr Bercove. That reflects the credibility of the
Labor Party. It did not leave out someone who
was known to be or thought to be a Labor
sympathiser. I understand he is not a member of
the Labor Party. The Minister for Health quite
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rightly said the Labor Party dissociated itself
from the painters and dockers union. Tonight we
heard the case of a current member of the Liberal
Party's fund raising committee, We beard,
chapter and verse from public documents, the
detail of that case.

Mr Young:. What the member for Fremantle
said, he should repeat outside.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There would be no prob-
1em with his repeating his remarks outside be-
cause he referred to information available at the
Corporate Affairs Office.

Mr MacKinnon: He wouldn't repeat it word for
word.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I heard the member for
Fremantle say he would repeat his remarks out-
side.

Mr Young: He is prepared to say that certain
documents were lodged on certain dates, but I am
sure he would not be prepared to go outside to
make the insinuations he made inside this House.
I am suggesting it is not likely he will.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Minister for
Health recalls the exact words of the member for
Fremantle, the Minister's supposition may be cor-
rect. I am saying the record is available publicly
and speaks for itself. I am saying to the Govern-
ment that it should do that which the Opposition
did; the Government should dissociate itself
from Liberal Party elements which should be cast
aside in the way the painters and dockers union
was cast aside by the Labor Party. What is wrong
with the Government's taking the same action to
detach itself from these people to whom reference
has been made?

While this information comes out and the
Government does not take action to cast aside
these elements, the Government will be convicted
of having a reason for not wanting retrospective
legislation. I suggest that if the statements about
Mr Dcl Piano are true, serious doubt exists as to
whether he should remain on the Liberal Party's
fund raising committee. The Premier said he did
not have any time for anyone who did those things
that the member for Fremantle said Mr Del Piano
had done.

My proposed amendment to the proposed
amendment of the Minister for Health would
simply enlarge upon the Minister's words by in-
cluding all those people who have benefited from
tax avoidance in ways that subsequently proved to
be illegal. That is all my proposed amendment
intends to do. If the Government thinks it can
wriggle off the hook by condemning Mr Maher
for causing to be avoided five per cent of the tax
avoided, what does the Government have to say

about the 95 per cent of the tax avoided by others
by not having to pay tax as a result of Mr
Maher's actions? Presumably this tax avoided has
multiplied in dollar terms and presumably the
beneficiaries have profited time and time again.
As far as we are concerned the Government can-
not get itself Off the hook by saying it opposes
only those who break ahe law. Everybody opposes
such people. The amendment I outlined would pin
down the motion by referring to the people who
benefited from these tax avoidance schemes.

MR GRILL (Vilgarn-Dundas) 11 1.27 p.m.)-. If
the amendment foreshadowed by the Leader of
the Opposition is supported by the Government,
the Opposition would be prepared to support the
amendment proposed by the Minister for Health
to insert certain words. If the amendment to de-
lete certain words is carried, and the proposed
amendment by the Minister for Health to substi-
tute words is accepted without the further pro-
posed amendment by the Opposition, we would
have before us a motion completely empty and
silent on the most germane matter before us
today. The motion would be completely silent as
to from whom these taxes should be collected. If
both proposed amendments were accepted the
motion would read-

That this House supports retrospective
legislation to put beyond doubt the Federal
Government's right to collect income tax that
should have been paid and has been illegally
evaded by parties to bottom-of-the-harbour
schemes.

The words "by parties to" do, in fact, add some-
thing to the amendments. I would not argue with
that, but do they add enough in the circum-
stances? I do not know. Who are the parties? Are
they the shareholders? Are they the dealers? Are
they the final recipients of the company when it is
sent to the bottom of the harbour? Do they in-
clude all the beneficiaries, both indirect and di-
rect? It is hard to say. It is unclear. Although we
are prepared to support the deletion of the words
moved to be deleted and the subsequent amend-
ment, we do so onl the understanding that
reference to the beneficiaries as foreshadowed by
the Leader of the Opposition will be included at a
later date.

Mr Watt: No undertaking has been given about
that.

Mr GRILL: I am just indicating that we are
supporting it on that basis.

Mr Watt: I would not want you to think that an
undertaking has been given.

Mr GRILL: The Minister for Health com-
plained to this House that the Opposition had

3363



3364 [ASSEMBLY]

harangued the Premier in respect of his stand in
relation to bottom-of-the-harbour schemes and
that that haranguing had been unfair because the
Premier had been unable to peruse a copy of the
legislation in question. At no time did we har-
angue the Premier for his not having taken a
stand on that piece of legislation.

What we did question the Premier on was his
ability to take a stand on a matter of policy or
principle. It seemed to us that the Premier was
unable to take a stand on a simple matter of prin-
ciple.

Mr O'Connor: Not at all.
Mr GRILL: The Minister for Health indicated

that people other than those in the Liberal Party
have been involved in tax evasion; obviously, that
is true. I do not think that many of the illustrious
members of the painters and dockers uni on were
members of the Liberal Party, but there does
seem to be a whole array of officials within the
Liberal Party who were either soft on retrospec-
tive legislation in relation to bottom-of-the-har-
bour schemes or have been in some way-

Mr Rushton: If you can pick out the Liberal
Party, you can pick out the Labor Party as well.
There are people in both parties involved in this.

Mr Parker: There is a difference between the
two parties' attitudes.

Mr Rushton: The political party was evidenced
in Sydney.

Mr GRILL: There has been one implication of
Mr Bercove and, by implication, his wife.

Mr Old: And his mother!
Mr GRILL: Other than that, no other people

have been mentioned. There has been no evidence
to suggest that Bercove was a member of the
Labor Party and we do not want to quibble on
that score.

Mr Rushton: You should not, either.

Mr GRILL: I want all members to think about
this next point. There appears to have been an
array of petty officials within the Liberal Party
especially on the vital fund-raising committee who
have had their fingers in the deal and have been
caught out very badly.

Mr Watt: Your colleagues in New South Wales
who are Labor people.

Mr GRILL: That refers to one imputed mem-
ber of the Labor Party; it does not really spread
the blame any wider.

Mr Young: You will admit, won't you, that
there must be thousands of people involved in
these schemes if the amount of money that has

been alleged to have been evaded in fact has been
evaded?

Mr Brian Burke: They won't support it, will
they?

Mr GRILL: All the muck from Canberra and
Western Australia which has been thrown by the
Opposition has turned up about 10 known mem-
bers of the Liberal Party and that is interesting.

Mr Brian Burke: It would not be thousands. Do
you know how many?

Mr Rushiton: Have a look at Curtin House.

Point of Order

Mr CLARKO: Mr Acting Speaker, I would
like you to consider whether the subject matter
the member is now discussing is pertinent to the
motion to delete certain words which is before the
Chair.

Mr Old: It has nothing to do with it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): I think

that perhaps the member is roaming a little bit
wider than necessary and I remind him that the
question before the House is that words be de-
leted. I ask the member to conflne his remarks to
that area.

Mr GRILL: Mr Acting Speaker, I can assure
you I will continue to speak simply within the
terms of the matter before the Chair.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr GRILL: Let us look at the words before us
now. The motion as it will stand reads as fol-
lows-

That this House supports retrospective
legislation to put beyond doubt the Federal
Government's right to collect income tax that
should have been paid and has been illegally
evaded by parties to "bottom-of-the-har-
bour" tax schemes.

Mr Hodge: What about "immorally evaded"?
What do you think about that?

Mr Parker: Even the Minister for Health made
the point that in his view there is a difference be-
tween illegal and unlawful things.

Mr Brian Burke: You do not need retrospective
legislation to stop illegality, surely?

Mr Young: There seems to be some doubt
about that.

Mr Brian Burke: Come on!
Mr GRILL: This legislation sheets home the

blame and liability to those people who are liable
or who should be liable and who have benefited
from these schemes. We will move these further
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words be inserted and this right should extend to
those people who benefited directly or indirectly
as shareholders of bottom-of-the-harbour tax
avoidance schemes. They are the germane
matters.

As to who should be prosecuted for repayment
of these taxes, if those words are not mentioned,
the motion before us really lacks teeth and those
people who have opposed the type of legislation
that this motion contemplates, have raised oppo-
sition to retrospective legislation to almost a sac-
rosanct principle. This is almost like a golden
thread running through the legislative process if
we take some of the words of those people
opposing this sort of legislation. They postulate a
sort of pristine attitude-a purity-in respect of
the matter. It always amazes me that people fall
back on principles when more practical arguments
cannot be found or when practical arguments
have failed. There is no principle in respect of
retrospective legislation or the opposition thereto.
Retrospective legislation is a necessary and useful
tool to effect a full range of fair and just laws in
our society.

Mr Brian Burke: The Government supported it
22 times.

Mr GRILL: It has been used on numerous oc-
casions and, as the Leader of the Opposition has
already mentioned both by interjection and dur-
ing an earlier address to this House, it has been
used on a number of occasions in this House. In
fact, right at this moment a piece of legislation
which includes within it provision for retrospec-
tive legislation is before this House; I refer, as the
Minister for Mines would know, to the Acts
Amendment (Mining) Bill. Another is the recent
Stamp Act. In respect of the Acts Amendment
(Mining) Bill I refer to clause 32 thereof under
which section 20 of the Town Planning and Devel-
opment Act is amended by repealing paragraph
(c) of subsection (1) and substituting the follow-
ing paragraph-

This subsection does not apply and never
has applied to the granting of or to the
transfer of or other dealing with or in a
mining tenement within the meaning of the
Mining Act 1904 or the Mining Act 1979 or
a portion of such a mining tenement or any
shares therein.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is hardly the same thing.
Mr GRILL: Let me explain to the Minister. He

will agree with me in a minute. The words "and
never has applied" act retrospectively to go back
to the beginning of that legislation; in fact, to the
Mining Act 1904. Therefore it would apply retro-
spectively right back to 1904 and also in respect
of the new Mining Act of 1978.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not altering anything; it
is only confirming a practice that you with your
big interest in the mining industry would know
well.

Mr GRILL: Never mind about my big interest
in the industry!

Several members interjected.

Mr P. V. Jones: It is a firm contract and you
know that well. Where land is concerned, the
Town Planning and Development Act never has
applied and will not apply. It is not changing the
principle.

Mr Brian Burke: It is still retrospective legis-
lation.

Mr GRILL: This is a clear and unambiguous
use of retrospective legislation. It may well have
been the understanding of most people that sec-
tion 20 of the Town Planning Act may well not
have applied in principle. In terms of the law it
was not that clear. Now, it is clear and
unambiguous. I do not know the reason that the
Minister is squirming.

Mr P. V. Jones: I did not say it was ambiguous.

Mr GRILL: I did not hear any cries of anguish
from the Government benches about this retro-
spective legislation. We did not hear any cries of
anguish in respect of the Afro-West legislation,
the Stamp Act legislation, and the Workers'
Compensation Act legislation.

Mr Young: There was none from your col-
leagues when your Minister for Mines, in 1972,
took the Angeles off Hancock and Wright.

Mr Brian Burke: That was retrospective.

Mr Young: Check that in Hansard and you will
see how many spoke against it.

Mr GRILL: This type of legislation is a
necessary tool to ensure adequate and just laws
are passed by our society.

Opposition members have made their position
clear before. We do not support retrospective
legislation willy-nilly. Such legislation must be
introduced judiciously, carefully, and in a re-
straining and sparing way. It is ridiculous co say
that retrospective legislation should never be used.
It is clear that each case must be judged on its
merits.

Every situation must be weighed up on its
merits and, unless an overwhelming case can be
made out in favour of retrospective legislation, it
should not be introduced. I do not think anyone
would disagree with that point. However, to raise
opposition to retrospective legislation on some ab-
stract inviolable principle is silly. We need to look
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at the facts concerning every piece of legislation people who become very well off under that
as it comes before the House. definition.

Let us look at the facts of this legislation and
deal with it in principle. The first question to be
asked is: Have certain companies avoided their
legal duty to pay company taxes, and other taxes,
by the use of bottom-of-the-harbour schemes?
The answer is "Yes". The second question is: Are
these means reprehensible? Everyone would agree
that they are reprehensible. The final question
is-and this matter has been raised quite properly
by the Government-Will innocent people be
hurt? Provisions must be made to protect
innocent people and no-one is arguing about that.

Can those taxes be collected without retrospec-
tive legislation? The member for Fremantle
sumnmed that up very well when he said that that
may have been possible two to Five years ago, but
it would appear that our present legislation is not
now adequate and further legislation is required.i
Such legislation will be coming before Federal
Parliament.

Another question needs to be asked: Why are so
many Liberal Party members opposed to
retrospective legislation when it deals with
taxation? Why are so many Liberal Party
members prepared to jump to the defence of tax
evaders? It may be a natural instinct.

Mr Nanovich: We are not doing that.

Mr GRiLL: It is natural to protect those close
to one, and that is quite laudable.

Mr I. F. Taylor: Make a speech about it and
defend yourself.

Mr GRILL: In reality, the opposition to retro-
spective legislation regarding tax evasion stems
from a long-held policy of the Liberal Party. The
philosophy works in such a way that the party be-
lieves in competition and the competitive instinct
is foremost. The Liberal Party believes that the
race goes to the fastest and the strongest and that
it is appropriate to be ruthless in our society. It
believes that compassion is not something which
people need and that the real philosophy for this
life is selfishness and greed and if it is taken to
the nth degree it cancels itself out and some sort
of -balance is set.

It is an "~I'm all right Jack" system which has
been prevalent in this country since 1949. That is
the system which operates today. In reality it
means the person who makes the most money is
the one who pays the least taxes. It would appear
that the "Establishment" of this State are the

They are the people who are expected to set the
example for the workers and the ordinary people
of the State. I suppose they are the people who
are setting the example because the "I'm all right
Jack" system is working well, It works well as
long as only a few people at the top are avoiding
their taxes. However, when everyone else gets into
the system and says "I will do what is essential to
me and the rest of you can go to hell", the system
will fall down.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Like this Government.
Mr GRILL: When the whole community be-

comes imbued with the principle of the Liberal
Party, the whole system falls to pieces. We see
now people who are not prepared to have morals
and ethics and people who are not prepared to be
unselfish and work hard.

Government members interjected.
Mr GRILL: Members can bemoan and bewail

that fact but they do not like it when it is sheeted
home to them.

Mr I. F. Taylor: Running scared.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRILL: When there are no morals, no

compassion, no unselfishness and no consideration
for other people, the system falls down.

Amendment (deletion of words) put,
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I wish to add to those

words.

Point of Order

Mr O'CONNOR: Is that permitted before the
other words have been added?

The SPEAKER: Order! The course to be fol-
lowed in my view is that I should put the question
"That the words to be inserted be inserted", and
when the House has dispensed with that, the
question then before the Chair would be that the
motion, as amended, be agreed to. At that point it
will be possible for the Leader of the Opposition
to move the amendment to the motion which he
has already foreshadowed. Again, it could arise
that the Leader of the Opposition could want to
insert something part-way in the amendment
moved by the Minister.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed.

Amendment (deletion of words) put and
passed.
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MR VOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health): I move an amend ment-

Substitute the following for the words de-
let ed-

the Federal Government's right to co)-
lect income tax that should have been
paid and has been illegally evaded by
parties to "bottom-of- the- ha rbour" tax
schemes.

Amendment (substitution of words) put and
passed.

Amcndmrn( to Mot ion, as Amended

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) 111.52 p.m.]: I move an amend-
men t-

Add the following words-
and that this right should extend to

those people who benefited directly or
indirectly as shareholders in "bottom-of-
the-harbour" tax avoidance schemes.

it is straightforward and represents to the Parlia-
ment the original question. I do not agree there.
was any vagueness with the original proposition. I
think the words "limited vagueness" describes the
First move by the Government tonight. If the Min-
ister for Health thinks we need retrospective legis-
lation we accept that and add to it.

We are back to where we were and the Govern-
ment faces squarely the dilemma as to whether it
will further support the proposition or whether it
will not support the proposition.

Amendment put and a division taken With the
following result-

Ayes 16
Mr Brian Burke Mr Melver
Mr Carr Mr Parker
Mr Cowan Mr Stephens
M r Davies Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Evans Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Grill Mr Tonkin
Mr Hodge Mr Wilson
Mr T. H. Jones Mr Bateman

Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacK innon
Mr McPharlin

Noes 22
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Si bson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
M r Young
Mr Nanovich

(Teller)

(Teller)

A yes
Mr Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Gordon Hill
M r Pearce
Mr Harman
Mr Bertram

Pairs
Noes

Mr Spriggs
Mr Coyne
Mr Blaikie
M r ShalIders
Dr Dadour
Mr Sodeman
Mr Crane

Amendment thus negatived.

The SPEAKER: Orders of the Day!

Point of Order

Mr STEPHENS: I was under the impression
that now the amendment is defeated you. Mr
Speaker, must still put the motion, as amended.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member For
Stirling is correct. The question is "That the mo-
dion, as amended, be agreed to."

Motion, as Amended

MR STEPH4ENS (Stirling) [ 11.58 p.m.]: The
hour may be late, but it is not too late for a few
words from the National Party, particularly as it
is private members' day.

Mr Brian Bu rke: That was almost
yesterday-there are only three minutes of pri-
vate members' day left.

Mr STEPHENS: We have listened very attent-
ively to the debate and it did pass through my
mind that members of the Country Party most
likely would wish the companies involved with Mr
Fabulous or Joe Bloggs could be despatched to
the bottom of the harbour. Unfortunately, that
did not happen and they were left with consider-
able losses.

Mr O'Connor: What has this got to do with this
Motion?

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: However, I was a little disap-

pointed that the Government did not see fit to ac-
cept the additional amendment moved by the
Labor Party because in our opinion the motion as
it now stands is a little deficient.

On our interpretation of the wording, it ex-
cludes the intermediaries; the people who, know-
ingly or unknowingly, have sold their shares to an
intermediary company would be excluded from
the motion as it now stands before the House.

Mr Brian Burke: That is why we moved the
amendment.

Mr STEPHENS: The Labor Party motion
cleared up that point, and that was our reason for
supporting the amendment.
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I noticed that when the Premier was speaking,
he was most concerned that a person might lose
his home because of the application of retro-
spectivity. As I understand the situation, if a per-
son innocently is the receiver of stolen goods and
benefits from those goods, and subsequently it is
proved that they were stolen, he will have to forgo
the stolen goods. Where is that different from the
situation of the people who are benefiting from an
illegal activity?

As a general principle, the National Party is
opposed to retrospectivity; but if ever it was
justified, it is justified in the current situation.

I find it very strange that cries of protest come
from the Liberal Party, not only in this State, but
also all over Australia, when only a few months
ago legislation was passed in this House in re-
lation to the Ashton Joint Venture agreement.
That has been alluded to by other members in this
debate. On that occasion, members of the Liberal
Party were quite happy to pass legislation which,
retrospectively, gave the ownership of a mining
tenement to a particular company, notwith-
standing that the issue was before the courts of
law in this State at the time. Not one member of
the Liberal Party raised a question about that.
Their consciences were not pricked by that retro-
spectivity.

However, suddenly, in an issue like this which
is of great importance to the funding of the
Government of the Commonwealth and, as has
been pointed out, to the State because of its share
of Commonwealth moneys, members of the Lib-
eral Party now find they have consciences. I find
it difficult to understand the two attitudes.

My main reason for rising was to indicate why
we supported the additional amendment.
Although we will go along with what is before the
House at the moment, I believe the motion still is
deficient.

Question put.

An Opposition member: Divide!

Bells rung.

The SPEAKER: Order! I direct that the bells
be turned off. I assumed that after all of this de-
bate and all that had gone on, members would
have a pretty fair idea of the matter being de-
bated. The question before the Chair is that the
motion as amended be agreed to.

Question (motion, as amended) put and passed.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: PECUNIARY
INTERESTS

Notice of Motion

MR TONKIN (Morley) [ 12.04 a.mn.]: I move-

That notice of motion No. 10 be now con-
sidered.

Question put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing resut-

Mr Brian Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Hodge
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver

Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Ayes
Mr Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Pearce
Mr Bertram
Mr Hlarman

Ayes 15
Mr Parker
Mr Stephens
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Batemian

Noes 22
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Wall
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

Pairs
Noes

Mr Spriggs
Mr Coyne
Mr Blaikie
Mr Shalders
Dr Dadour
M r Sodeman
Mr Crane

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
[12.06 a.m.]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Question put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MePharl~q

Ayes 24
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

(Teller)
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Noes 13
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Hodge
M rT. H-. Jones
Mr Mclver

Ayes
Mr Spriggs
Mr Coyne
Mr Blaikie
Mr Shalders
Dr Dadour
Mr Sodeman
Mr Crane
Question thus passed.

Mr Parker
"Mr A. D. Taylor
"Mr 1. I. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
M r Gordon Hill
Mr Pearce
Mr Bertram
Mr Harman

House adjourned at 12.09 am. (Thursday)

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
MINING

Registrar: Kalgoorlie

1448- Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Has a decision been made as to the
future of the Coolgardie mining regis-
trar's office?

(2) If so, what is the decision?
(3) If not, when will a decision be made?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The office is to continue operation.
(3) Answered by (1).

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- Wesi Shelf. Dampier- Wagerup Pipeline

1470. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) Referring to the story on Tuesday, 21

September, in The West Australian on
the Dampier-Perth natural gas pipeline,
when was the decision taken to extend
the natural gas pipeline to Bunbury, the
Worslcy alumina refinery, and
Geraldton?

(2) For what purpose would natural gas be
used at Worslcy?

(3) Will ICC Construction (Australia) Co.
Ltd. share with Saipem in any part of
the contract for construction of the
northern section of the pipeline?

(4) Will sections 2 and 3 of the pipeline be
opened to tender?

(5) If so, when?

(Teller)

(6) In respect of the "agreement" with
Alcoa for the purchase of half of the gas
for the south-west, is it a binding formal
contract For a set amount of gas on a
"take or pay" basis similar to the State
Energy Commission's contract with the
North-West Shelf partners?

(7) If not, what sort of a contract of agree-
ment is it?

(8) Is he prepared to take
the document?

(9) I F not, why not?

or make public

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) It has always been the Government's
intent from the outset of the Dampier-
Perth pipeline project to extend the
supply of North-West Shelf gas to areas
of significant demand within reasonable
distance of the ma 'in pipeline. The exten-
sions to Bunbury, the Worsley alumina
refinery, and Geraldton, are consistent
with that intention.

(2) It is intended that natural gas be used at
Worsley in the calcining process for
alumina production.

(3) It is intended that Saipem will be com-
pletely responsible for construction of
the northern section of the Dampier-
Perth pipeline, within a joint venture ar-
rangement with ICC Construction
(Australia) Co. Ltd.

(4) and (5) I refer the member to an an-
nouncement on 3 August 1982.

(6) and (7) Final agreement has been
reached between Alcoa and the State
Energy Commission on matters relating
to the purchase of gas from the North-
West Shelf. Documentation is currently
undergoing final detailed legal checking;
and, when signed, it will become a fully
binding legal document.

(8) and (9) No. As is the normal business
practice relating to commercial confi-
dentiality, the gas sales contract docu-
ment is confidential to the client. Alcoa,
and the State Energy Commission.

FUEL AND ENERGY: COAL

Consumption
1474. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for

Fuel and Energy:

(1) What is the anticipated total Collie coal
energy equivalent required for the year
1982-83 for the interconnected generat-
ing system?
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(2) What is the anticipated Collie coal con-
sumption for the interconnected system
in 1982-83?

(3) What is the projected annual energy
consumption in Collie coal equivalent
for electricity generation in the
interconnected system for each year to
1990-

(a) without an aluminium smelter;
(b) with an aluminium smelter?

(4) What are the anticipated peak loads
year by year to 1990 in megawatts for
the interconnected system-

(a) without an aluminium smelter;
(b) with an aluminium smelter?

(5) Assuming current planned installation of
new plant and conversion of existing
plant at the various stations, what is the
installed megawatt capacity planned for
coal firing in the interconnected system,
year by year to 1990, in stations listed
below, with and without an aluminiumn
smelter-

(a) Kwinana;
(b) Fremantle;
(c) Bunbury;
(d) Muja;
(e) Geraldton;
(f) any new stations?

(6) What is the planned exclusive gas or oil
firing capacity (not capable of Firing
coal) at the stations referred to in
question (5)?

(7) Referring to question (5), what is the
additional capacity that could be antici-
pated from the Kwinana power station if
the units capable of Firing coal as
answered in question (5) were to fire on
gas or oil?

(8) Is the East& Perth station being kept on
standby for an emergency; if so, what is
the capacity of this station firing on-

(a) coal;
(b) oil or gas?

(9) What is considered to be a reasonable
reserve capacity above peak demand in
the interconnected system?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (8) I am advised that the State

Energy Commission expects the growth
of electrical demand and energy pro-
duction to average 5 per cent per annum
during this decade. This does not allow
for an aluminium smelter, which would
require an additional 3 000 GWh per
annumn of energy when it reaches full ca-
pacity.
The commission produces on a regular
basis a review of energy demand in the
State, which includes forecasts of annual
energy demands for 10 years ahead.
Copies of the report "Western Aus-
tralian Fuel Demand 1980-2000" are
publicly available. A revised version of
this report is being prepared currently
and is expected to be completed later in
the year.

(9) The State Energy Commission does not
plan generation expansion using the re-
serve capacity criterion; but historically
it has maintained reserves in the region
of 30 per cent of demand.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Institutions: Frozen Peas

1484. Mr HODGE, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware that some institutions op-
erated by the Department for Com-
munity Welfare have recently switched
from purchasing frozen peas produced
by Hunts Foods Pty. Ltd. to frozen peas
imported from Israel?

(2) In view of the subsidy of $142000 paid
to Hunts Foods Ply. Ltd. by the State
Government, shoufd not all Government
institutions be encouraged to support the
locally produced product?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) Government Tender Board
schedule No. 647A, 1981, provided for
the acceptance of a tender from
International Fisheries Pty, Ltd. for
Hunts' brand of 2 kg. packets of peas to
be supplied. The contract was honoured
until a few weeks ago when, due to a
misunderstanding between International
Fisheries and Hunts, other peas were
supplied. However, the matter has been
resolved and Hunts' peas are being sup-
plied to institutions operated by the De-
partment for Community Welfare.
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FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Financial Transactions

1487. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Is there any substance in information
presently circulating to the effect that
the State Energy Commission made a
loss of SI 000 000 or thereabouts on a
financial transaction within the last few
weeks?

(2) IFr so, could he provide details?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Houses

1488. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister For
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that Westrail has reduced the
number of houses it maintains from 96
to 50?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) Why;
(b) what financial savings will Westrail

obtain:
(c) will Westrail provide assistance to

the occupants of those houses in
finding new accommodation;

(d) in which suburbs are the 46 houses
which are no longer to be main-
tained by Westrail located;,

(e) what will Westrail do with the 46
houses?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) West rail's objective is to progressively
reduce the number of houses available
for rental by employees in the metropoli-
tan area from 96 to 50.

(2) (a) The houses that will not in the
future be available for rental will be
those that are old, costly to main-
tain, and require large expenditures
to bring them up to GEHA stan-
dard;

(b) the precise houses have yet to be
determined;

(c) it is not proposed that any existing
tenants will be disturbed;

(d) sec (2) (b);

(e) the houses will be available under
leasehold conditions to Wes trail
employees, who will have First pri-
onity, or to the public on an "as is"
basis with the lessee being respon-
sible for all maintenance.

ROADS: MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT

Esperance

1489. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has it been decided to close the Main
Roads Department workshop in
Esperance?

(2) How many men are presently employed
at the workshop?

(3) What other arrangements have been
made for the maintenance or Main
Roads Department plant and machinery
in the event that the workshop is closed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
()Due to a reduction of construction activ-

ity *in the area, the workshop in
Esperance has not been used on a con-
tinuous basis since August 1980. How-
ever it is used on an intermittent basis
when plant is working in the area.

(2) The department employs travelling
mechanics to service the plant in the
field who move with the construction
teams as and where required. The fa-
cility of the Esperance workshop is used
by the travelling mechanics if convenient
when construction teams are in close
proximity.

(3) Answered by (2).

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Transformers

1490. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister For
Fuel and Energy:

(1) Further to my questions 1258 and 1403
of 1982 concerning supply of power
transformers, will he state whether this
contract was put to tender?

(2) If so, will he list the tender prices for
each of the tenderers?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) The State Energy Commission informs
me that the contracts to purchase
transformers from Hazemeyer Holec
(Aust.) Pty. Ltd. were the result of the
calling of public tenders.

(2) No.
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ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Membership

1491. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) In respect of the following bodies-
(a) Perth Medical Centre Trust;
(b) WA Alcohol and Drug Authority;
(c) Chiropodists Registration Board;
(d) Chiropractors Registration Board;
(e) Pharmaceutical Council;
(f) Air Pollution Control Council;
(g) Noise Abatement Advisory Con

(h)
mittee;
Radiological Council-

1-

(i) who are the people who com-
prise the membership of such
bodies;

(ii) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member;

(iii) what is the term of appoint-
ment to each body, and when
was each member appointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
financial year; and

(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members of each
body?

(2) What other departments, statutory cor-
porations, regulatory bodies, quasi-
judicial bodies, trustees, and advisory
committees are responsible to him as
Minister for Health?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) This question requires consider-

able research. An answer, in writing,
will be provided to the member as soon
as possible.

ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Membership

1492. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Labour and Industry, and
Immigration:

(1) In respect of the following bodies-

(a) Industrial Training Advisory Coun-
cil;

(b) Motor Vehicle Dealers Licensing
Board;

(c) Hire Purchase Licensing Tribunal;
(d) Factory Welfare Board;
(e) Premium Rates Committee;
(f) Builders Registration Board;

(g) Construction Safety Advisory
Board-
(i) who are the people who com-

prise the membership of such
bodies;

(ii) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member;

(iii) what is the term of appoint-
ment to each body, and when
was each member appointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
financial year; and

(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members of each
body?

(2) What other departments, statutory cor-
porations, regulatory bodies, quasi-
judicial bodies, trustees, and advisory
committees are responsible to him as
Minister for Labour and Industry, and
Immigration?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) (a) Industrial Training Advisory Coun-
cil-
(i) and (ii)

CHAIRMAN
Mr B. R. Colcutt
Under Secretary for Labour

and Industry
Appointed: 30-6-80

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
Mr L. E. Smith
Assistant Under Secretary

(Labour Relations)
Appointed: 4-8-82

MEMBERS
Mr T. Matyear
Deputy Managing Director,

Jaxon Constructions
Appointed: 30-6-80
Mr W. J. Brown
Director, Labour Relations

Division
Confederation of WA Industry
Appointed 30-6-80
Mr R. M. Beatty
Electrical Trades Union
Appointed: 30-6-80
Mr F. Bastow
Secretary, Amalgamated

Metal Workers and Ship-
wrights Union

Appointed: 30-6-80
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Mr L. W. Cochrane
Director of Resources, Techni-

cal Education Division
Appointed: 30-6-80

Mr R. W. Thorpe
Assistant Secretary. Personnel
Wesirail
Appointed: 30-6-80

DEPUTY MEMBERS
Mr J. V. Williams
State Manager
Steel Mains Pty. Ltd.
Appointed: 29-6-SI

Mr B. McCarthy
Labour Relations Division
Confederation of WA Industry
Appointed: 30-6-SO

Mr R. i. Bryant
Plumbers and Gasfitters Em-

ployees Union
Appointed: 30-6-SO

Mr T. D. Rynn
Electrical Trades Union
Appointed: 30-6-80

Mr J. D. Hainsworth
Director of Studies
Technical Education Division
Appointed: 30-6-SO

Mr A. P. Slee
Manager, Personnel
State Energy Commission
Appointed: 30-6-80

(iii) All members are appointed for
three years or part thereof.

(iv)
(v)

13.
The Industrial Training Act
1975, section 13, provides
that-

A member of the Council
who necessarily incurs ex-
pense or loss of earnings
in or in consequence of
travelling to or attending
a meeting of the Council
is entitled to receive by
way of reimbursement the
amount of the expenses
and the loss so incurred."

No payment was made to
members during the last
financial year.

(b) The Motor Vehicle Dealers Licens-
ing Board does not come under the
portfolios of Labour and Industry,
and Immigration, but under the
portfolio of Consumer Affairs.

(c) The H-ire Purchase Licensing
Tribunal does not come under the
portfolios of Labour and Industry,
and Immigration, but under the
portfolio of Consumer Affairs.

(d) Factory Welfare Board-

(i) Mr B. R. CoLcutt (Chairman)
Mr F. J. Malone (member)
Mr R. Reid (member)
Mr W. J1. Brown (deputy mem-
ber)
Mr J. C. Beedhamn (deputy
member)

(ii) Mr B. R. Colcutt-Under Sec-
retary for Labour and Indus-
try.

Mr F. J1. Malone
Mr R. Reid
Mr W. J. Brown
Mr J1. C. Beedham

Nominees are appointed fol-
lowing receipt of nominations.
Occupational background is

not considered.

(iii) Messrs. Malone, Brown, and
Beedham, appointed on 22
August, 1979, for a term of
five years.
Mr R. Reid, appointed on 3
August 1981, for the period to
22 August 1984.

(iv) Three times.
(v) Nominee members are paid

such fees and allowances as
may be fixed by the Minister
on the recommendation of the
Public Service Board.
At present the fees are $45 for
a half day and $72 for a full
day.

(e) Premium Rates Committee-

(i) Mr W. Rolston (Chairman).
(ii) Auditor General

Vacant-Permanent head of
the S.G.I.0.
Mr H. Neesham-Manager of
Workers' Assistance Com-
mission

3373



3374 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr T. Matyear (company di-
rector)-One person experi-
enced in management affairs
in commerce or industry or
both
Mr M. A. Jahn (union sec-
retary)-One person experi-
eniced in trade union affairs
Mr P. E. Annand (insurance
executive)-One person ex-
perienced in the insurance
business, but not employed in
the SGbO office

DEPUTY MEMBERS
Mr R. Hudson.
Deputy Auditor General

Mr H. C. Mellor,
Deputy General Manager,

SGo
Mr B. T. Bradley,
Assistant Manager Workers'

Assistance Commission

Mr B. P. McCarthey

Mr R. W. Clbhssey

Mr W. G. Ross

(iii) Nominee members were ap-
pointed on 3 May 1982 for a
term of three years.

(IN)
(v)

Four meetings.
Nominee members are paid
such fees and allowances as
may be fixed by the Minister
on the recommendation of the
Public Service Board.
At present the fees are $48 for
a half day and $72 for a full
day.

(f) The Builders' Registration Board
does not come under the portfolios
of Labour and Industry, and Immi-
gration, but under the portfolio of
Consumer Affairs.

(g) Construction Safety Advisory
Board-

(i) B. R. Colcutt (Chairman)
J1. F. Gregor (member)
R. M. Torrance (member)
D. W. Skipworth (deputy
member)
A. J. Horrocks (deputy mem-
ber)

(ii) B. R. Colcutt-Under Sec-
retary for Labour and Industry

Nominees are appointed fol-
lowing receipt of nominations;
occupational background is nor
considered.

(iii) Members appointed I8 June
1979, for a term of five years.

(iv)

(v)
Nil.
Nominee members are paid
such fees and allowances as
may be fixed by the Minister
on the recommendation of the
Public Service Board. At pres-
ent the fees are $48 for a half
day, $72 for a full day.

(2) Boards/committees etc.-

Retail Trade Advisory and Control
Committee

Holiday Resorts Advisory Com-
mittee

Industrial Training Advisory
Boards (37)

Machinery Safety Advisory Board

Hairdressers' Registration Board

State Manpower Planning Com-
mittee

Workers' Assistance Commission

Workers' Compensation Board

Workers' Compensation Sup-
plementary Board.

EDUCATION

Pre-school: H-illmana

1493. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Is he aware of complaints by people in
the Hillman area that they are unable to
register their children at the Hiliman
kindergarten because it is full?

(2) Is he aware that they have been told by
his department that while the Rock-
ingham kindergarten has vacancies, the
Government will not make room for ap-
plicants at the Hiliman kindergarten?

(3) How many children are involved and
have to be transported from Hiliman to
Rockingham?

(4) Will the Government consider enlarging
the Hillman pre-primary centre to cater
for the numbers of children who require
pre-primary education?
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Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) to (4) The Hiliman Primary School has
not yet taken any pre-primary enrol-
mnents for 1983 and will not do so until
Tuesday, 5 October.
When enrolmentts are finalised for all
centres in the area of Rockingham, ..i
assessment will be made as to whether
additional places are required.

DECEASED ESTATES
Expenses

1494. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Attorney General:

(1) Is it compulsory to advise the bank in
which funds for a deceased estate are
held whether the funeral expenses have
been paid, before the assets can be
claimed by the widow Or executor
named in the will?

(2) If "Yes", why is this necessary when the
will and death certificate have been pro-
duced in evidence at the bank con-
cerned?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL
Art Course

1495. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Is it a fact the art studies diploma
course at St. Brigids Annexe in
Fitzgerald Street was not advertised last
year and not this year?

(2) Is it his decision to let this annexe run
down through niot advertising?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), will he give full reasons
why?

(4) I f not, why not?
(5) Is it also a fact there are to be severe

financial cuts for art education in tech-
nical colleges this coming financial
year?

(6) if "Yes" to (5), will he give his reasons?
(7) Can he further state when the arts de-

partment building, which has been
planned and promised to be included in
stage 2 of the Perth Cultural Centre,
will be a reality?

(8) Will the arts students be allowed to use
this building when constructed?

(9) In the interim, could the new college of
arts, craft, and design be housed in the
old boy's school in James Street?

IDo) If not, why not, bearing in mind the
close proximity of the WA Art Gallery,
Museum and Library?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(t) No. The diploma in art studies at Perth
Technical College, of which St Brigids is
an annexe, was advertised in 1981 and
in 1982.

(2) and (3) No.
(4) The buildings at St Brigids are being

maintained and will continue to provide
for the requirements of arc studies.

(5) and (6) No. It is expected that finance
available for art education in 1983 will
exceed that available in 1982.

(7) No Firm date is available.
(8) Yes.
(9) No.

(10) This building is required for other edu-
cational purposes until stage 2 of the
new Perth Technical College is
available.

HEALTH: NURSING HOME

Penn-Rose: Bed Reservation

1496. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) During the course of his Penn-Rose in-
quiry was any evidence presented to him
to indicate that the Herrons turned pro-
spective residents away in order to keep
Mr Berryman's bed vacant for three
years whilst he was at Pyrton on a
" short-term stay"'?

(2) (a) Is it a fact that Penni-Rose lodging
house is entitled under its licence
issued by the shire to accommodate
37 people;

(b) is it a fact that his inquiry revealed
that at most timnes only about 24
people resided at Penni-Rose?

(3) (a) Is it a fact that in April 1980, a
social worker employed by the div-
ision of the intellectually handi-
capped at Pyrton made an unsuc-
cessful attempt to have Mr
Berryman's pension paid to him at
Pyrton rather than to Mrs Herron
at Penn-Rose;

(b) does he know why this action was
unsuccessful?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) There was no evidence given to me that

the Herrons turned prospective residents
away.
Mr Berryman was in a private room
upstairs prior to going to Pyrton.
The evidence was that this room was
kept available at all times. I have no
reason to disbelieve it and subsequent
Social Security Department
investigations resulted in the advice that
no action was warranted in respect of
the Herrons' dealings.
When Mr Berryman returned to Penn-
Rose, he was in ground floor shared ac-
commodation but at some times had the
sole use of a rive-bed room, according to
the evidence.

(2) (a) Yes;
(b) no; the evidence indicated that

there were vacancies but the exact
number is not known; in part of her
evidence, Mrs Herron stated that
on 10 June 1982 Penn-Rose had 23
residents.

(3) (a) No;
(b) not applicable.

HEALTH: MENTAL
Hostel: Susswc

1497. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is it a fact that consideration is being

given to using the division of the
intellectually handicapped Sussex Hostel
to accommodate aged patients instead of
children as is presently the case?

(2) Is it a fact that Sussex Hostel was de-
signed specifically for the use of chil-
dren?

(3) Has there been any reduction in the pro-
vision of short-stay beds at Sussex Hos-
tel?

(4) Is the Government giving consideration
to removing *school-age clients from
Pyrton and using it predominantly for
aged patients from Swanbourne Hospi-
tal?

(5) Is the Government giving consideration
to any plan to convert hostels presently
used by intellectually handicapped chil-
dren into hostels for aged patients from
Swanbourne Hospital?

(6) lfrYes", to (5), please give details.
(7) Is the removal of patients from

Swanbourne Hospital placing a strain on
existing hostels or other institutions such
as Pyrton?

(8) (a) Has the transfer of patients from
Swanbourne Hospital put a strain
on division of the intellectually
handicapped staff at hostels and
other institutions;

(b) have staff numbers been increased;

(c) if "Yes", please provide details;

(d) have the standards of care and at-
tention or supervision of
intellectually handicapped people
been reduced because of the ad-
ditional workload caused by the
transfer of patients from
Swanbourne?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2) No.

(3) Yes.

(4) Most school-aged clients have already
been moved from Pyrton. Such re lo-
cation is in line with the plans to accom-
modate clients in the most appropriate
accommodation, considering the overall
needs of the division for the
intellectually handicapped.

(5) No.

(6) Not applicable.

(7) Yes. This is because some of the former
Swanbourne Hospital residents are older
and physically stronger.

(8) (a) See (7) above;

(b) additional staff have been requested
in the 1982-83 Budget;

(c) details will be available following
the presentation of the Budget:

(d) no.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Educational Programmes

1498. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) In The West Australian of 16
September 1982 he is quoted as saying
that the Public Health Department is at-
tempting to educate and encourage res-
taurateurs and their clients to adopt ap-
propriate responsible attitudes and ac-
tions in respect to tobacco smoking. Can
he elaborate on this statement and pro-
vide details of how the department is ac-
tually going about this task?
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(2) In the same article referred to above, he
was also quoted as stating that edu-
cational programmes include reference
to the significant adverse effects on the
health of passive smokers. Can he pro-
vide details or educational programmes
conducted by the Public Health Depart-
ment on the subject of tobacco smoking
and, in particular, on passive smoking?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) The Public Health Department's edu-
cational material related to smoking in-
cludes reference to the risk to smokers
and others of smoking in confined
places. "Smoke-Free Zone" signs have
been prepared for use in restaurants and
other relevant conflned areas. The
health education unit plans to contact
restaurateurs in order to encourage them
to set aside non-smoking areas for the
use of clients.

(2) The rights of the non-smoker are
stressed by the health education unit
and a "non-smokers bill of rights" has
been prepared.
A programme for use with year 7 school
students is in operation and includes
reference to non-smokers' rights and the
effects of passive smoking. The health
education unit is currently preparing a
programme for year 9 high school
students which will also cover the rights
of non-smokers and the adverse effects
of passive smoking.
In its material, the unit places emphasis
on the effects of smoking on the unborn
child, another aspect of passive smoking.
A new kit for educators and health
workers on the smoking issue is in prep-
aration; and this too will include
reference to the risk of passive smoking.

STOCK: SHEEPSKINS

Treatment

1499. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(I) (a) Exactly how much of the product
"Clout", contaminated with
heptachior, was let onto the market;

(b) how much of that has, in fact,
already been used;

(c) how much has been returned to the
manufacturer?

(2) What steps is the Government raking to
see that all unused contaminated
"Clout' is returned to the manufac-
turer?

(3) What is being done about those sheep
treated with hept-achlor-contaminated
"Clout"?

(4) Is it known how many sheep have been
treated with contaminated "Clout"?

(5) Is it a fact that the levels of heptachlor
epoxide in animal tissue are largely de-
pendent upon the body weight of the
animal?

(6) Is it possible that varying amounts of
heptachlor could be absorbed by differ-
ent sized sheep dipped in contaminated
"Clout"?

(7) Is it intended to perform tests on sheep,
particularly lambs, before they are sent
to market, to check heptachlor levels in
the body fat?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) (a) and (b) Available information indi-

cates that "Clout" contaminated
with heptachlor has been sold and
used since April 1981; the exact
amount used is not known;

(c) not known.

(2) A Press release issued on 7 September
advising farmers to return stocks of
"Clout" has received wide publicity.
Field extension staff are giving similar
advice.

(3) No restrictions have been placed on
sheep treated with heptachlor contami-
nated "Clout".

(4) No. As not all batches are contami-
nated, this number cannot be deter-
mined.

(5) and (6) Even at the highest level of con-
tamination, no heptachlor has been
found in the tissues of sheep treated with
"Clout" either in surveys or in detailed
independent experimental investigations.
It appears that absorption through the
skin is negligible.

(7) Routine sampling of sheep will continue.

POLICE: TRAFFIC PATROL OFFICER

Tape Recording
1500. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and

Prisons:
(1) Has he called for a report into the claim

reported in the Western Mail last
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Saturday that police patrolmen had il-
legally taped an interview with a motor-
ist?

(2) If "Yes", will he please table a copy of
the report, or make it available to me?

(3) What action has he taken to determine
whether this was an isolated instance, or
whether it is a practice used on a wider
scale?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Yes, and a question on it was answered

in the House yesterday.
(2) It is not usual for a Minister to make

public the information provided to him
by department heads. I do not see
special circumstances applicable to this
case so as to vary the general procedure.
I have already advised this House in
relation to the issues raised.

(3) Inquiries have revealed this to be an
isolated instance.

EDUCATION: COUNTRY HOSTELS

Recreation Facilities

1501. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Education:

(I) Which high school hostels have been
provided with a recreation facility?

(2) Is there a priority list setting out the
order in which such facilities should be
provided to hostels?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), will he please table a
copy of the priority list?

(4) Does the Government propose to provide
a recreation facility for the hostels as-
sociated with Geraldton Senior High
School?

(5) If "Yes' to (4), when is this proposed?
Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) Large recreation sheds have been pro-

vided at Narrogin, Katanning, and
Esperance.

(2) to (4) Acting on submissions from local
hostel boards, the Country High School
Hostel Authority has approved the con-
struction of a recreation shed at
Merredin, with the construction of a
similar facility at Geraldton as the next
priority.

(5) Subject to consideration of Shire build-
ing requirements and estimated costs,
the CHSHA will be seeking funds for
the Geraldton facility within the 1983-
84 capital works programme.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Ocraldion

1502. Mr CARR, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government given any consider-
ation, since the Premier's answer to my
question 1116 of 1982 on I8 August, to
the provision of an office block in
Geraldion to house State Government
departmental offices?

(2) If "Yes", what is the present situation?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Planning for future Government office

accommodation does not envisage the
provision of further offices at Geraldlton
for at least several years.

HEALTH: NURSES

Shortage

1503. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Health:

With reference to concern expressed
about a shortage of nurses for country
hospitals, what assurance can he give
that the Geraldton Regional Hospital
will be able to operate at capacity with-
out the need to close any of its floors or
wards?

Mr YOUNG replied:

Nursing staff numbers at the Geraldton
Regional Hospital are sufficient at pres-
ent to staff all wards. Provided replace-
ments can be recruited to fill vacancies
as they occur, no difficulties in mainten-
ance of normal operations are foreseen.

HEALTH: DENTAL

Subsidy Schenie

1504. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Health:

Has the Government re-established the
scheme to provide subsidised dental care
to eligible pensioners in country centres
which it stopped at one stage for lack of
funds?

Mr YOUNG replied:
This scheme was not stopped at any
time. The valuable and popular scheme
was threatened by increasing costs; but
following discussions which I had with
the Australian Dental Association, it has
continued uninterruptedly.
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TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES

Scat Belts
1505. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for

Police and Prisons:

(1) Is it a requirement on delivcry van
drivers, such as bread carters, etc., to
wear seat belts?

(2) If "No", will he say why the people emn-
ployed in the food delivery industry are
fined $40 for first offences?

(3) If "Yes", then why are other drivers em-
ployed in the transport industry, such as
heavy haulage, bus drivers, etc., not re-
quired to wear seat belts?

(4) If it is safe for one not to wear seat belts
in a particular driving industry, then
why the discrimination against drivers
employed in the food delivery industry?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Under certain circumstances yes.

Regulation 1621(6) (c) of the Road
Traffic Code provides a defence for
drivers of delivery vehicles if the driver
is actually engaged on work which re-
quires him to alight from and re-enter a
motor vehicle at frequent intervals and
does not, while so engaged, drive or
travel in that Motor vehicle at a speed
exceeding 25 kilometres per hour.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) A seat belt is required to be worn by the

driver of a goods vehicle if a seat belt is
fitted for that position.

(4) There is no discrimination taking into
consideration the defence as ' stated
under the regulations. The proven safety
benefits of the compulsory use of seat
belts was accepted by the Parliament
many years ago as justification for com-
pulsion in their use. It remains a traffic
enforcement policy objective to ensure
maximum reasonable usage of seat belts.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL

College: Forrest field
1506. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Edu-

cation:

(1) As it has been rumoured the Forrestfield
technical college is to be closed, is this a
fact and, if so, what are the reasons for
closure?

(2) If not, will he stop rumour by making a
statement to the effect that the college is
to remain?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) There is no institution called
'Forrestfleld Technical College". At
present the only technical education fa-
cility at Forrestfield is the Forresifield
evening technical centre located in the
old primary school in Anderson Road.
This centre is administered as an annexe
of the Belmont evening technical school.

(2) and (3) There is no substance to the
rumour that this centre will be closed. In
fact it is to be upgraded to the status of
a full-time evening technical centre from
the beginning of 1983.

H EA LTH

Joel Warner

1507. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Referring to his letter to me, dated 13
September, in which he advised the
Crown Law Department was considering
the case in which a two-year-old boy,
Joel Warner, became seriously ill after
swallowing poison, has the Crown Law
Department yet completed its consider-
ation of the matter, and if so, what ac-
tion is to be taken?

(2) If the Crown Law Department has not
completed its consideration of the mat-
ter, how much longer is it expected to
take?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) The Crown Law Department has not
completed its consideration of the mat-
ter.

(2) I believe a report will be received in the
very near future.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SALES TAX

Exeiption

1508. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

Is it a fact that all goods and services re-
quired for official use of the State
Energy Commission are exempt from
sales tax under item 74, division I I of
the "Sales Tax Exemption and Classifi-
cation Act of I1935-56"' for some con-
tracts?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:
I am advised that goods and services
purchased for State Energy Commission
use are exempt from sales tax.

LAND
Swan Location 91

1509. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Lands:

(1) Was a check survey of the boundary be-
tween Lots 30 and 31 (Swan location
9 1) done during or close to 1979?

(2) By whom was the survey done?
(3) Were any errors detected?
(4) Were the owners notified and, if so,

when?
(5) Were details of the check survey re-

corded in field survey booklets?
(6) Were the survey booklets lodged with

the department?
(7) Are they still there?
(8) Will he table them?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) No.The Department has no record of a

check survey done during or close to
1979 on this freehold land.
A private repeg of the boundary was
lodged in the department on 13 April
1981.

(2) The private survey lodged 13 April 1981
was carried out by surveyor,
W. Scanlan.

(3) The field book indicated that an existing
fence was not on survey and that build-
ings erected by the owner of lot 31 en-
croached on lot 30.

(4) Not known. This is not a departmental
matter.

(5) Details of the repeg were recorded in
land Office of Titles field book 45486.

(6) and (7) Yes.
(8) No. It is available for inspection in the

Department of Lands and Surveys plan
room.

WASTE DISPOSAL: DRINK CONTAINERS

Keep Australia Beautiful Council (WA)

1510. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Is he aware of an approach to schools by
the Keep Australia Beautiful Council to
site a 10 cubic metre bin near school
canteens and pay the school $300 if it
can be filled with empty cool drink cans
in one month?

(2)
(3)

Has he given approval to this scheme?
Is there a perceived problem in schools
relating to improper disposal of cool
drink cans purchased at school can-
teens?

(4) Who is providing the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council with the money to pay
schools under this scheme?

(5) Is the scheme an inducement to students
to purchase more cool drinks from
school canteens?

(6) If not, what is the purpose of the
scheme?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) Yes; the scheme is called the high

schools can-recycling plan.
(2) The scheme was proposed by the edu-

cation committee of the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council; and its introduction
into two large high schools as a trial was
endorsed by the senior officer of the
Education Department who serves on
that committee.

(3) Disposal of food and drink containers is
an ongoing problem in all schools. How-
ever this scheme relates to cans collected
from throughout the locality of the
school.

(4) Scheme sponsors are BHP, Cleanaway,
and Simsmetal Pty Ltd.

(5) No.
(6) To develop appropriate attitudes to the

proper disposal of litter and as an incen-
tive to secondary schools to initiate anti-
litter programmes for the total environ-
ment both within and outside of the
school grounds.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: SMALL CLAIMS
TRIBUNAL

Cash Refunds

1511. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

(1) Did he advise purchasers unable to ob-
tain a cash refund for the unsatisfactory
locking device he demonstrated to take
action through the Small Claims
Tribunal?

(2) How much does it cost to take a case
such as this to the Small Claims
Tribunal?

(3) How much would the purchaser of the
unsatisfactory locking device stand to
recover through such action?
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Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) No. I advised members of this House

that this was an avenue of recourse open
to such persons.

(2) $5.
(3) $8.25.

1 am able to advise members, following
a meeting this morning with the manag-
ing director of the firm concerned, that
he has given an assurance he will adver-
tise and offer the following options to
consumers wishing to return the locks-

(a) immediate cash refund at the con-
sumer's request; or

(b) application of the amount already
paid toward the purchase of a bet-
ter quality lock; or

(c) replacement of the lock mechanism
following supply by the manufac-
turer if this proves to be possible.

I am advised further that consumers
who have already returned the defective
lock have been offered the above options
and that some have elected to take a
cash refund while others have used the
amount already paid as a credit towards
the purchase of a better quality lock.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL COLLEGE
Perth: Theatre Arts Section

1512. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(I) is it a fact that the new premises for the
theatre arts section of Perth Technical
College does not include provision for a
lighting studio?

(2) Is it a fact that this additional facility
will cost only $19 000?

(3) What plans does the Government have
to make good this deficiency?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) Provision has been made in the planning

of the upgrading of 480 Newcastle
Street for a lighting studio.

(2) For the overall upgrading of the 480
Newcastle Street premises, the Techni-
cal Education Division has budgeted
$43 000 for 1982-83.

(3) Further upgrading is planned for 1983-
84.

HEALTH
Sunglasses

1513. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has he read the report in Choice

magazine of January 1981 which claims

that some sunglasses available in Aus-
tralia do not effectively filter out ultra-
violet light?

(2) Is he aware that the above article claims
that some of these sunglasses can actu-
ally increase eye damage by ultraviolet
light by causing dilation of the pupil by
filtering out only visible light and al-
lowing additional ultraviolet light into
the eye?

(3) Are sunglasses available for sale in
Western Australia required to conform
to the new Australian Standard for sun-
glasses?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Are sunglasses available for sale in

Western Australia tested for their
transmission of ultraviolet light?

(6) If not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) No.
(4) 1 have not been convinced of a need to

(5)
(6)

do so. Eye specialists in Australia have
indicated that they do not agree with
Choice magazines contention that these
glasses can damage the eye.
No.
Sufficient need has not been demon-
strated; but I would add that it is desir-
able from a consumer's point of view
that people who desire the comfort of
sunglasses should purchase sunglasses
which conform to the Australian Stan-
dard.

HOUSING

Land: East Victoria Park

1514. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) Does the commission still own land at
Miller Street/Reatty Avenue, East Vic-
toria Park?

(2) If so, when is it likely plans will be de-
veloped for its use?

(3) To what use will the land be put?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) and (3) The commission is seeking a

rezoning of the land to permit a residen-
tial use; and until this is resolved de-
tailed plans can not be finalised.
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PUBLIC SERVANTS

Retirement: Age 55

I5I5. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:
In view of his comment in response to
questions several weeks ago to the effect
that he expected to be able to announce
the provisions under which the Govern-
ment would introduce optional retire-
ment at 55, when does he now expect to
be able to make such an announcement?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:
The Government has announced that it
is prepared to consider proposals for vol-
untary retirement from age 55 provided
that there is no additional cost to the
Government. As the practicability of
early retirement arrangements depend
largely on superannuation provisions,
the matter is being examined by a com-
mittee comprising representatives of the
Treasury, the Public Service Board, and
the Superannuation Board including the
contributors' representative on the
board.

The committee is also considering other
possible changes to the superannuation
scheme in line with the Government's
undertaking that the present scheme
would be thoroughly overhauled. In this
respect it should be appreciated that the
introduction of an early retirement
option into an existing superannuation
scheme is not a simple matter as many
interrelated aspects of the scheme can
be affected.

An initial report on the feasibility of an
earlier retirement option having regard
to the effect on superannuation pay-
ments is expected shortly.

Following receipt of that report, I pro-
pose to advise interested parties of the
probable effect of an early retirement
option on superannuation benefits and
invite comments.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Offices: Canningion, Gosntells, and Victoria Park

1516. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:

(1) Can he confirm that consideration has
been or is being given to closing the de-

partment's offices at Gosnells and Vic-
toria Park and replacing these two
offices with one office located in Can-
nington?

(2) If "Yes', what are the reasons for con-
sideration of any such changes?

(3) Has any decision been reached in re-
lation to any such proposal and, if not,
when is it expected that a decision will
be made?

(4) If "No" to (1), what plans does the de-
partment have for the possible establish-
ment of an office in Canningion or in
any other locality in the region?

(5) Is there any substance in the claim that
he has deferred a decision on this matter
until after the State Election?

Mr SH-ALDERS replied:

(I) Yes. A proposal to this effect has been
considered.

(2) Examination took place as to whether
relocation would enhance the delivery of
community welfare services to people in
the area serviced by the department's
Victoria Park division.

(3) Yes. The Public Service Board has been
requested to explore the possibility of
finding suitable accommodation in the
Canningion area for relocation of the
present Victoria Park office. More infor-
mation is being sought in relation to cli-
ent demand for departmental services at
the Gosnells office.

(4) Not applicable.
(5) No.

RAILWAYS

Westra ii: Houses

1517. Mr WILSON, to the
Transport:

Minister for

(1) Can he confirm that Westrail intends to
reduce the number of railway em-
ployees' houses to be maintained in the
metropolitan area from 96 to 50?

(2) Can he also confirm that tenants will be
restricted to three-year occupancy of
such houses?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2). what is the
reason for this altered policy?

(4) (a) Does Westrail intend ultimately to
dispose of these houses; and

(b) if so, over what period of time?
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(5) Is it intended that these houses will be
demolished?

(6) Why has Westrail abandoned its former
practice of allowing occupiers to pur-
chase these homes?

(7) What discussions, if any, have been held
with the State Housing Commission or
any other authority about the possible
ongoing use of these houses, after
upgrading as additional units of public
housing accommodation?

(8) If "No" to (7), will he initiate such dis-
cussions with the Minister for Housing
and the State Housing Commission to
ascertain the possible use of these houses
as short term (emergency) or long term
public accommodation?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) All future tenants will be restricted to

an occupancy of three years.
(3) Westrail's policy now is that housing in

the metropolitan area be for the benefit
of employees transferring from country
areas while they are arranging their own
accommodation needs and not for long-
term tenancy as has applied in the past.

(4) (a) No; the intention is that they will
be made available for leasing on the
basis of "as is" condition with the
lessee being responsible for all
maintenance;,

(b) not applicable.
(5) No.
(6) As indicated in answer to question 4 (a),

Westrail proposes that these houses will
be available for leasing. However, appli-
cations for purchase from employee ten-
ants would be considered.

(7) No discussions have been held with the
State Housing Commission or any other
authority.

(8) The houses to be withdrawn from em-
ployee tenancy will still be available
tinder leasehold conditions to Westrail
employees, who will have First priority,
or to the public.

FISHERIES
Jurierz Bay Fishing Boar Harbour

1518. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Works:

(I1) Have the ocean and foreshore studies for
the provision of a fishing boat harbour
at Jurien Bay yet been completed?

(2) If "Yes'", do these studies favour-

(a) an offshore breakwater type har-
bou r,

(b) an inshore excavated harbour?
(3) If "No" to (t), when will the work be

completed?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(I) Studies for a boat harbour at Jurien Bay

are well advanced. A harbour site north
of the townsite has been located and de-
tailed planning for a harbour has com-
menced.

(2) The studies are proving that the scarcity
of rock in the area will make construc-
tion of an offshore breakwater type har-
bour very expensive. An inshore exca-
vated harbour is favoured.

(3) All field investigations should be com-
pleted by early 1983, and a report on the
project is scheduled for mid-1 983.

FISHERIES
Lanrcelin

1519, Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) Is he aware of problems at Lanicelin

with regard to the use by all fishermen
of the one serviceable and privately
owned jetty for loading and unloading
fishing gear?

(2) Is he also aware that a third jetty at
Lancelin has been abandoned and is a
navigational hazard, while the second
jetty can only be used as a fuelling dol-
phin, as it is niot connected to the shore?

(3) (a) In view of these problems, what
plans are proposed for jetty services
at Lancelin; and

(b) when will work commence?
Mr RUJSHTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) I am aware that one privately owned

jetty is in a state of disrepair. The Mar-
ine and Harbours Department is follow-
ing the matter up with the jetty owner.

(3) (a) There is a long-term proposal for a
public jetty to be constructed, and a
preliminary survey has been carried
out; the project has, however, a low
priority from the interdepartmental
fishing industry facilities committee
and a concept plan has not been de-
veloped; it is, however, known that
existing land tenures will cause dif-
ficulties with location and road ac-
cess;

(b) not determined.
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WATER RESOURCES: IRRIGATION

Ord River Scheme: Federal Funding

1520. Mr EVANS, to the Premier:

(I) What amount of finance has the Federal
Government promised towards the es-
tablishment of the second stage of the
Ord River scheme?

(2) What conditions will the Federal
Government require before making this
funding available?

(3) Will the Western Australian Govern-
ment be required to provide finance for
the development of the second stage of
the Ord River scheme, and if so-

(a) what is the amount it is estimated
which the Western Australian
Government will be expected to
provide; and

(b) what percentage of the total cost
will the Western Australian
Government be providing?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Federal Government has not prom-

ised any funds by way of a grant to the
further development of the Ord River
project. Approximately $23 million of
loan funds remain available under the
Western Australian Agreement (Ord
River Irrigation) Acts 1968 and 1980.

(2) The terms and conditions are contained
in the schedules to the Acts, copies of
which are tabled.

(3) This will not be known until the detailed
planning study and subsequent nego-
tiations have been completed.

The schedules were tabled (see paper No. 446).

SUGAR INDUSTRY: ORD RIVER

Second Siage

1321. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:

(1) Will it be necessary to develop the sec-
ond stage of the Ord River scheme be-
fore a commercially viable sugar indus-
try can be established on the Ord?

(2) What will be the cost to the-

(a) Federal Government;
(b) Western Australian Government;

to develop the second stage of the Ord
River scheme?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) It will be necessary to develop approxi-

mately 4 000 hectares of additional farm
land.

(2) The cost of additional development to
the Federal Government and the West-
ern Australian Government will not be
known until the detailed planning study
is completed and negotiations have been
undertaken with the developer and the
Federal Government.

SUGAR INDUSTRY: ORD RIVER

Feasibility Study

1522. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:

When is it expected that the applicant to
conduct a feasibility study on the estab-
lishment of a sugar industry on the Ord
River will be selected?

Mr OLD replied:
Before the end of October 1982.

HEALTH: NURSES

Western Australian School of Nursing

1523. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) (a) Is it a fact that the Western Aus-

(2)

(3)

(4)

tralian School of Nursing has
stopped the post-basic theatre
Course for enrolled nurses;

(b) if "Yes", why?
(a) Is it a fact that 1983 will be the last

year that the Western Australian
School of Nursing will run an or-
thopaedic course for enrolled
nurses;

(b) if "Yes", why?
(a) Is it a fact that the Western Aus-

tralian School of Nursing has given
preference to enrolled nurses from
RPH Rehabilitation Hospital for
the orthopaedic course;

(b) if "Yes", why?
(a) Are these restrictions on the

number of enrolled nurses, from
particular teaching hospitals, who
are permitted to do the orthopaedic
course each year;

(b) if "Yes", can he please provide de-
tails?

(5) Are post-basic training courses going to
be available in the future for enrolled
nurses?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
(I) (a) Yes, temporarily;

(b) lack of demand for enrolled nurses
with this qualification; the course
can be recommenced when and if
this situation alters.

(2) (a) No;

(b) not applicable.

(3) (a) No;

(b) not applicable.

(4) (a) No, but overall there are only 8
places in the course;

(b) not applicable.

(5) Additional courses can be mounted as

evidence of demand comes to hand.

HEALTH: NURSING HOME

Penn-Rose: Report
1524. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) It appears from the Penn-Rose report
that Dr. Lyons was not able to produce
for the Minister the letter from Mental
Health Services referring to Mr
Berryman's discharge to after care
status and outlining his medical history.
Why was a copy not obtained from
Mental Health Services?

(2) Will he inquire from Mental Health
Services why they cannot supply him
with a copy of the letter referred to in
(1) if they are in possession of a com-
plete ile on Mr Berryman's case?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) If the member reads page 42 of

my report he will see that I said it was
".the usual practice that the superinten-
dent or another medical officer would
send to the institution, not being one
controlled by Mental Health Services, a
letter, addressed to the visiting doctor,
outlining the patient's history, symptoms
and diagnosis and the circumstances of
his discharge to aftercare and requesting
the doctor to take up his medical care
and management".
In Mr Berryman's case, it appears the
letter would have been only an ac-
companying note while matters of sub-
stance and detail were contained in a re-
port wh'ch, in this case, it seems went
with sorec recent chest X-rays with Mr
Berryma i to Penn-Rose.

While a copy of the letter would have
been useful in establishing that the re-
port was addressed to a specific person,
the letter in itself would have been of no
great importance because it would have
been in this case, because of the detailed
nature of the report, a mere courtesy to
the visiting doctor.

The report forms the basis of my com-
ment on page 28 of my report dated 24
August 1982.

WASTE DISPOSAL

Laporte Australia Ltd.: Titanium Plant
1525. Mr I-ODGE, to the Minister for Conser-

vation and the Environment:

(1) Has he considered the possibility of
barging waste from the Laporte ti-
tanium plant and disposing of it in deep
water well offshore?

(2) Is he aware that this method has been
used successfully to dispose of similar
wastes in the United States of America?

(3) What are the estimated annual costs of
barging the Laporte waste?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) to (3) The member's qaeries will be
answered in a comprehensive report pre-
pared by the Public Works Department
in collaboration with the company and
various Government agencies. This re-
port is expected to be released shortly.

WATER RESOURCES: RATES

Mrs i. A. Lceuwenburg

1526. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Has he received a letter from Mrs J. A.
Leeuwenburg concerning being billed
for an entire property which, in fact,
consists of two separate businesses inde-
pendently leased from the owners?

(2) What action has been taken to resolve
this apparent anomaly?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Yes.
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(2) The MWA records previously showed
Mrs Lecuwcnburg as the owner of the
properties and the annual rates were
billed accordingly. Current ownership
details have now been established and
the accounts have been re-issued accord-
ingly.
I have advised Mrs Leeuwenburg of this
action which rectifies the situation.

TOWN PLANNING: MRPA

Meetings: Standing Orders

1527. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning.

Regarding question 1467 of 28/9/82 re-
garding MRPA standing orders, can she
say to what "appendix 5" and "report
No. 2", as shown on tabled paper 444,
refer?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
Report No. 2 relates to standing orders
governing the conduct of proceedings
and business of the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority. It was the second
report submitted for consideration at the
inaugural meeting of the authority on 14
April 1960.
It was scheduled as appendix 5 on the
agenda for that meeting.

HOUSING: LAND

Collier Pine Plantaldon

1528. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Lands:

Referring to question 1483 of 28/9/82,
regarding land in the Collier Pine
Plantation-
(a)

(b)

(c)
(c)

When will the redesign of the area
be completed;
how many blocks of land will be de-
veloped;
how will they be marketed;
when will they be put on the mar-
ket?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(a) to (d) I am unable to give an accurate
response to any of these questions until
certain negotiations are concluded which
will enable redesign to be finalised. The
scale of the development, and hence the
number of blocks and the method and

liming of marketing them, depends upon
Ih outcome of the negotiations.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE FINANCE

Tax Sharing: Reduction

555. Mr NANOVICI-, to the Premier:

Will the Premier advise the reduction in
the amount Western Australia has re-
ceived from the Commonwealth as a re-
sult of altered taxation arrangements in
the last two years?

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The interjections from members of the
Opposition show just how foolish is the
Opposition when it says these things are
rehearsed, when they have not been.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: In reply to the member for
Whitford-I- would hope the member
for Yilgarn-Dundas will show some re-
spect in these matters, which he obvi-
ously finds hard to do-I cannot give the
exact Figures over the last two years.

Mr Pearce: It certainly does seem rehearsed.

Mr O'CONNOR: Last year, as a result of
tax-sharing rearrangements from in-
come tax without total tax, the State lost
something like $57 million; and I believe
that this year's figure will be betwecn
$65 million and $70 million. As a result
of the Grants Commission's recommen-
dations and the actions of the Federal
Government at the last Premiers' Con-
ference, over $37 million was taken from
this State Government, making a total
of £103 million plus the fuel tax which
was a further tax levied on us. There-
fore, reflected in today's money terms,
the figure for this year will be $120
million. I believe it was £57 million last
year. These figures make it difficult for
us to balance the Budget, bearing in
mind the reduction we have had placed
on us.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR; Opposition members are
really showing what they are made of. If
the member places the question on no-
tice or gives me further information in
relation to it, I will obtain the figures for
him.
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BUNBURY FOODS PTY. LTD.

Govern ment Proposals

556. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional Devel-
opment:

(1) Has the Government put any proposals
recently to Dr Shrian Oskar or anyone
else from Bunbury Foods Pty. Ltd.?

(2) If so, will the Minister outline the pro-
posalis?

Mr Macl'INNON replied:

(I) and (2) Since the decision of the court
case involving Bunbury Foods Pty. Ltd,
and the National Bank in relation to the
appointment of a receiver, the company
is now back in the hands of the
prinicipals of Bunbury Foods Pty. Ltd. I
have met Dr Oskar privately on a couple
of occasions to discuss the future of the
company, which is under consideration
by myself and the Government.

BUNBURY FOODS PTY. LTD.

Receivership and Safe

557. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
men t:

(1) Is it correct that the Government wants
to appoint a receiver for Bunbury Foods
Pty. Ltd.?

(2) Has the Government decided that the
company be sold to Allied Mills Pty.
Ltd.?

(3) Does the company owe any interest to
any Government bodies?

(4) Does the company have debts of almost
$12 million?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) Whether or not the Government will ap-
point a receiver, of course, is one of the
options available. As a consequence of
the decision made by the court, the
National Bank no longer had a receiver
for the position. The Government is now
in a position to appoint a receiver if it so
desires, and that is one of the options
available in the considerations before us.

(2) We have not proposed that the company
be sold to Allied Mills Pty. Ltd. or any-
one else. That would be the job for a re-
ceiver, if appointed.

(3) There is interest owing at this stage, but
Ido not know the amount involved. If

the member wishes to place a question
on notice I will make available the infor-
mation.

(4) 1 do not know the amount of the debt.
However, I think the figure of $12
million is in excess of that owed. Again,
if the member wishes to place a question
on notice to this effect I will obtain the
information for him.

ROAD

Lance) in Road

558. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Minister in a position to advise if
the 1 A kilomnetres of the Lancelin Road
immediately north of Burns Beach turn-
off, which is bumpy and dangerous, will
be included in the 1982-83 works pro-
gramme for reconstruction?

(2) If not, will the Minister please bring this
to the attention of the Commissioner of
Main Roads?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) Work on this section is not in-
cluded in the 1982-83 Main Roads De-
partment programme. However, with
the possibility that has emerged recently
of additional funds becoming available
from the Commonwealth, this project
will be reviewed.
I am not in a position, however, to give
any firm assurance that it will be poss-
ible to undertake the work this year but
I will ensure that it is investigated care-
fully in relation to other priorities.

BUNBURY FOODS PTY. LTD.

Receivership

559. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development:

(1) Did Dr Oskar meet with the Minister on
Monday to discuss the possibility of re-
ceivership?

(2) Did he want the Government to assist in
rescheduling the company's loans repay-
ment?

(3) If the Government appoints a receiver
will prior claim on any funds be with the
National Bank of Australasia Ltd.?
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(4) If the Government appoints a receiver,
what will be the position of unsecured
creditors in Bunbury awaiting refund of
money?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) I did meet with Dr Oskar on Monday

and held a discussion completely without
prejudice. I am not prepared to discuss
the details of that meeting with anyone.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) With respect to receivership, I am ad-

vised that the National Bank does have
priority. It is ranked first in order of se-
curity. I understand that the position
may be that if the Government were ap-
pointed receiver, it would rank equal.
However, I am not sure of this answer;
and if the member places the question
on notice I will give him a considered
answer.

(4) If a receiver were appointed, unsecured
creditors would rank as such. The infor-
mation I have is they would not receive
any payment if the company were sold
out at the present time. That, of course,
does not take into account the possibility
of a receiver, if and when appointed,
achieving a better result than I antici-
pate and thus effecting payment to un-
secured creditors.

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS

Licences: Tests

560. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

In my speech during debate on the Road
Traffic Act Amendment Bill, I referred
to reports that a growing number of ap-
plicants for a driving licence test re-
quested through driving schools were ex-
periencing increasing delays in obtaining
a booking date for the test. I ask the
Minister-

(1) Has he investigated this complaint?
(2) Has he found these reports to be cor-

rect?
(3) Has he established the cause of these in-

creasing delays, and if so, what are the
reasons and would he indicate whether
they are of a temporary nature?

(4) What action is proposed to overcome the
problem?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.

(3) Yes, the reasons being-
(a) an increase in the number of book-

ings;
(b) an increase in the non-appearance

of applicants at the appointment
time.

Whether or not the increases in bookings
will continue cannot be determined, and
the situation will be closely monitored.
It is expected that the high level of non-
appearances will diminish as appoint-
ments for tests become more difficult to
obtain.

(4) Answered by (3).

BUNBURY FOODS PTY. LTD.

Goverment Proposal

561. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a report in
today's issue of The Age which alleges
that Dr Oskar has claimed that the
Western Australian Government has
made an illegal proposal to him which
would be exposed if the Government ap-
pointed a receiver?

(2) If so, will the Minister give details of
that proposal?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) and (2) I am not aware of that report.

TOWN PLANNING

Deputy Commissioner

$62. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

Would the Minister advise what prog-
ress has been made in the appointment
of a Deputy Town Planning Com-
missioner? The position has been vacant
for some considerable time.

Mrs CRAIG replied:
I can tell the member for Victoria Park
that the appointment of a Deputy Town
Planning Commissioner (Adminis-
trative) has been made. I understand the
gentleman who has been appointed will
be taking up his new role about the
middle of October. As far as the Deputy
Town Planning Commissioner
(Planning) is concerned, it is my under-
standing that the Public Service Board
has readvertised the position. I cannot
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say accurately whether the advertise-
ments for the position have yet appeared
in the Press, but if they have not they
will in the near future.

ROAD
Princess Royal Drive

563. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Transport:

Further to my question a few weeks ago
in connection with the realignment of
Princess Royal Drive (Port Road),
Albany, in reply to which the Minister
advised that he was calling for a report
from the Commissioner of Main Roads
on the matter, can he now advise if he
has yet received the report, and if so can
he give me some indication of the pres-
ent position?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
The Commissioner of Main Roads has
recently provided me with an interim
answer to my request for a report on the
issue raised by the member for Albany.
He said that Co-operative Bulk Hand-
ling Ltd. has advised that the access
from Princess Royal Drive (Port Road)
to Thomas Borthwick & Sons is no
longer available, but that Borthwicks are
in the process of constructing an alterna-
tive access which will include a small
section of the proposed realignment of
Princess Royal Drive.
This new access should be completed
within the next few days in time for
stock to arrive by road transport when
the abattoir reopens.
While this solution would appear to
overcome the immediate problem, there
is a need to look at the construction of
the realignment in the fairly near future
so that Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd.
can proceed with its modifications,
which will encroach onto the existing
road alignment. The commissioner has
indicated that he is looking at some
options as to the ownership and
financing of the road; and he should
make a further report to me, including
recommendations, in the not-too-distant
future.

MINING: IRON ORE
Conference

564. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:
(I) Is it correct that the Government is call-

ing together the iron ore mining

companies in this State to discuss the
present marketing crisis facing the in-
dustry?

(2) As the move appears to be contrary to
the Government's historical stance of
non-intervention in the sales contract
side of the industry, and as this proposed
initiative is one which has been consist-
ently advocated by the Opposition over a
period of years, would the Government
give consideration to including Oppo-
sition members in the discussions so that
this vitally important issue can be con-
ducted on a non-party political basis,
and so that a united front can be consti-
tuted on the matter?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) In reply to the last part of the

question, no.

Mr Parker: Snivelling partisan!

Mr P. V. JONES: The first part of the
question suggested some inquiry as to
whether the Government will call the
iron ore companies together. It has been
announced already that one of the meet-
ings we have from time to time with all
of the companies together, as distinct
from individually, was held earlier this
week. The implication of the question
was that it has never been done.

M r G rillI interjected.

Mr P. V. JONES: Please let me provide the
information and then members may
make any interjections they like.
Earlier this year, and late last year, the
Government made it quite clear to the
companies, the public, buyers, and even
members of the Opposition-if they
were able to read it-that from the point
of view of industry the Government was
going to take a more involved position
than had been taken before, and that
was manifest in that we became involved
with companies, customers, and the
Japanese Government when price levels
were being discussed earlier this year.

Mr Grill: So, you now admit there has been a
change of policy, whereas you denied
that a few weeks ago?

Mr P. V. JONES: When asked again about
this matter a few weeks ago in Tokyo, I
confirmed that that position would pre-
vail, and that I would be meeting with
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Mr
Mr

the companies when I returned to Aus-
tralia. I have already done so. I am now
meeting them again, individu-
ally-which we do from time to
time-to discuss a whole range of mat-
ters. For example, at the moment we are
discussing ports, the use of railways,
housing, new towns, and a range of
other matters.

Brian Burke: Ten years too late.
P. V. JONES: No. we have been doing it
all the time: the suggestion that we are
only just starting it is quite ridiculous.

WOOL
Transport

565. Mr McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) When a farmer has wool he wishes to

put on rail in a seasonally closed-line
area, will Westrail arrange to have a
carrier pick up the farmer's wool from
his property, and deliver it to the nearest
rail facility?

(2) Does Total West have an arrangement
whereby it will pick up a farmer's wool
and put it on rail?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I) and (2) Firstly, as l am sure the member

for Mt. Marshall is fully aware, the
Government's policy gives the farmer
the opportunity to cart his own wool, if
he so wishes.

Mr Davies: There happens to be no railway.
Mr RUSHTON: Perhaps, but he has a

truck.
Mr Mclver: Depending on where he lives.
Mr RUSHTON: It does not matter where he

lives: if the member is not aware of it-
Mr Mclver: I am aware of it; you gave away

$4 million of State assets.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members to de-

sist from interjecting.
Mr RUJSH-TON: Obviously, members are

not aware of the situation. On I July,
Government policy was changed to pro-
vide that a farmer could cart his own
produce to and from his farm.

Mr Brian Burke: If he has a truck.

Mr RUSHTON: If he has a truck, he can
cart produce to and from his farm. Be-
fore our recent decision, wool, mohair,
and chaff were regulated; now, they are
deregulated, and can be transported by
the farmer. If he does not have a vehicle,

he must engage a contractor to cart his
wool to the nearest railhead. I believe
that was the main thrust of the mem-
ber's question. This can be carried out
either by private contractor or by Total
West, and it can be arranged by the
farmer, or by Westrail. All those options
are open to the farmer.

POLICE: OFFICER
Transfer

566. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:

(1) Is it true that the sergeant in charge of
the Newman Police Station has been
transferred to Perth?

(2) If so, did the transfer follow what essen-
tially would be a domestic argument?

(3) Did the transfer follow a report by a
junior police officer at Newman to his
superiors?

(4) If "yes', what was the nature of that re-
port?

(5) Is the Minister aware of the popularity
of the sergeant in question and of the
possibility of industrial action as a result
of the decision to transfer him?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) to (5) The strict answer to the question

is that the sergeant in charge of the
Newman Police Station has not been
transferred to Perth.

Mr Tonkin: Now, what is the right answer?
Mr HASSELL: I think the member for

Geraldton in fact is referring to the
sergeant in charge of the Tom Price
Police Station. The matter certainly has
not been dealt with as his question
would imply. Indeed, the member for
Geraldton may wish to consider whether
it is in the best interests of the officer
concerned for that question to be asked
and answered in public in this House. If
the member puts the question on notice,
I will further consider the detail of it,
bearing in mind I also have concern
about the welfare of the officer about
whom be is asking the question.

ROAD: MITCHELL FREEWAY
Speed Limit

567. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What individual or body is responsible

for determining the speed limit on the
Mitchell Freeway?
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(2) On what basis, and on whose advice, are
such decisions made by that individual
or authority?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2)The Mitchell Freeway is a speed-

zoned road as allowed for under regu-
lation 1001 of the road traffic code.
Regulation 301 of this code authorises
the Commissioner of Main Roads to
erect traffic signs. A speed zone is estab-
lished by the erection of appropriate
traffic signs.
The SAA code 1742 sets guidelines for
establishing speed zoning. Specific roads
are assessed on a traffic engineering
basis by specialist officers in the Main
Roads Department, and the preliminary
assessment is checked with police traffic
officers. Final approval for the establish-
ment of a speed zone on any particular
road is the responsibility of the Com-
missioner of Main Roads. However,
Cabinet recently reviewed the speed
limit on the Mitchell and Kwinana free-
ways after the opening of the southern
extension of the Kwinana Freeway and
decided no change should be im-
plemented at present.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Joint Venture: Country Agents

568. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will the Minister advise which country
agents of the Total West joint venture
pulled out of the scheme between the
period I August and 30 September?

(2) As Total West has contributed to a
fatality in Kalgoorlie in an accident
involving a parcel failing from one of its
trucks, will he ensure that Total West
trucks delivering goods to country areas
are fitted with guardrails to prevent a
repetit ion of this sort of accident?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) I will investigate the points
raised by the member for Avon. The last
time he raised a question about the situ-
ation at Norseman, the contentions he
made were totally inaccurate; so, once
again. I intend to check the authenticity
of his claims.

Mr Mclver: I resent that remark.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Mclver: 1 have written to you on the

Matter.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Mclver: If you want to play that game. it

is all right with me.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Avon will desist from interjecting;
certainly, he should stop interjecting
when I call order.

Mr Mclver: I am sorry. Mr Speaker; I did
not hear you call order.

The SPEAKER: I suggest the member pay a
little more attention to the Chair.

INCOME TAX: AVOIDANCE

Legislation

569. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

(1) Has he had an opportunity to study the
Federal Government's retrospective in-
come tax legislation?

(2) If so, is he in a position to tell the House
whether he suppo~rts that legislation?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) Yesterday I indicated to the

Leader of the Opposition that I had
been away and that I had sent for a copy
of the legislation. I believe it is now in
my office. I have not had a chance to
peruse it today, nor will I until after I
have delivered the Budget tomorrow.
From what I have been told, it is a fairly
thick piece of legislation, but I believe I
will be able to look at it over the week-
end. Once I have considered it, I will
make a decision. I want to make it clear
again, however, that I have no qualms
about action being taken against people
who have sold their companies to people
of straw.

Mr Brian Burke: Let me confirm
that-people who have sold their
companies?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes; knowingly sold them
to men Of straw.

Mr Brian Burke: And beneficial shareholders
who have sold them to promoters.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will answer this later in
the evening when I speak to the motion
moved by the Leader of the Opposition.
I am aware that many little people are
concerned in this.
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Mr Brian Burke: The legislation was
introduced a long time ago now.

Mr O'CONNOR: Has the Leader of the Op-
position been through it fully?

Mr Brian Burke: Yes. I was going to offer
you a copy.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have to consider quite a
few other matters which are important
to the people of the State.

STATE FINANCE

Budget: Introduction
570. Mr NANOVICH, to the Treasurer:

As he has indicated that he will
introduce the Budget and the capital
works programme tomorrow night, will
he advise the House at what time he
intends to do so?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Providing that the House gives me auth-
ority to do so, I intend to introduce the
two Bills between 2.30 and 3.00 p.m. I
expect the introductions to take about
an hour to an hour-and-a-half.

Mr Brian Burke: I will even let you suspend
Standing Orders!

BUNBURY FOODS PTY, LTD.

Government Proposal
571. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Indus-

trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment:

Is the Minister prepared to deny that he
made an illegal offer to Dr Oskar of
Bunbury Foods Pty Ltd.?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

I would like to preface my remarks by
saying that in all our discussions with
the principals of Bunbury Foods Pty.
Ltd. we have tried, as far as possible, to
arrive at a conclusion which will pre-
serve the taxpayers' funds which may be
involved in the Government guarantee,
and to ensure that when this firm re-
commences, it does so on a proper basis
with a meaningful chance of long-term
profitability. I cannot comment on the
Press report. I do not know of any pro-
posal.

Mr Brian Burke: It shows you in a bad light;
you should take action against him.
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